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ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY
Although literature reports associations between parent-teacher Received 20 December 2017
communication and childcare quality, little is known about how such Accepted 8 February 2018
communications are related to family, child and childcare characteristics.
This study examines whether child, family and childcare experience P

A - .o arent-teacher
characteristics predict the level of parent-teacher communication, and communication; infants;
differences between parents’ and teachers’ reports of communication. childcare: families;
Participants were mothers of 90 infants and their teachers in childcare in partnership
Portugal. Results show that both parents and teachers report higher
levels of communication in higher-quality programmes. Teachers
reported more frequent communication than parents. Teachers, but not
parents, reported more frequent communication when children spent
fewer hours in childcare. Discussion highlights the relevance of
monitoring the quality of childcare contexts, especially in early ages, and
to increase parent-teacher communication when children spend more
time in childcare. The importance of promoting high-quality childcare
and accounting for variables at the mesosystemic level of development
in teacher training are also discussed.

KEYWORDS

In many countries, both mothers and fathers of young children return to work during their infant’s
first 6 weeks to 12 months of life (Pronzato, 2007). Caring and educating a young infant is a challen-
ging task for families and professionals, considering that the infant requires frequent and individua-
lized basic care routines and frequent and warm interactions to thrive (National Association for the
Education of Young Children [NAEYC], 2009). Communication between parents and childcare provi-
ders is assumed as a crucial mean to coordinate with each other in the care of the infant and to
promote parents’ confidence in their childcare arrangement (e.g. NAEYC, 2009; Rolfe & Armstrong,
2010).

Although good parent-teacher communication is important worldwide, it is particularly relevant in
Portugal where over 60% of parents work out-of-home (Organization for Economic Co-operation and
Development [OECD], 2011). In 2014, around 40% of children under 3 years of age were enrolled in
childcare, and of these children enrolled in childcare, 51% were 1 year old or younger (Gabinete de
Estratégia e Planeamento/Ministério da Solidariedade, Emprego e Seguranca Social [GEP/MSESS],
n.d.). Many children enter center-based childcare as infants because both parents are employed
and regular paid parental leave in Portugal ranges from 120 to 150 days (European Foundation for
the Improvement of Living and Working Conditions, 2015). Contrary to what happens in other
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countries, where women can choose between working and staying at home, given Portugal’s econ-
omic reality, the majority of women must work, returning to the same workload they had prior to
their pregnancies. The country’s economic reality has, in fact, been implicated as a major contributor
in couples’ decisions to have fewer children, with a significant impact on the declining rates of fertility
over the past decades (OECD, 2011).

In this context, it is particularly critical to understand and find ways to support those parents who
do have children, and secondarily prevent further population decline. One way to achieve these goals
may be the identification of factors that help working-parent families feel at ease using infant child-
care services. Parental perceptions of the quality of their children’s childcare and of the communi-
cation with teachers are thought to play important roles in parental comfort with using childcare
- especially for infants (Shpancer et al., 2002). This study examines the frequency of communication
among Portuguese teachers and parents who have just enrolled their infant in center-based care. By
focusing on an under-represented age in the literature about parent-teacher partnership, it provides
additional descriptive information and documentation of factors related to more frequent communi-
cation between parents and teachers.

Parent-teacher partnership

The partnership between parents and teachers of young children is thought to play a critical role in
ensuring working parents feel they understand their child’'s experience outside the home and can
incorporate that important part of the child’s life into their parenting as well as promoting children’s
social and cognitive development (e.g. Castro, Bryant, & Peisner-Feinberg, 2004; Cottle & Alexander,
2014; McBride, Bae, & Wright, 2002; NAEYC, 2009). Most studies regarding parent-teacher/caregivers
partnerships at very young ages operationalize this construct by focusing on common indicators,
such as parent involvement and participation in education settings, communication between
parents and teachers, and quality of parent-teacher relation.

Partnership between parents and teachers in general, and their communication in specific, have
been shown to facilitate the transition into care and continuity between home and early childhood
education and care (ECEC) for all children (e.g. McBride et al., 2002; Owen, Klausli, Mata-Otero, &
Caughy, 2008; Swartz & Easterbrooks, 2014; Weiss, Lopez, Kreider, & Chatman-Nelson, 2014).
However, most of the research on this has been conducted in the US, and mostly focused on pre-
school age children (3-6), with few studies addressing parent-teacher partnerships in infant/
toddler care (e.g. Drugli & Undheim, 2012; Elicker, Noppe, Noppe, & Fornter-Wood, 1997; Owen,
Ware, & Barfoot, 2000; Perlman & Fletcher, 2012).

It is noteworthy that studies on parent-teacher communication during children’s first year of life
are scarce because infants, perhaps even more than preschoolers, would seem to adapt to a new care
environment more readily with frequent and good communication between parent and teacher
regarding feeding, napping, preferences, dislikes, and activities. Infants are totally dependent on
their teachers/caregivers to meet needs for food, sleep, and interactions, and are unable to commu-
nicate verbally about their experiences in one context to adults in the other context. Therefore, com-
munication between parents and teachers/caregivers is especially important to ensure the infant
feels secure. Similarly, communication between parents and teachers helps each adult caregiver to
understand what the infant may want or need, and thus provide for that infant in a manner that
is rewarding for the adults (Owen et al., 2000).

The infant transition from home to childcare is a period described as challenging for parents,
infants and childcare professionals (Balaban 2011; Bernard, Peloso, Laurenceau, Zhang, & Dozier,
2015; Daniel & Shapiro, 1996; Merril, 2010). It is known that children experience a variety of
changes during this period that go beyond the separation from parents. Infants must adjust to
new routines, spaces and adults (Datler, Ereky-Stevens, Hover-Reisner, & Malmberg, 2012) and to
new complex social interactions (Bernard et al., 2015). This may also be a difficult period for
parents who may be anxious about placing their young child into care with adults and in places
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they do not know, but expect to be secure. Literature documents that parents’ main concerns about
childcare are children’s safety and well-being (Daniel & Shapiro, 1996). Parent-teacher communi-
cation can be an effective strategy to build parents’ trust in childcare services (Owen et al., 2000).

Overall, research underlines that close partnerships allow parents and teachers to share infor-
mation about the child, promoting continuity between home and early childhood education, as
well as the quality of care in both settings (Dunst & Dempsey, 2007; Giovacco-Johnson, 2009;
Leavitt, 1995; Owen et al., 2000). Within a bioecological perspective (e.g. Bronfenbrenner, 2005; Bron-
fenbrenner & Morris, 2006), parent-teacher partnership is viewed as an important factor in children’s
development since it can mediate the intersection between the two major contexts of the child’s life.

Given the importance of calibrating care between home and childcare for infants, it would be
useful to identify factors that facilitate or impair such communications. Relations between parent-
teacher communication and child characteristics, family characteristics and childcare characteristics
have been analyzed in previous studies and are described below.

Regarding child characteristics, some evidence suggests that educators and parents communicate
more about infants/toddlers than preschoolers (e.g. Endsley & Minish, 1989; Rimm-Kaufman & Pianta,
1999), but no evidence has emerged indicating that the perceived quality of parent-teacher relation-
ships and communication were stronger for younger children (Swartz & Easterbrooks, 2014). Some
evidence also suggests relations between child temperament and parent-teacher communication
in ECEC. More positive parent-teacher interactions were found when infants/toddlers were more
socially oriented and had a more positive emotionality, and less communication and lower quality
relationships when children were considered to have a difficult temperament (Pirchio, Taeschner,
& Volpe, 2011; Swartz & Easterbrooks, 2014). Although the effect of child gender has been explored
in literature on parent involvement in school years (e.g. Garbacz, McDowall, Schaughency, Sheridan, &
Welch, 2015; Hossain & Anziano, 2008), to our knowledge, gender has not been considered on
parent-caregiver communication in ECEC research with infants.

Regarding family characteristics, results about the effect of parent education on parent-teacher
partnerships are mixed. Some studies reported positive effects of education (e.g. Shpancer, 1998;
Swartz & Easterbrooks, 2014), while others reported negative effects (e.g. Pirchio et al, 2011).
Although parent education and family income are frequently associated, studies examined the
relation of income or related variables with parent-teacher communication in preschool ages. Two
studies have reported less parent involvement in preschool among families from low-socioeconomic
status (Murray, McFarland-Piazza, & Harrison, 2015; Waanders, Mendez, & Downer, 2007).

Other family characteristics have also been explored. According to Shpancer’s (1998) literature
review, bigger families and more traditional childrearing beliefs have been related to less frequent
parent-caregiver interactions with child caregivers. Stimulating home environments, characterized
by providing educational activities, were positively associated with better parent-teacher communi-
cation in preschool (Murray et al., 2015).

Finally, the extent to which characteristics of the teachers or classrooms predict parent-teacher
communications has also been examined. Preschool teachers with more in-service training hours
communicated with parents more often than teachers with fewer training hours in one study
(Perlman & Fletcher, 2012) and less in another study (Joshi & Taylor, 2005). Other studies found no
effects of teacher education or experience on parent-teacher communication and relationships
(Perlman & Fletcher, 2012; Swartz & Easterbrooks, 2014). Lower adult:child ratios in preschool class-
rooms have been found to be associated with better parent-teacher communication in several
studies (Early et al., 2006; Perlman & Fletcher, 2012; Rao, Koong, Kwong, & Wong, 2003; Zellman &
Perlman, 2006). Longer hours in childcare have been negatively associated with parent-teacher part-
nership (e.g. Drugli & Undheim, 2012; Endsley & Minish, 1989; Zellman & Perlman, 2006). Finally, as
expected, teachers who provided higher childcare quality tended to provide more frequent, pleasant
and bidirectional parent-teacher communication (e.g. Endsley & Minish, 1989; Ghazvini & Readdick,
1994; Owen et al., 2000; Perlman & Fletcher, 2012). These results suggest that more research on
parent-teacher communication is needed for infants to determine whether these findings are
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obtained for the youngest children, who may be even more influenced, by the communication
between their parents and caregivers/teachers.

Parent and teacher perceptions of parent-caregiver communication

Given both theoretical and empirical evidence indicating that communication and partnership
between families and childcare providers plays a valuable role in early development, especially for
very young children, it is not surprising that both mothers and ECEC professionals report that collab-
oration with each other is important regarding early childhood education (Leavitt, 1995). In general,
parents and caregivers both report valuing communication so they can collaborate with each other in
providing care for young children, but the reported levels of collaboration tend to be higher for
mothers than for caregivers (Cantin, Plante, Coutu, & Brunson, 2012; Owen et al.,, 2000). The
reasons cited for less communication from ECEC caregivers include the caregivers schedules and
the demands presented by parents’ working conditions (Cantin et al., 2012). In particular, it
appears that communication is most difficult when children are dropped off early and/or picked
up late at childcare centres, in part, because the teacher who provides the primary care during the
day is not typically the teacher present very early or late in the day, and because both parents
and caregivers feel rushed at these times (Drugli & Undheim, 2012; Endsley & Minish, 1989;
Zellman & Perlman, 2006).

In summary, frequent and collaborative communication between parents and ECEC caregivers is
thought to be important for young children, and especially for infants. Communication is essential for
parents and caregivers to better understand how to meet infants’ needs, and to ensure parents’ con-
fidence in childcare. This study adds to the few studies that have examined factors associated with
higher levels of parent-caregiver communication during this important transition from home to
childcare.

The current study

This study examined parent-teacher communication during infants’ first month in center-based child-
care and examined selected characteristics of children, families and childcare as predictors of parent-
teacher communication. Additionally, the study explored factors that may predict differences
between parent and teacher perceptions of communication. Multiple methods were used to
measure different family, infant and childcare characteristics, namely observational procedures and
parent and teacher reports.

Method
Participants

Ninety mothers of infants attending childcare centres and the teachers working in these classrooms
participated in this study. Participants were part of a broader research project about infants’ transition
to childcare (see Barros et al.,, 2016). Centres were selected first; the 418 centres in the greater metro-
politan area of Porto, Portugal, registered at the Ministry of Solidarity, Employment and Social Secur-
ity website, were randomly sequenced and contacted. Of these, 232 had an infant classroom; of these,
the first 90 centres that met the project criteria (namely, having at least one family who registered
their infant aged between 4 and 9 months to start attending childcare between September 2013
and February 2014) were recruited. The centre directors identified the potential entering families
who agreed to be contacted by researchers. In most centres, only one infant met the criteria; if
more than one, researchers randomly selected the family to contact. Informed consents were
obtained from parents and from the child’s teacher. The Portuguese National Data Protection Auth-
ority approved all measures, data collection and confidentiality procedures.
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Most of the centres in this study were private non-profit (91.1%), and 8.9% were private for-profit
centres. Classrooms had 1 to 12 infants enrolled (M =6.38, SD=2.34) and 1 to 3 teachers (M =2.00,
SD = 0.60), with child:adult ratio ranging from 2:1 to 8:1 (M =3.38, SD = 1.49), with one exceptionally
small classroom with a ratio of 1:1. All teachers were female, ranging in age from 20 to 64 years old
(M =42.53, SD = 9.97). As Portuguese policies for childcare do not require that infant classrooms have
teachers with university degree, teachers/caregivers had different education levels. Their education
ranged from a basic level (5.6% had only four years of primary school) to a university degree level
(22.2% had 15 or more years of formal education), with participants having a mean education of
11.10 years (SD = 3.64). Professional experience in childcare varied between 1 month and 37 years
(M=8.36, SD=6.5).

Regarding maternal education, 59% of the mothers reported a university degree, 38% reported a
high school degree (12 years of education), and only 3% had less than the basic level of education
(less than 9 years). Mothers were, on average, 30 years old (SD=3.55). The average monthly
income of these families was 1622€ (SD = 670.77), similar to the mean income in the north of Portu-
gal, which was about 1640€, in 2010/2011 (Instituto Nacional de Estatistica [INE], 2012). Almost all
mothers (83%) were employed. Infants (45 female) were on average 6 months old (SD = 1.34) at child-
care entry, and about 42% were the family first child.

Procedures and measures

There were two waves of data collection. First, a home visit was conducted before the infants entered
the childcare centre. During this visit, the quality of the home environment was observed and parents
completed questionnaires about socio-demographic characteristics and child temperament. Home
visits lasted, on average, two hours and all families considered mothers as the main respondent to
all questionnaires.

Second, the childcare setting was observed, and both teachers and parents reported on the
infants’ transition to childcare during the first month of attending the ECEC centre. Classrooms
were observed during two full mornings, with separate days to collect different measures. Addition-
ally, the teacher completed the structural characteristics questionnaire. At this time parents and tea-
chers were also asked about their communication with each other. The parent questionnaire was
given to mothers with written instructions for them to complete at the end of the fourth week of
their infant’s attendance in childcare (end of the first month). The teacher questionnaire was com-
pleted by teachers also at the end of the fourth week.

Parent-teacher communication

Daycare experience questionnaire (DEQ)

The DEQ (translated, revised and adapted from Skouteris & Dissanayake, 2001 by Cadima, Peixoto, &
Leal, 2012) was completed by parents and teachers to describe the infant’s experiences during the
transition into childcare. It includes items about child emotional status, maintenance of routines at
childcare and home, infant overall adjustment to childcare and parental satisfaction with the tran-
sition to childcare arrangements. Authors developed one version for parents and another for tea-
chers. Based on literature regarding infant transition and adjustment to childcare (e.g. Daniel &
Shapiro, 1996; Owen et al,, 2000), we developed additional items focusing on the frequency of infor-
mation exchange between teachers and parents (e.g. giving information about infant routines, such
as sleep and feeding; receiving information about the infant routines). The questionnaire was pre-
tested with parents and teachers who did not participate in the present study, and improved accord-
ingly. The questionnaire items related to the exchange of information between parents and teachers
were the focus of this paper. These items were scored between: 1 (rarely), 2 (sometimes), 3 (often), and
4 (every day); and document communication reported by mothers (a =.93) and reported by teachers
(a=.70).
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Family characteristics

The home observation for measurement of the environment inventory (HOME)

The HOME (Caldwell & Bradley, 1984) assesses both quality and quantity of support and stimulation
that the home environment provides for children. It includes aspects of family organization, routines,
involvement with extended family and use of community resources that affect children (Bradley &
Corwyn, 2005). The infant-toddler version includes 45 items organized in six subscales: Responsive-
ness, Acceptance, Organization, Play/Learning Materials, Involvement, and Variety of Experience.
Items are scored based on direct observation of parenting behaviour and on a semi-structured inter-
view. Several studies provide evidence for its adequacy, reliability and validity, including in Portugal
(e.g. Cruz, Abreu-Lima, Barros, Costa, & Macedo, 2011). In this study, a HOME Global Quality score was
computed by combining all the items from the scale. Cronbach'’s alpha for this variable indicates ade-
quate reliability (a =.69).

Child characteristics

Infant behavior questionnaire — Revised (IBQ-R)

IBQ-R (Rothbart, 1981; Rothbart & Gartstein, 2013) is a widely used measure of infant temperament.
Several studies provide evidence for its adequacy, reliability and validity (e.g. Clark, Hyde, Essex, &
Klein, 1997; Klein, Putnam, & Linhares, 2009; Rothbart, 1981; Sung, Beijers, Gartstein, de Weerth, &
Putnam, 2015). It is organized in 14 dimensions: Activity Level, Distress to Limitations, Approach,
Fear, Duration of Orienting, Smiling and Laughter, Vocal Reactivity, Sadness, Perceptual Sensitivity,
High Intensity Pleasure, Low Intensity Pleasure, Cuddliness, Soothability, and Falling Reactivity.
According to Gartstein and Rothbart (2003), three broad factors can be computed for IBQ-R; these
factors were used in the present study: Surgency/Extraversion (a=.96), Negative Affectivity (a
=.85), and Orienting/Regulation (a =.78).

Childcare experience: teacher-child relationship quality

Infant/toddler environment rating scale — Revised (ITERS-R)

ITERS-R (Harms, Cryer, & Clifford, 2006) measures the overall quality of infant childcare classrooms. It
includes 39 items, scored on a 7-point scale, and organized under seven conceptually defined sub-
scales: Space and Furnishings, Personal Care Routines, Listening and Talking, Activities, Interaction,
Programme Structure, and Parents and Staff. Portuguese translation (Harms, Cryer, & Clifford,
2012) was used. All observers received adequate training to ensure they were reliable on the
measure. All ITERS-R indicators were scored based on a three to four hours observation, followed
by an interview with the lead teacher. Regarding inter-rater reliability, two observers independently
scored ITERS-R in 25.6% of classrooms; within-one point agreement averaged 92.24%, and weighted
kappa averaged 0.73. For this paper, and according to previous factor analyses (Barros et al., 2016),
only the Interactions and Supervision factor is used (8 items; a =.80).

Teacher interaction scale (CIS)

CIS (Arnett, 1989) is an observational measure that captures the quality of interactions between chil-
dren and their teachers in educational settings. It comprises the observation of teachers’ emotional
tone, discipline style, and responsiveness in classroom (Arnett, 1989). CIS includes 26 items rated on a
scale ranging from 1 (not at all) to 4 (very much). This is a widely used measure with established val-
idity and reliability, including in Portugal (Cadima et al., 2012; Colwell, Gordon, Fujimoto, Kaestner, &
Korenman, 2013; Cryer, Tietze, Burchinal, Leal, & Palacios, 1999). For this study, all observers received
adequate training and inter-rater reliability was monitored during data collection. Two observers
independently scored 25.6% of CIS observations. Within-one point agreement was 99.02%; weighted
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kappa was 0.42. Based on a previous factor analyses (see Barros et al., 2016), this study includes 21 of
the 26 CIS items to create a Total Mean Score (a=.91).

Classroom assessment scoring system - Infant (CLASS-Infant)

The CLASS-Infant (Hamre, La Paro, Pianta, & LoCasale-Crouch, 2014) measures the quality of inter-
actions between teachers and infants in ECEC settings. The measure consists of one construct with
four dimensions: Relational Climate, Teacher Sensitivity, Facilitated Exploration and Early Language
Support. CLASS-Infant observations were collected in four 15-minutes cycles. For this study, all obser-
vers received training and reached the authors’ training standards. Regarding inter-rater reliability,
two observers independently scored 25.6% of CLASS-Infant observations. Within-one point agree-
ment average was 99.18%; weighted kappa was 0.70.

Teacher-child relationship quality

We chose to use more than one quality measure in order to capture multiple aspects of process
quality, based on its multidimensional nature (e.g. Bryant, Burchinal, & Zaslow, 2011; Burchinal &
Cryer, 2003). Items of the three measures were combined into a composite score named Teacher—
child Relationship Quality (a=.70). Specifically, a single composite relationship quality index was
created by computing the mean of the items related to adult-child interactions from the three
global quality measures, namely the CLASS-Infant dimensions, 21 items of CIS, and the ITERS-R Inter-
actions and Supervision items (see Barros et al., 2016). The dimensions regarding teacher—child inter-
action quality were moderately to strongly associated, with correlations from .46 to .81. Previous
studies have found that different quality measures can be combined into a single quality factor
(e.g. Burchinal & Cryer, 2003).

Childcare experience: hours per day in childcare

The number of hours that the infant spent in childcare during each day of the first and fourth weeks
of attendance was recorded in a log by both parents and teachers. On average, children spent 6.54
(SD = 2.08) hours in childcare during the first week and 7.71 hours (SD = 1.51) in the fourth week. We
averaged each infant’s values to create a mean value representing the number of hours each infant
spent in childcare per day during the child’s first month.

Data analyses

Analyses began by examining all measures descriptively. Then repeated measures analyses of parent-
teacher communication were conducted. These analyses involved examining the communication
from the two reporters, parents and teachers. Reporters are regarded as repeated measures, allowing
the analysis to identify factors related to the overall level communication (i.e. the average of parent
and teacher levels of communication) and differences in the level of communication between the
two reporters (i.e. the difference between the parent and teacher report). A General Linear Model
(GLM) approach was used to analyze whether overall level of communication or the discrepancy
in communication reported by parent and teacher varied as a function of child characteristics
(child gender and temperament), family characteristics (home environment global quality) and child-
care characteristics (teacher—child relationship quality and number of hours in childcare). Effect sizes
were estimated as standardized coefficients, that is for a predictor X and outcome Y, the effect size
was computed as d =B, * SD,/SD, to interpret significant associations. As standardized coefficients,
Cohen (1992) recommended viewing d =.1 as modest, d =.3 as moderate, and d=.5 as large.

Results

Table 1 reports descriptive statistics for child, family and childcare variables, as well as for mother and
teacher reports on the frequency of parent-teacher communication. Infants were in childcare about 7
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for parent-teacher communication, family and child care experience measures.

N M (SD) Min. - Max. Scale
Parent-teacher communication
Mother report 82 3.35 (0.69) 1-4 1-4
Teacher report 85 3.75 (0.41) 2.57-4 1-4
Family
Maternal education 90 14.37 (3.57) 4-22
Global HOME quality 90 32.82 (4.16) 23-42 0-45
Child
Negative affectivity 90 3.36 (0.82) 1.55-5.98 1-7
Surgency 920 4.68 (0.87) 2.21-6.57 1-7
Regulation 90 531 (0.64) 3.74-6.73 1-7
Child care experience
Quality of childcare relationships 90 4.26 (0.67) 3.02-5.94 1-7
Hours/day -1st week 82 6.54 (2.08) 2.10-11.00
Hours/day -2nd week 81 7.71 (1.57) 3.30-10.70
Hours/day 87 7.04 (1.68) 2.50-10.60

hours a day, in classrooms where teacher-child relationship quality was rated in the moderate range,
with a mean of 4.26 (possible range 1-7).

The quality of home environments was moderate (M = 32.82, maximum possible score of 45), and
showed a wide range. Mothers rated their infants as having ‘easy temperaments’ and did not view
their infants as temperamentally difficult. The mean scores for Surgency (M =4.68) and Regulation
(M=5.31) were higher than the middle scale point and the mean value for the Negative Affectivity
factor (M =3.36) was lower.

Ratings for parent-teacher communication show that both teachers and mothers reported a fre-
quent bidirectional information exchange about the child routines and behaviours. Mothers reported
significantly less communication than teachers, t(81) =—-5.11, p <.001, d =0.70; mothers’ average
score (M =3.35) was closer to ‘often’ whereas teachers’ average score (M = 3.75) was closer to ‘daily.’

Table 2 shows the Pearson correlations coefficients among child, family and childcare character-
istics, and mother and teacher reports about the frequency of parent-teacher communication. Results
show a moderate correlation between the frequency of parent-teacher communication as reported
by mothers and by teachers. Mothers reported more frequent communication when the quality of
childcare relationships was higher. Teachers reported more frequent communication with parents
when children attended childcare fewer hours per day. Global parent-teacher communication
(average between mother and teacher reports) was positively associated with the presence of a
trained teacher in the classroom (even if only part-time) and negatively associated with the adult-
child ratio.

Table 3 presents the results from the GLM. As shown, the overall communication level was higher
in classrooms where the teacher—child relationship quality was higher (B=.20, SE=.08, p <.05).

Table 2. Pearson coefficient correlations between study variables (n = 82).

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Parent-teacher communication
1. Mother report - 27% -.03 1 —.05 =13 24% .08
2. Teacher report - .19 —.02 .01 .09 21 —.20%*
Family
3. Maternal education - .18 -.07 .10 -.14 —.24*
4. Global HOME quality - -.13 -.02 —.08 -.12
Child
5. Negative affectivity - .01 .04 .06
6. Gender (male =0; female =1) - .01 .06
Child care experience
7. Quality of childcare relationships - -.09

8. Hours/day -
*p < .05, **p < .01.
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Table 3. Results for the predictions of parent- teacher frequency of communication (n = 82).

Average of mothers & teachers Difference between mothers & teachers
reports of communication reports of communication

Model fit (R%) R? J10% J15%
Intercept B(SE) 2.57 (.66) —2.40% (1.07)
Family and child
Global HOME quality B(SE) 0.01 (.07) 0.03 (.02)
Negative affectivity B(SE) —0.02 (.06) —0.05(.09)
Gender (male = 1; female = 2) B(SE) —0.05 (.10) —0.27 (.15)
Child care experience
Quality of childcare relationships B(SE) 0.20%*(.08) 017 (.12)
Hours/day B(SE) —0.01 (.03) 0.13* (.05)

*p < .05, **p < .01.

Regarding the differences in levels of communication between mother and teacher reports, only one
predictor, hours per day, was statistically significant, indicating that the difference between mother
and teacher reports of communication was greater when children spent more hours per day at the
centre (B=0.13, SE=.05, p <.05). More specifically, when children attended the centre for fewer
hours, teachers and parents reported similar levels of communication, whereas when children
attended the centre for more hours teachers reported significantly more communication than
parents. Both effect sizes were modest. Finally, on average, mothers reported less frequent communi-
cations than teachers did (B=-2.40, SE=1.01, p <.05) and the effect size was large.

Discussion

The present study examined (a) mother and teacher reports of parent-teacher communication in
infant childcare in Portugal, during a particularly important period of a child’s life, the transition
from home to center-based childcare; and (b) the degree to which child, family and childcare charac-
teristics predict the frequency of communication between families and teachers, as well as differ-
ences between their perceptions of communication. This study may provide one of the first
reports to document communication during this important transition for infants and their parents
when infants enter group childcare at a very young age, and as such may begin the process of iden-
tifying factors that promote communication among parents and their infant’s teacher/caregiver.

In this study, mothers and teachers reported a fairly high frequency of communication, and
tended to agree on the overall level of communication between them. These findings are in accord-
ance with other studies that report that teachers and parents rates of childcare quality related aspects
tend to be associated (e.g. Leavitt, 1995). Despite this positive association, teachers reported a signifi-
cantly higher frequency of communication than mothers. This receives some support from the litera-
ture, although results are mixed across studies. For instance, Drugli and Undheim (2012) analyzed
parent-teacher communication during the pick-up and drop-off situations and reported that
although most parents and teachers were satisfied with their daily communication, parents felt
more than teachers that the quality of communication could be improved, particularly during the
pick-up moments.

The teacher—child relationship quality was the only significant predictor of teacher-parent
overall communication, with more frequent communication reported in higher-quality classrooms.
This finding replicates the positive associations between parent-teacher frequency of communi-
cation and process quality reported by Perlman and Fletcher (2012), in a study with preschool
age children. However, we did not replicate other findings on relations between parent-teacher
communication and family and child characteristics (e.g. Pirchio et al., 2011; Swartz & Easterbrooks,
2014) such as child temperament, and mothers’ education. Nevertheless, it is important to highlight
that previous studies examined communication in preschool classrooms or in samples including
infant and toddler classrooms together. It is likely that different factors are important in
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determining communication between parents and teachers during the transition to childcare for
young infants, a period when communication is extremely important and perhaps more valued
by parents (Daniel & Shapiro, 1996). Taking this into account, results of the current study might
reflect the fact that, particularly in the transition period, parents try to have as much information
as possible about their infant in childcare, regardless of their family and child specific features. Fur-
thermore, the finding that classrooms with high-quality teacher-infant relationships are more likely
to have more frequent overall communication with parents may point to the fact that these tea-
chers are more sensitive and effective in addressing parents’ needs for information about their
child in the transition period, emphasizing the importance of delivering families and children
high-quality services in childcare centres. This may also indicate that teachers whose relationships
with children are better are more aware of the importance of establishing partnerships with
families and implement strategies to engage parents in frequent sharing information moments,
regardless of family and child characteristics.

From the constructs we studied, the only significant predictor of differences in ratings of com-
munication between parents and teachers was the number of hours spent in childcare, with
greater differences when children spent more hours in care. As noted earlier, previous studies
have identified an association between hours in childcare and the parent-teacher partnership (e.g.
Drugli & Undheim, 2012; Endsley & Minish, 1989; Zellman & Perlman, 2006). Our findings highlight
the negative effects of the number of hours children spend in childcare to parent-teacher communi-
cation. The fact that the time infants spend in childcare is the best predictor of the difference
between parents’ and teachers’ reports on the frequency of their communication probably reflects
scheduling issues. It is more likely that lead teachers are not at the centre when parents pick up
their infants late in the afternoon or drop-off them early in the morning. The lead teacher is likely
to arrive at work after the earliest drop-off times and may leave before the latest pick-up times,
and thus cannot communicate in person with parents who drop-off earlier or pick-up later (Drugli
& Undheim, 2012; Endsley & Minish, 1989; Zellman & Perlman, 2006). Additionally, it is also possible
that parents who pick up their children later might be busier, with more stressful work schedules or
demanding jobs, and thus less available to engage in information exchanges with their children’s tea-
chers, regardless of time of day, or less accurate in assessing the amount of communication with
teachers.

Furthermore, the high number of hours infants spend in childcare must be acknowledged. In their
first month in childcare, the infants in this study averaged more than 7 hours per day. National data
show that in 45% of childcare centres, children younger than 3 years old spend in average 8 to 10
hours in childcare (GEP/MSESS, n.d.). Several studies demonstrated the detrimental effect of a high
number of hours in center-based care on several indicators, such as in some diseases (Beijers,
Jansen, Riksen-Walraven, & de Weerth, 2011), cortisol levels which increase from midmorning to after-
noon (e.g. Bernard et al., 2015) and, in the first year of life, more hours in childcare have been associ-
ated with less language proficiency at ages 1 to 1.5 (Luijk et al., 2015). Studies have also demonstrated
the relations between extensive center-based childcare experience, noncompliance, and problem-
behavior, (e.g. NICHD, 1998; Vandell & Corasaniti, 1990).

As previously mentioned, a high percentage of Portuguese parents with young children work
full-time in out-of-home jobs (OECD, 2011), which has been motivating the increase of coverage
rates for childcare services for children younger than 3 years old (Gabinete de Estratégia e Planea-
mento, n.d.a). In addition, the number of hours that childcare centres are open has also been
increasing (GEP/MSESS, n.d.). This may reflect the adjustment of center-based care to families’
needs, motivated by shift work (working early in the morning or late at night), and/or longer
hours at work.

A gradual increase in the number of hours an infant spends in childcare during the first month is a
commonly recommended practice to promote infant’s smooth transition from home to childcare
(Daniel & Shapiro, 1996; Peixoto et al., 2014). Our findings do show a slight increase over the first
month, but the number of daily hours in the first week is fairly high, so the gradual recommendation
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may not be followed by many parents. Considering the family needs in the first month of their child in
childcare, related to professional demands, high-quality caregiver-child relationships must be
ensured, in addition to government efforts to increase places available. Also, policies to promote
more flexible working schedules in Portugal could benefit parents and children.

These findings add to the body of research on parent-teacher communication by suggesting that
the number of hours a child spends in care may influence the frequency of communication between
parents and teachers. When it is not possible to decrease the number of hours spent in the transition-
to-care period, other strategies that would support communication could be activated, such us
increasing communications by telephone or e-mail during transition, scheduling a few formal meet-
ings, or altering teacher schedules during this time.

Limitations

Some limitations of this study should be acknowledged. As others have highlighted, due to the diffi-
culties in effectively measuring parent-teacher partnerships (e.g. Zellman & Perlman, 2006), the
measure used in this study includes only one indicator of partnership — the frequency of bidirectional
communication. Although frequency of communication is a common indicator of partnerships (e.g.
Perlman & Fletcher, 2012; Pirchio et al., 2011; Swartz & Easterbrooks, 2014), future studies should
include a more comprehensive measure, perhaps via observation. Social desirability may also have
affected answers to the self-report questionnaire on communication, resulting in a greater number
of scores in the high frequency of communication rate range. Lastly, data were collected during
infants’ first month in childcare and it would be interesting to follow levels of communication
throughout the year.

Implications and recommendations for practice and policy

Given that the importance of connecting early education centres and families has been widely high-
lighted in early education and development literature (e.g. Bronfenbrenner, 2005; Drugli & Undheim,
2012; Owen et al,, 2008), in governmental guidelines and recommendations (e.g. NAEYC, 2009; Segur-
anca Social, 2010), and in legislation (e.g. Portaria n.° 262/2011, August 31st), the finding that teachers
in childcare classrooms with higher quality teacher—child relationships are more likely to engage
parents and teachers in more frequent bidirectional communication has important implications.
This is particularly relevant in Portugal, as recent studies reported the low quality of childcare services
in the country (Barros & Aguiar, 2010; Barros & Peixoto, 2011; Parada, Velosa, Ribeiro, & Seabra, 2008).
Therefore, to better address family, child and parent/professional needs, it is important to continue to
focus on improving teacher—child relationship quality in childcare centres, especially for infants
(Burchinal, Cryer, Clifford, & Howes, 2002).

Another important finding in the current study was the negative association between the
number of hours infants spent in childcare and teacher reports on parent-teacher frequency of
communication, with more hour in care predicting a greater discrepancy between teacher and
mother reports about their communication. Taking into account that after the maternity leave,
Portuguese mothers tend to return to full time jobs and maintain full-time regardless of their chil-
dren’s age (Eurydice, 2009), the number of hours that parents need to place their children into
childcare tends to be high. Therefore, it seems important to find strategies that can support
and ensure an adequate communication between teachers and full-time working parents,
especially during significant transition periods such as the infant transition from home to
childcare.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.



EARLY CHILD DEVELOPMENT AND CARE . 2137

Funding

This paper is financed by FEDER funds through the Operational Competitiveness Program - COMPETE and by national
funds through FCT - Portuguese Fundacdo para a Ciéncia e a Tecnologia under the project FCOMP-01-0124-FEDER-
029509; FCT - PTDC/MHC-CED/4007/2012.

Notes on contributors

Vera Coelho, Master in Psychology, is currently a full-time PhD. student at the Faculty of Psychology and Educational
Sciences of Porto University. Her main research interests include: early childhood intervention and special education ser-
vices for preschoolers; participation and engagement in inclusive settings, professional development; and quality of early
education and development contexts.

Silvia Barros, PhD., is a professor in the School of Education of the Polytechnic of Porto (PP), teaching courses related to
Developmental and Educational Psychology, and Social Education and Intervention. She is a researcher in the Centre for
Research and Innovation in the School of Education of PP and in the Centre of Psychology of the University of Porto. Her
main research interests are quality of early childhood education and care, teacher-child interactions, child engagement,
and teacher education and training.

Margaret R. Burchinal, PhD., is a leading researcher and statistician in childcare research, and a widely recognized applied
statistician. She was the lead statistician for landmark early education studies such as the Abecedarian Project, Cost,
Quality and Outcomes Study, NICHD Study of Early Child and Youth Development, the Educare Learning Network,
and evaluations of state pre-kindergarten programs, Quality Rating andimprovement Systems, and Head Start Desig-
nation Renewal System.

Joana Cadima, PhD., is a researcher at the Center of Psychology of the University of Porto. Her research interests include
teacher-child interactions and social relationships as contexts for child development in early childhood, child adjustment
to school transitions, sociocultural risk and the use of observational methods. She has participated in several research
projects on early childhood education, focusing on preschool and primary school quality. She has conducted research
involving children from socially disadvantaged communities. Recently, she was awarded with a research grant from
the Portuguese Foundation for Science and Technology to study variations in activity setting and peer interactions,
and effects of process quality across four European countries aiming at answering the overarching question “How
and under what conditions does quality in early education and care matter?”

Manuela Pessanha, PhD., is a professor in the School of Education of the Polytechnic of Porto (PP), teaching courses
related to Developmental Psychology, and Social Education and Intervention. She is a researcher in the Centre for
Research and Innovation in the School of Education of PP. Her main research interests are quality of early childhood edu-
cation and care, sociocultural risks, teacher—child interactions, child engagement, and teacher education and training.

Ana Isabel Pinto, PhD., is an assistant professor and an integrated member of the research team Development and Edu-
cation at the Centre of Psychology, both at the University of Porto. Her interests include Quality in Early Childhood Edu-
cation and Early Childhood Intervention; adult-child and child—child interactions.

Carla Peixoto, PhD., is a professor in the School of Education of the Polytechnic Institute of Porto and in the University
Institute of Maia. She is also a researcher in the Centre for Research and Innovation in (School of Education of the Poly-
technic Institute of Porto). She has participated in several national and international research projects. Her main research
interests are: quality of early education and care, family literacy, and literacy, social and emotional development in
preschoolers.

Donna M. Bryant, PhD., is a Senior Scientist at the FPG Child Development Institute at the University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill. She co-leads the national (U.S.) evaluation of the Educare Learning Network of 21high-quality, birth-to-age 5
Educare Centers. Dr. Bryant has conducted studies of center-based child care, family childcare, and family and health services
as well as home visiting programmes that provide early intervention and prevention for at-risk children. She has authored
many papers and chapters on early intervention and early childhood education and is the co-author of two books, one on
home visiting and another on early intervention. Since 2002, Dr. Bryant has enjoyed collaborations with several faculty and
graduate students at the University of Porto on research projects, presentations, publications, and seminars.

ORCID
Vera Coelho ) http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3741-0885

References

Arnett, J. (1989). Caregivers in day-care centers: Does training matter? Journal of Applied Developmental Psychology, 10,
541-552.


http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3741-0885

2138 V. COELHO ET AL.

Balaban, N. (2011). Transition to group care for infants, toddlers and families. In D. M. Laverick, & M. R. Jalongo (Eds.),
Transitions to early care and education, educating the young child (Vol. 4, pp. 7-20). New York: Springer Science-
Business Media.

Barros, S., & Aguiar, C. (2010). Assessing the quality of Portuguese child care programs for toddlers. Early Childhood
Research Quarterly, 25(4), 527-535. doi:10.1016/j.ecresq.2009.12.003

Barros, S., Cadima, J., Bryant, D. M., Coelho, V., Pinto, A. |, Pessanha, M., & Peixoto, C. (2016). Infant child care quality in
Portugal: Associations with structural characteristics. Early Childhood Research Quarterly, 37, 118-130. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2016.05.003

Barros, S., & Peixoto, C. (2011). Quality of early child care and education: Analyses at the ITERS-R indicator level. Proceedings
of the 15th European conference on development psychology (pp. 457-463). Bologna: Medimond International
Proceedings.

Beijers, R, Jansen, J,, Riksen-Walraven, M., & de Weerth, C. (2011). Nonparental care and infant health: Do number of hours
and number of concurrent arrangements matter? Early Human Development, 87(1), 9-15. doi:10.1016/j.earlhumdev.
2010.09.003

Bernard, K., Peloso, E., Laurenceau, J.-P., Zhang, Z., & Dozier, M. (2015). Examining change in cortisol patterns during the
10-week transition to a new childcare setting. Child Development, 86(2), 456-471. doi:10.1111/cdev.12304

Bradley, R. H., & Corwyn, R. F. (2005). Caring for children around the world: A view from HOME. International Journal of
Behavioral Development, 29, 468-478. doi:10.1177/01650250500146925

Bronfenbrenner, U. (2005). Making human beings human: Bioecological perspectives on human development. Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage.

Bronfenbrenner, U., & Morris, P. A. (2006). The ecology of developmental processes. In W. Damon & R. M. Lerner (Eds.),
Handbook of child psychology, vol. 1: Theoretical models of human development (6th ed., pp. 793-826). New York, NY:
John Wiley and Sons.

Bryant, D. M., Burchinal, M., & Zaslow, M. (2011). Empirical approaches to strengthening the measurement of quality:
Issues in the development and use of quality measures in research and applied settings. In M. Zaslow, |. Martinez-
Beck, K. Tout, & T. Halle (Eds.), Quality measurement in early childhood settings (pp. 33-47). Baltimore, MD: Paul H
Brookes.

Burchinal, M. R., & Cryer, D. (2003). Diversity, child care quality, and developmental outcomes. Early Childhood Research
Quarterly, 18(4), 401-426. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2003.09.003

Burchinal, M. R, Cryer, D, Clifford, R. M., & Howes, C. (2002). Caregiver training and classroom quality in child care centers.
Applied Developmental Science, 6(1), 2-11. doi:10.1207/51532480XADS0601_01

Cadima, J., Peixoto, C., & Leal, T. (2012). Observacéo das interac¢des educador-crianca: Escala de Interaccéo do Prestador
de Cuidados [Observation of teacher-child interactions: Scale interaction carer]. Andlise Psicolégica, 30(4), 373-386.
doi:10.14417/ap.599

Caldwell, B. M., & Bradley, R. H. (1984). Administration manual, revised edition, home observation for measurement of the
environment. Little Rock: University of Arkansas.

Cantin, G. C, Plante, I. P, Couty, S. S., & Brunson, L. B. (2012). Parent-teacher relationships among beginning caregivers in
Canada: A quantitative study. Early Childhood Education Journal, 40(5), 265-274. doi:10.1007/s10643-012-0522-0

Castro, D. C, Bryant, D. M., & Peisner-Feinberg, E. S. (2004). Parent involvement in head start programs: The role of parent,
teacher and classroom characteristics. Early Childhood Research Quarterly, 19(3), 413-430. doi:10.1016/j.ecresq.2004.
07.005

Clark, R, Hyde, J. S., Essex, M. J., & Klein, M. H. (1997). Length of maternity leave and quality of mother-infant interactions.
Child Development, 68(2), 364-383. doi:10.2307/1131855

Cohen, J. (1992). A power primer. Psychological Bulletin, 112(1), 155-159. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.112.1.155

Colwell, N., Gordon, R. A, Fujimoto, K., Kaestner, R., & Korenman, S. (2013). New evidence on the validity of the Arnett
caregiver interaction scale: Results from the early childhood longitudinal study-birth cohort. Early Childhood
Research Quarterly, 28(2), 218-233. doi:10.1016/j.ecresq.2012.12.004

Cottle, M., & Alexander, E. (2014). Parent partnership and ‘quality’ early years services: Practitioners’ perspectives.
European Early Childhood Education Research Journal, 22(5), 637-659. doi:10.1080/1350293X.2013.788314

Cruz, O., Abreu-Lima, I., Barros, S., Costa, P., & Macedo, C. (2011). A Escala de Avaliacao do Ambiente Familiar. Comparacao
dos resultados observados com trés versdes da HOME [The home observation for measrurement of the environments
inventory. Comparison of the results obtained with three versions of the HOME]. In A. S. Ferreira, A. Verhaeghe, S. R.
Silva, L. S. Almeida, R. Lima, & S. Fraga (Eds.), Proceedings of VIll Congresso Iberoamericano de Avaliagdo/Evaluacién
Psicolégica. XV Conferéncia Internacional Avaliagdo Psicoldgica: Formas e Contextos (pp. 1507-1519). Lisboa: SPP
(CD-ROM).

Cryer, D, Tietze, W., Burchinal, M., Leal, T, & Palacios, J. (1999). Predicting process quality from structural quality in pre-
school programs: A cross-country comparison. Early Childhood Research Quatrterly, 14(3), 339-361. doi:10.1016/50885-
2006(99)00017-4

Daniel, J., & Shapiro, J. (1996). Infant transitions: Home to center-based child care. Child and Youth Care Forum, 25(2), 111-
123. doi:org/10.1007/BF02589303


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2009.12.003
doi.org/10.1016/
doi.org/10.1016/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2010.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2010.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12304
https://doi.org/10.1177/01650250500146925
doi.org/10.1016/
https://doi.org/10.1207/S1532480XADS0601_01
https://doi.org/10.14417/ap.599
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10643-012-0522-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2004.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2004.07.005
https://doi.org/10.2307/1131855
doi.org/10.1037/0033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2012.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/1350293X.2013.788314
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0885-2006(99)00017-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0885-2006(99)00017-4
https://doi.org/org/10.1007/BF02589303

EARLY CHILD DEVELOPMENT AND CARE . 2139

Datler, W., Ereky-Stevens, K., Hover-Reisner, N., & Malmberg, L. (2012). Toddlers’ transition to out-of-home day care:
Settling into a new care environment. Infant Behavior & Development, 35(3), 439-451. doi:10.1016/j.infbeh.2012.02.007

Drugli, M. B,, & Undheim, A. M. (2012). Relationships between young children in full-time day care and their caregivers: A
qualitative study of parental and caregiver perspectives. Early Child Development and Care, 182(9), 1155-1165. doi:10.
1080/03004430.2011.602190

Dunst, C. J.,, & Dempsey, I. (2007). Family-professional partnerships and parenting competence, confidence, and enjoy-
ment. International Journal of Disability, Development and Education, 54(3), 305-318. doi:10.1080/10349120701488772

Early, D., Bryant, D., Pianta, R, Clifford, R., Burchinal, M., Ritchie, S., ... Barbarin, O. (2006). Are teachers’ education, major,
and credentials related to classroom quality and children’s academic gains in pre-kindergarten? Early Childhood
Research Quarterly, 21(2), 174-195. doi:10.1016/j.ecresq.2006.04.004

Elicker, J., Noppe, I. C, Noppe, L. D., & Fornter-Wood, C. (1997). The parent-teacher relationship scale: Rounding out the
relationship system in infant child care. Early Education and Development, 8(1), 83-100. doi:10.1207/
s15566935eed0801_7

Endsley, R. C., & Minish, P. (1989). Parent-staff communication in day care centers during morning and afternoon transitions
(Research Technical Report). Retrieved from http://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED308980

European Foundation for the Improvement of Living and Working Conditions. (2015). Maternity leave provisions in the EU
member states: Duration and allowances. Luxembourg: Publications Office of the European Union. doi:10.2806/63769

Eurydice European Unit. (2009). Tackling social and cultural inequalities through early childhood education and care in
Europe. Brussels: Education, Audiovisual and Culture Executive Agency P9 Eurydice. Retrieved from http://eacea.ec.
europa.eu/about/eurydice/documents/098_en_v2.pdf

Gabinete de Estratégia e Planeamento. (n.d.a). Carta social - Folha informativa n°. 11 [Social charter — Information flyer n°
11]. Retrieved from http://www.cartasocial.pt/pdf/FI112013.pdf

Gabinete de Estratégia e Planeamento / Ministério da Solidariedade, Emprego e Seguranca Social. (n.d.). Carta social: Rede
de servicos e equipamentos (Relatério 2014) [Social charter: Network of services and equipments (2014 Report)].
Retrieved from http://www.cartasocial.pt/pdf/csocial.pdf

Garbacz, S. A, McDowall, P. S., Schaughency, E., Sheridan, S. M., & Welch, G. W. (2015). A multidimensional examination of
parent involvement across child and parent characteristics. The Elementary School Journal, 115(3), 384-406. doi:10.
1086/680325

Gartstein, M. A, & Rothbart, M. K. (2003). Studying infant temperament via the revised infant behavior questionnaire.
Infant Behavior and Development, 26(1), 64-86. doi:10.1016/50163-6383(02)00169-8

Ghazvini, A, & Readdick, C. (1994). Parent-caregiver communication and quality of care in diverse child care settings. Early
Childhood Research Quarterly, 9, 207-222.

Giovacco-Johnson, T. (2009). Portraits of partnership: The hopes and dreams project. Early Childhood Education Journal,
37(2), 127-135. doi:10.1007/510643-009-0332-1

Hamre, B. K., La Paro, K. M., Pianta, R. C., & LoCasale-Crouch, J. (2014). Classroom assessment scoring system (CLASS) manual:
Infant. Baltimore, MD: Brookes.

Harms, T., Cryer, D., & Clifford, R. M. (2006). Infant/toddler environment rating scale - revised edition, updated. New York, NY:
Teachers College Press. (S. Barros, A. |. Pinto, C. Peixoto, & M. Pessanha, Trans.). Unpublished translation (Original work
published 2006).

Harms, T., Cryer, D,, & Clifford, R. M. (2012).Infant/toddler environment rating scale-revised edition (ITERS-R). (S. Barros,
A. I. Pinto, C. Peixoto, & M. Pessanha, Trans.). Unpublished translation (Original work published 2006).

Hossain, Z., & Anziano, M. C. (2008). Mothers’ and fathers’ involvement with school-age children’s care and academic
activities in Navajo Indian families. Cultural Diversity & Ethnic Minority Psychology, 14(2), 109-117. doi:10.1037/1099-
9809.14.2.109

Instituto Nacional de Estatistica [Statisctics Portugall. (2012). Inquérito as despesas das familias 2010-2011 [Survey to
families expensies 2010-2011]. Lisbon: Instituto Nacional de Estatistica, I.P.

Joshi, A., & Taylor, A. (2005). Perceptions of early childhood teachers and parents of teacher-parent interactions in an
Indian contex. Early Child Development and Care, 175(4). doi:10.1080/0300443042000266213

Klein, C., Putnam, S. P., & Linhares, M. B. (2009). Assessment of temperament in children: Translation of instruments to
Portuguese (Brazil) language. Interamerican Journal of Psychology, 43(3), 552-557.

Leavitt, R. L. (1995). Parent-provider communication in family day care homes. Child and Youth Care Forum, 24(4), 231-
245, doi:10.1007/BF02128590

Luijk, M. M,, Linting, M., Henrichs, J., Herba, C. M., Verhage, M. L., Schenk, J. J., & van lJzendoorn, M. H. (2015). Hours in non-
parental child care are related to language development in a longitudinal cohort study. Child: Care, Health and
Development, 41(6), 1188-1198. doi:10.1111/cch.12238

McBride, B. A., Bae, J., & Wright, M. S. (2002). An examination of family-school partnership initiatives in rural prekinder-
garten programs. Early Education and Development, 13(1), 107-127. doi:10.1207/515566935eed1301_6

Merril, S. (2010). Child care: It's a transition for parents too! Young Children, 65(5), 60-61.

Murray, E., McFarland-Piazza, L., & Harrison, L. J. (2015). Changing patterns of parent-teacher communication and parent
involvement from preschool to school. Early Child Development and Care, 185(7), 1031-1052. doi:10.1080/03004430.
2014.975223


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.infbeh.2012.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430.2011.602190
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430.2011.602190
https://doi.org/10.1080/10349120701488772
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2006.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15566935eed0801_7
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15566935eed0801_7
http://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED308980
https://doi.org/10.2806/63769
http://eacea.ec.europa.eu/about/eurydice/documents/098_en_v2.pdf
http://eacea.ec.europa.eu/about/eurydice/documents/098_en_v2.pdf
http://www.cartasocial.pt/pdf/FI112013.pdf
http://www.cartasocial.pt/pdf/csocial.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1086/680325
https://doi.org/10.1086/680325
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0163-6383(02)00169-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10643-009-0332-1
https://doi.org/10.1037/1099-9809.14.2.109
https://doi.org/10.1037/1099-9809.14.2.109
doi.org/10.1080/0300443042000266213
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02128590
https://doi.org/10.1111/cch.12238
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15566935eed1301_6
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430.2014.975223
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430.2014.975223

2140 V. COELHO ET AL.

National Association for the Education of Young Children [NAEYC]. (2009). Developmentally appropriate practice in early
childhood programs serving children from birth through age 8 (position statement). Washington, DC: NAEYC. Retrieved
from http://www.naeyc.org/positionstatements~

NICHD Early Child Care Research Network. (1998). Early child care and self-control, compliance and problem behavior at
twenty-four and thirty-six months. Child Development, 69(4), 1145-1170. doi:0009-3920/98/6904-0014$01.00

Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development. (2011). Doing better for families. Retrieved from http://www.
oecd.org/portugal/47704295.pdf

Owen, M. T,, Klausli, J. F., Mata-Otero, A., & Caughy, M. O. (2008). Relationship-focused child care practices: Quality of care
and child outcomes for children in poverty. Early Education and Development, 19(2), 302-329. doi:10.1080/
10409280801964010

Owen, M. T., Ware, A. M., & Barfoot, B. (2000). Caregiver-mother partnership behavior and the quality of caregiver-child
and mother-child interactions. Early Childhood Research Quarterly, 15(3), 413-428. doi:10.1016/50885-2006(00)00073-9

Parada, M., Velosa, T., Ribeiro, A. & Seabra, D. (2008). Instituicbes particulares de solidariedade social (IPSS): Como
andamos de creches num concelho de Portugal? [Private institutions of social solidarity: how are childcares in a
Portuguese district?]. Acta Pedidtrica Portuguesa, 39(3), 97-101.

Peixoto, C., Coelho, V., Pinto, A. |, Cadima, J., Barros, S., & Pessanha, M. (2014). Transicao de bebés do contexto familiar
para a creche: préticas e ideias dos profissionais. Sensos-e, 1(2). Disponivel em http://sensos-e.ese.ipp.pt/?p=6599.
Perlman, M., & Fletcher, B. A. (2012). Hellos and how are yous: Predictors and correlates of communication between staff
and families during morning drop-off in child care centers. Early Education and Development, 23(4), 539-557. doi:10.

1080/10409289.2010.548766

Pirchio, S., Taeschner, T., & Volpe, E. (2011). The role of parent-teacher involvement in child adjustment and behaviour in
child-care centres. International Journal about Parents in Education, 5(2), 56-64.

Portaria n°. 262/2011, August 31st. Didrio da Republica n°. 167 — | Série. Ministério da Solidariedade e da Seguranca Social.

Pronzato, C. (2007). Return to work after childbirth: does parental leave matter in Europe? ISER Working Paper 2007-xx.
Colchester: University of Essex. Retrieved from http://www.iser.essex.ac.uk/pubs/workpaps/

Rao, N., Koong, M., Kwong, M., & Wong, M. (2003). Predictors of preschool process quality in a Chinese context. Early
Childhood Research Quarterly, 18(3), 331-350. doi:10.1016/5S0885-2006(03)00043-7

Rimm-Kaufman, S. E., & Pianta, R. C. (1999). Patterns of family-school contact in preschool and kindergarten. School
Psychology Review, 28(3), 426-438.

Rolfe, S. A., & Armstrong, K. J. (2010). Early childhood professionals as a source of social support: The role of parent-pro-
fessional communication. Australasian Journal of Early Childhood, 35(3), 60-67.

Rothbart, M. K. (1981). Measurement of temperament in infancy. Child Development, 52, 569-578.

Rothbart, M. K, & Gartstein, M. A. (2013). Infant behavior questionnaire — revised (Original translation to Brazilian
Portuguese by Klein & Linhares, 2006, adapted to European Portuguese by M. Pessanha, V. Coelho, & S. Barros, 2013).

Seguranca Social. (Ed.). (2010). Manual de Processos-Chave para a Creche [Manual of key processes for child care] (2nd ed.).
Retreived from http://www4.segsocial.pt/documents/10152/13337/gqrs_creche_processos-chave

Shpancer, N. (1998). Caregiver-parent relationships in daycare: A review and re-examination of the data and their impli-
cations. Early Education and Development, 9(3), 239-259. doi:10.1207/s15566935eed0903_3

Shpancer, N., Bowden, J,, Ferrell, M., Pavlik, S., Robinson, M., Schwind, J,, ... Young, J. (2002). The gap: Parental knowledge
about daycare. Early Child Development and Care, 172(6), 635-642. doi:10.1080/03004430215108

Skouteris, H., & Dissanayake, C. (2001). Daycare experience questionnaire (Unpublished manuscript). La Trobe University,
Bundoora, Australia. (Translated and adapted to Portuguese by J. Cadima, A. Pinto & V. Coelho, 2013).

Sung, J., Beijers, R., Gartstein, M. A., de Weerth, C,, & Putnam, S. P. (2015). Exploring temperamental differences in infants
from the USA and the netherlands. European Journal of Developmental Psychology, 12(1), 15-28. doi:10.1080/
17405629.2014.937700

Swartz, M. I, & Easterbrooks, M. A. (2014). The role of parent, provider, and child characteristics in parent-provider
relationships in infant and toddler classrooms. Early Education and Development, 25(4), 573-598. doi:10.1080/
10409289.2013.822229

Vandell, D. L., & Corasaniti, M. A. (1990). Child care and the family: Complex contributors to child development. New
Directions for Child and Adolescent Development, 49, 23-37. doi:10.1002/cd.23219904904

Waanders, C,, Mendez, J. L., & Downer, J. T. (2007). Parent characteristics, economic stress and neighborhood context as
predictors of parent involvement in preschool children’s education. Journal of School Psychology, 45(6), 619-636.
doi:10.1016/j.,jsp.2007.07.003

Weiss, H. B., Lopez, M. E., Kreider, H., & Chatman-Nelson, C. (2014). Preparing educators to engage families: Case studies
using an ecological systems framework (3rd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE.

Zellman, G. L., & Perlman, M. (2006). Parent involvement in child care settings: Conceptual and measurement issues. Early
Child Development and Care, 176(5), 521-538. doi:10.1080/0300443050014749


http://www.naeyc.org/positionstatements~
https://doi.org/0009-3920/98/6904-0014&dollar;01.00
http://www.oecd.org/portugal/47704295.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/portugal/47704295.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409280801964010
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409280801964010
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0885-2006(00)00073-9
http://sensos-e.ese.ipp.pt/?p=6599
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409289.2010.548766
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409289.2010.548766
http://www.iser.essex.ac.uk/pubs/workpaps/
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0885-2006(03)00043-7
http://www4.segsocial.pt/documents/10152/13337/gqrs_creche_processos-chave
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15566935eed0903_3
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430215108
https://doi.org/10.1080/17405629.2014.937700
https://doi.org/10.1080/17405629.2014.937700
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409289.2013.822229
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409289.2013.822229
https://doi.org/10.1002/cd.23219904904
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2007.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/0300443050014749

	Abstract
	Parent-teacher partnership
	Parent and teacher perceptions of parent-caregiver communication
	The current study

	Method
	Participants
	Procedures and measures
	Parent-teacher communication
	Daycare experience questionnaire (DEQ)

	Family characteristics
	The home observation for measurement of the environment inventory (HOME)

	Child characteristics
	Infant behavior questionnaire – Revised (IBQ-R)

	Childcare experience: teacher-child relationship quality
	Infant/toddler environment rating scale – Revised (ITERS-R)
	Teacher interaction scale (CIS)
	Classroom assessment scoring system – Infant (CLASS-Infant)
	Teacher-child relationship quality
	Childcare experience: hours per day in childcare

	Data analyses

	Results
	Discussion
	Limitations
	Implications and recommendations for practice and policy

	Disclosure statement
	Notes on contributors
	ORCID
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.245 841.846]
>> setpagedevice


