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 COOPERATING AGENCIES

Were it not for the coopzration. of many agencies in the public and
private sector, the research efforts of The University of Kansas Institute
for Research in Learning.Disabilities could not be conducted.. . The Institute
has maintained an dn-going dialogue with participating school districts and
-agencies to give focus to the research questions and issues that we address
-as an Institute. We see this dialogue as-a means of réducing the gap between

- research and practice.” This communication also allows us to design procedures
“that: (a) protect the LD adolescent or young adult, (b) disrupt the on-going
program as little as possible, and. {c) provide’.appropriate research-data.

.. The majority ‘of our research tc this time has been conducted in public
- school settings in both Kansas and Missouri. School districts in Kansas which
- have or currently are participating in various studies include: Unified School
District USD 384, Blue Valley; USD-500, Kansas City, Kansas; USD 469, Lansing;
USD 497, Lawrence; USD 453, Lthénworth;1USD'233,"Olathe;iUSD'305,;Salina;'USD
450, Shawnee Heights; USD 512, Shawnee Mission; USD 464, Tonganoxie; USD 202, -
© Turner; and USD 501, Topeka. - Studies are also being conducted in several =
- school districts in Missouri, including Center School District, Kansas City,
.-Missouri; the New School for Human Education, Kansas City, Missouri; the
‘Kansas City, Missouri Schecol District; the Raytown, Missouri School District;
. and the School District of St. Joseph, St. Joseph, Missouri.  Other partici-
‘" pating districts include: Delta County, Colorado School District; Montrose
.- County, Colorado School District; Elkhart Community Schools., Elkhart, Indiana;
. .and Beaverton Schoel District, Beaverton, Oregon. Many Child Service Demonstra-
tion Centers throughout the country have also contributed to our efforts.

‘Agencies currently participating in research in the Juvenile -

g
: %3 . - Justice system are the Overland Park, Kansas Youth Diversion Project, and"
: W the Douglas, Joiinscn, Leavenworth, and Sedgwick County, Kansas Juvenile
L I Courts. Other agencies which have participated in out-of-school studies are:
1 Penn House and Achievement Place of Lawrence; Kansas; Kansas -State Industrial
| &d - - Reformatory, Hutchinson, Kansas; the U. S. Military; and Job Corps.-“Numerous

employers in the public and private sector have also aided us with studies in
- employment. S » . ' .

While the agencies mentioned above allowed us to. contact individuals
and support our efforts, the cooperation of those -individuals-~LD- adoles-
cents and young adults; parents; professionals in éducation, the criminal
Justice system, the business community, and the military--have provided the
valuable data for our -research. This information will assist us in our’

. research endeavors that have the potential of yielding greatest payoff for
- interventions with the LD adolescent and young adult. S
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Abstract

The link between learning disabilities (LD) and Juvenile delinquency
= (JD) represents a perplexing and present]y unanswered issue. While

B f-numerous studies corroborate the high prevalence rate of 1earning dis-

” -;ipabilities among Juvenile de]inquents, the. speCific nature of an LD/JD
h';;yrelationship remains unciear Studies attempting to document sucn a-
5caufal re]ationship have assumed dif- re perspectives with the result
fthat findings and attempted conciu510ns are questionabie and incon-
;clusive The present study was undertaken to investigate the reiationship :
;;ibetween iearning disabilities and Juvenile delinquency with regard to the

‘ 1*;fenvironnental factors of family and school Subgects consisted of 90 : “ lfe—m;f}
u”;%fstudent-inmates from a correction fac11ities representing 23 LD, 15 JD

'-5F47 LD/JD and 5 "nonnals " The data used in the statistical analysis

natwere response 'scores from four questionnaires a three-part student question- :
' .-naire and a- ‘teacher questionna1re. Findings indicated that variables used . o
*v’in this study characterized the LD and. JD groups These variables were
' similar amongegroups and prov1ded-the basis for a LD/JD re]atibnship;'
: 5 |
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; eVidence of inCidence of learning disabilities among delinquents nithout ‘

- THE, RELATIONSHIP BETMEEN LEARNING
DISABILITIEb AND JUVENILE osn.mqusncr
A LINK BASED ON FAMILY AND SCHOOL

As part of an attempt to determine the cause(s) of- Juvenile delinquency

limuch inte: est has focused ‘on the link b.tmeen learning disabilities (LD) and’
-f Juvenile delinquency (JD) (Berman, 1976 Broder, Peters & Zimmerman 197’
“;'Hurwitz Bibace Holff & Rowbotham, 1972 Keilitz Zaremba & Broder 1979)
o ~Juvenile Jastice personnel -have: been attracted ‘by .the inCidence of LD among
' gi:many of the adolescents brought before the Jjuvenile courts Parents and '
';educators alike have been deeply concerned about juvenile delinquency as a °
nxproo ble consequence of. learning disabilities Perplexed and troubled parents, .
: pro‘essionals, and the public wbrking uith adolescents are now searching for -

' answers ‘and solutions to this complex problem

Among the rationales which have been proposed as explanations of a JD/LD
link (Murray, 1976), the "5chool iailure rationale and the ”susceptibility

rationale are. the most poealar knile he former traces Juvenile delinquency

‘to 3 primary learning problem the "susceptibility rationale". suggests that
the LD adolescent is more susceptible to delinquent influences due to such
fpersonality characteristics as impulSiveness, poor ability to learn from

Zexrerience, ‘and poor perception of social cues ' Existing studies of" the

causal“ relationship between LD anu JD may be divided into three categories
'(a) evidence of Simple association between the conditions of being delinquent
and learning disabled (Bennan, 1976 Hurwitz et al., 1972); (b) evidence"

specifying difference in the lnCld rice of learning disabilities .among delin-

- quents and non»delinquents (Broder et al,. 1977; Murray, 1976), and (c)







- referénCé to a non-delinquent group {Berman, 1976 Broder et al os 1977 Canpton,
| 1974 Cr1tchley, 1968 Dul1ng, Eddy, & R1sko 1970 Ke1l1tz et al., 1979)
| Nhlle numercus studies corroborate ‘the hlgh prevalence rate of learn1ng k ' }~; o
“-dvsabvl1t1es amonq Juvenile del:nqaents. the spec1f1c nature of an LD/JD 7 - ' 1912.7-’“
'vrelat1onsh1p rema1ns uncharted Studies- attenpt1ng to document such a causal -

relation- Shlp assume d1fferent perspect1ves w1th the result that findlngs and

conclus1ons are questtonable and wnconcluswve The tasx of detennlnlng a. ' ;—:.ww.k
: e possxble link between learning disab1l1t1es and Juvemle delmquency 1s com-' o |
,., %.l :pounded by the deflnlttona‘ problems character1z1ng both fields-(Chalfant &

" . -..’mng, 1976; Duane, 1978; Creguras Broder, & Zinmerman, 1978); Hammill, 19765
d Krisberg & Austin, 1978 Little 1978) Thus, re earch results and conclusions B AR
kreTAted to an LD/JD relationship to date have been’ marred by inconsistent T

deffn1tions of . the spec1f1c populatlons under study, poor design and present--

’_'ation (Murray, 1976), and hence a lack of generallzab1l1ty Future studies
' must establish prevalance rates for the LD and JD populations and, more im~
| portantly,-must investigate further environmental factors to assist in the - ' ﬁf'J“
'tdevelopment of‘prevention and remediation programs.

Several envirOnmental factors have been noted as. probable influences on

both learnlng disabilities and Juvenwle dellnquency, among wh1ch family and

school are the most s1gn1f1cant. In terms of the absence or . presence of
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“ndel1nquency, "early tra1n1ng" has repeatedly been po1nted to as a bas1c
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‘Jnfluence (Pre51dent s:Commlssxon oh taw Enforcement and Admln:strat1on of -
'fdustice, 1967)‘- Birth order, siblingzsuacing, family siae"and other:faﬁily
related varlebles (Belmont Ste1n & witles, 1976 Dashler & Alley, 1978;
. Mutall, Hutall Pol1t & Juan, 1976) have been found. to effect chfldren s:

' academic achievement L1Lew1se, the extreme 1mportance of the role of the

fam1ly in prevent1ng delinquent behav1ors has been ment1oned repeatedly

st
w

<2- "

~1




8"
-
+
N
B R . . S



.

quency Amcf

Nevertheless, it is still unclear how poor family life contributes to delin-
| factors frequently cited in the- literature are: (a) the
absence of one or both parents due to desertion death, imprisonment and even
occupational necessity, (b) the incapacity of one or both parents due to

physical or mental illness, alcoholism unemployment low income or poor
management and (c) the unwanted child resulting in enotional deprivation in

the family, immature parents marital discord and lack of privacy due to

overcrowded conditions (Blakely, Steohenson & Nichol, 1974)

Outside the family, the schools often are found to influence delinquent

conduct as well as. certain learning problems Inappropriate education rather

than impaired learning may create failure in certain students and eventually
lead to negative self-concepts and unacceptabie behavior (President s Com-
mission on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice, 1967). For the
Juvenile delinquent, the school has played an important ‘role by defining what
is or is not defiant, establishirg the conditions under which success is more

op.less possible ior.specific types of students; and by contributing the

Jalleviation or maintenance of deviance as 2 response to behaviors defined as

?} unacceptable. Often the school has made it exceedingly difficult for

students to find tneir way back once defined as deviant (Kassebaum 1974;
l’oby, 1907) | |
Because the family and the school are two of the most important insti-f
tutions involving all children these enVironmental factors were analyzed in
an effort to empirically substantiate a. possible JD/LD Tink: The»follow1ng
rosearch questions were- examined |
v I;Z What - are. the variables which characterize learning disabled

adolescents?
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2. ‘Hhatfareithervariables whidhfcharacterizevjuvenile delinguents?

j"3. Are tne variables'of the learning'disabled individual and the
."juvenile delinquent‘similar?‘ ‘; |
_14: dAre the variables found in No 1 clustered around common
vdenominators? ‘ | » |
l”5. .Are the variables found in No 2 clustered around common
' denominators7 : _ i
6. Hhat are the variables which characterize the learning
: disabled individuals uho are delinquent?

7. 'Do the learning disabled individuals who are Juvenile delinquents .

_have variables simnlar to the learning disabled or the Juvenile ‘

~delinquent? . B |
3. Is there. s relationship betwee" the learning disabled indiVidual
and the Juvenile delinquent? : : S

«' | The purpose of the present study was to determina if a relationship
) eXlStS between learning disabilities and Juvenile delinquency by establish-
ing the Similarities between the two conditions and prov1ding a descrip-

tive profile of each group

:SubJects and Sctting

l'itg.v | SubJects were selected from the Education Department of the Kansas

1 }fp' State Industrial Reformatory (KSIR) - The primary goal of this institution '

s to provide safe and humane treaﬁnent with an opportunity for KSIR :
(inmates to receive. academic and vocational training Eoucational programs:.

'l ;&v_'A include a BaSic Education Program e Regular Education Program, a GED

=§~;_'_ program, a’ supplemental program for educationally deprived student inmates,







and qn,Associate:of Arts degree program of fered through a léshisjunior"college;
A total of 90 student-inmates from the Basic Edutation,;Régu?ar Education,
and. GED programs were selected for inclusion in the study based on IQ range,

' grade completed,'achievement scores from the Sequentiel Tests of Educationa]

Prggram (STEP) and Stanford Ach1evement Test as well as 1nformat1on from a

- teacher quest1onna1re. Sub*ects were d1v1ded 1nto four categorles Juvenile
De]inquent-Leafning Disabled Juvenile De]]nquent-non-Learnlng Dlsabied
vsngon-Juven11e De]1nquent Learnlng D1sar1ed and Non-Juven11e De11nquent-Non-

"..Learn1ng D1sab1ed

lL;Character1st1cs
i Identificatibn’of~studént-inmates“as learning disapled was. based‘on IQ

“ scores cl1n1ca] h1story, d1screpancy information (Bond & Tlnker, 1967),

°  ‘ach1evement scores from the STEP and the Stanford and teacher-quest1onna1re

':1tems dgaling w1th'psychqlogica] components.\Chalfant_& King, 1976)."Sub3ects L
.were placed in'the‘de]inqdencyscatégdry D;sedson.KSIR fecords, definitional |
:crfterfa for juvenile delinquency, and items from both'fhe teacher question-
nawre and part Lkree of »he student-xnmate ouestlonnalre Thé'two major
;groups of the study, Juven11e de]1nquents (JD) (n= 62} and ndn-3h§ehi1e

" delinquents (VJD) (n = 28) were further d1v1ded 1nt0 1earn1ng disabled (LD)
i and non-learning d1sabled (NLD) Distribution of sLbJects among groups is

vs'111ustrdted in Tablo 1.







Table i
De11nquents, Non- De]1nquents, Learn1ng stabled
and Non Learn1ng Dlsabled by Group
Juven1le Del!nquents (JD) _‘f} _ Non~Juven11e De11nquents i
C(n=62;69%) . | »
L (n = 28 31%)

e ar@sm. 3 (82%)
C UMD ]'15.(242)',}. R O 54(18%)%

NInstrumentatlon

The follow1ng 1nstruments here used for purposes of subJect se]ect1on L

'r?lland data collec.1on Sequentlal Tests of Educationa] Programs Ser1es

’;(STEP), Stanford Achlevement Test and Hechs]er Adu]t Inte]legence Scale
'(HAIS) B ’ ' ' ' '

Add1tiona1 1nfonnation was gathered on subJect characterlst1cs through .

- student and teacher quest1onna1res Questions perta1n1ng to 1'he squects

bafkgroand character1stxcs, sabJects' past and present behav.ors,vattitudes,

etc. » were d1v1ded 1nto three parts: ~(a) Questionnaire 1-4Que<tions on family
vfand childhcod hwstory, (b) Questionnalre 2--Questlons pertaining to pc. school' N
'years and. the adolescent per1od and (c) Quest1onna1re 3--Items seek1ng 1nfor-'

ﬁmatwon on the 1nmates activities after h1gh school to the present Resoonse

opt1ons var1ed from 1tem to- 1tem and 1nc]uded open-ended formats mu]t*p]e—'

:croice, end Likert-type scales

vAdn1nistrat1on of Quest1onna1res

| cons1stency and. reliab]ity

. On ‘the average, student inmates requ1red 7-3% hours to complete the1r

quest‘onnaires while the t1me necessary for the teacher quest1onna1re was :-'

'approx1mat1y 10-15 m1nutes per student A 19- point 1nstruct1on sheet d1str1-

buted to all 1nstructors before completion or the quest1onna1re provwded for
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F;LStatxstlcal Analys1s of the. Data

: fhe ddta used in: the statistical ana1jsxs were response scores fran the
>}‘student-1nmate and teacher quest1onna1re represent1ng a total of 143 ques:ions.
f;anpletron quest1ons wh1ch restlted in a si gn1f1cant rate of m1ss1ng va]ues
“:were not used 1n the stat1st1ca1 analys1s. Hence the responses exam1ned were

’.a'ﬂrdinal and representot.ve of a]] four: questlcnn 1res.3‘

A In analyzing the data ‘a var-ab]e characterlz1ng a sper1f1c group was.

'f<establ1shed by arb1trar11y sett1ng F cr1terlcn of at 1east 75% of the subJects
51n a spec1f1c group respcnd1ng to a part1cu1ar var1ab1° in a glven way

A common derominator was def1ned as a spec1f1c 2iza repre ‘atative of

”~;varlous var’ab es'1n which: spec1f1c researrh has been conducted w1th regard

to the LD or uD The 51x eommon denommatore 1nc:uded (a) garent b.olog1ca1 _
and culturul legacy, (b) famlly, (c) home 11fe, (d) characte “isti_g of. subJects =
: whrch CUmpr1se the LD JD and LD/JD group; -(e) schrol behavwor and soc1a1
conpos1t1on and (f) school.
| The Chi- -square test was useo ‘to statlst1ca11y evaluate research
questions concerned w1th whether or not,variables were similar among. the LD)
JD andeD/JD'groups.d The p. va]ue used to 1ndxcate any s1gnif1cant dlfference
'between groups was 05
| Results of the above descr1pt1ve and. stat]stmcal ana]ys1s of data ‘were
'summarwzed and used 1n response to the under]y1ng research quest1ou 1n th1s
sh;dy - Is ‘there a re]at1onsh1p between the 1earn1ng d1sab]ed 1nd1v1dua1
and. the juvenile delinquent? o
B | ‘ . | ’Results _ _
The spec1f1c nature of the re]atlonship b°tween 1earn1ng d1sab1]1t1°s and
Juvenlle de]anuency was examlned w1t| regard to ‘the. env1ronnenta1 -factors

~of family and school . Four groups represent1ng 23 LD subgects, 15 JD 47







'LD/JD and 5 nonnal“ subjects particxpated in the study A three-part studert-

<;inmate quest1onna1re and a teacher quest1onna1re prov.ded respouse scores for

. f?ﬂ»the env1ro1nenta1 fa.tors based on. fam1]y and school

A comparison of the profi(es of each group emerging after analvszs of
g?the data showed that based on the 328 vartables statlst1ca11y ana]yzed 186 .

:*ihﬁvariab1es were placed in the profile for descrlblng the LD, JD and/or LD/uD

3;1 groups A total of 143 varlables were found to be representative of the

fi“f=LD ado]escent wh11e 147 varIables character1zed the Juven11e de]inquent.

{Q'Based on the descr1pt1ve statlsttcs for both the LD and the JD groups, the
"ﬁproport1on of var1ables found 1n any one conmon denonlnator d1d not cluster.
’On]y a slight cluster was found for ‘the var1ab1es whlch represented the school

behavior end hone lire characterizing the LD group

. Insert Table 1 about here -

' For the LD/JD group a total of 128 variables were found to be representative.

"‘_Based on the_g vaiue of - the chi- square test only two var1ab]es characteriZIng

‘i. the LD group and the JD group 1nd1cated a s1gnf1cant d1fference at the .05 fevel.
ﬁh These»varwab1es were (a) that other famlly members had experienced learning’ ‘
'and hand1capp1ng problems, and (b) that they (the adolescents) had taken part

:‘1n Juven11e court programs. For the LD/JD LD, and JD. groups only one var1ab1e

' 1t'1nd1cated a s:gn1f1cant dlfference at the 05 level The s1gn1f1cant var1able

“‘rﬂ‘that characterwzed ail three groups was that the1r teachers con51dered the -

'1.1abels "letarded“ or'“dumb“:as typlfying students in thebLD/JD, LD,fand JD,
" groups. D |
" Thus, results showed thatlsomeivariables.used'in‘this study did, in-fact, o

 characterize the learning disabled individual and juvenile delinquent. The
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variables fbund to be srmilar among the LD and JD groups formed the ]lnk
'between the groups w1thout any ev1denc° that one group EEEEEQ the other to
respond in-a particular uay L L A
Based on. the cluster‘ng of var1ab1es, no link was found uetween the six
common denomlnators However, sxngle vartab]es prov1ded a connection be tween
‘vgroups Although on]y s]tghtly s1gn1f1cant the home :1fe and school behav1or
and social make up of the LD group prov1ded some basis for further research

Summary and Conclus1ons

The purpose of the present study was to determlne if a re1ationship

L __exists between LD and JD Four questlonnalres were used- to col]ect data

| on var1ab1es characterizang LD JD and LD/JD indiv1duals, and in partlcular,
the relationship hetween the learning disabled 1nd1v1dua1 and-Juvenile delin-
v'quent. | : | | : _‘ , :
| | Results indicated that varwables used 1n th*s study character1ze the ’
'fLD and JD groups.' These var1ab1es were s1m11ar among groups and provided
tne basis for a reiat1onsh1p_heteeen the Tearnlng dtsabiedvand-the Juven11ev
deltnquent T o ' |

Spec1fic var1ab1es found to character1ze these groups are supported
by findings by Glueck & Glueck (1950) as well as the President s Conm1551on
;, on Law Enforcenent (1967) o _ ‘

L Focus1ng on specif1c variab!es found to character1ze the LD and JD -

’group in thlS study shows that no _Egggg ev1dence supports the findxngs
(Lees & Newson 1954) that a maJor1ty of dellnquents are not last born
”’fbut antermediate chlldren..' | | |

Spec1f1c character1sttcs of the Juven11e de11nquent are a Jack of
re1igious aff111ation and c]ose assoc1at1on with parents (author1ty :

q res)‘ond relatqyes; :Thws_groupifound c}ose association and assistanée"
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'tn'resoiving péobiéms‘ambhg friends Jaffe's (1963) rcsearch 1nd1cat1ng '

that parents of del1nquents exh1b1t values which are inconsistent and’
"contrad1ctory may reflect the att1tudes of Juven11e del1nquents and their

dxsassoc1at1on from the1r parents Juvenlle del1nquents lack an 1nterest

in school wh1ch was prOJected 1n the response,_"would prefer to sk1p school :

all day 1f I had a cho‘ce " A]so. group members 1nd1cated no 1nterest

- in 1earn1ng new sk1lls or sk1lls which wnre not 1earned in schoo] L1kew15e,
'pl p]ans for future educatlonal act1v1t1es were not representatlve of th1s group
| A]though a magority of var1ab1es used 1n thlS study were s1m1]ar in
) B response and prov1ded the bases - for a relat1on h1p be*ween 1earn1ng d1sab111t1es
ijand juvenile de]anuency, att1tud1na] responses d1ffered Learn1ng dlsabled '
yOJngsters v1ewed school nore p051t1vely They also had close association-
'w1th parents and relatives and had re11gious affi]iat1ons | : ,
' These att1tud1na1 f1nd1ngs should prov1de the dlrect1on for educat1ona1
deve opmtnt of treatment and techn1ques to be. used w1th the LD and JD group

L1m1tations of the Study

The 1im1tattons of the present study relate to (a) the select1on of :
f ,tudent-1nmates as representat1ve of Juvenile dellnquents, (b) possible lack
_,of standard~7ed admin1strat10n of the student-1nmate quest1onna1re desp1tn

- built-in safequards, (c) valldlty of. the use of varvables character1z1ng

:‘irfl the LD and JD group, and (d) lack of control group (e11m1nated because of the

«dsnall number of- "normals" in. th1s study)

"Educatxona] Impl1cat1ons

F1nd1ngs of th1s study suggest that the 1earn1ng d1sab1ed 1nd1v1dua1 and

fthe Juven11e de11nquent exh1b1t many s1m11ar1t1es : A]though not s1gn1f1cant1y

::d1fferent, statlst1cally, more var1ab1es under ‘the second and f1fth cannon

o denominators (the;Fam11y} and Schoo1 Behavior and Social Makeup) differed_among
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’.xgvthe LD and JD grouy ThlS f\nd1ng poxnts up ‘the need for 1nd1v1dua]1zed educa-._

:?f t1ona1 programmtng and close communlcatxon between schoo] and parents of LD

n”'v‘and JD ch11dren Treatnent programs such as fam11y therapy may a]so be Warranted.

\?ff}fSuggest1ons fer Future Research

Because s1m11ar1t1es were noted anong the LD and JD groups the snec1f1c

‘ﬁffvar1ab1es must be further 1nvesttgated It is a]so suggested that~rep11cat1onsr o ,4/;f;jf

o 1nc1ude LD ado]escents not ad3ud1cated Also the snall sample s1ze of each

d '5.hfogroup in. th1s study sugaest the need for repl1cat1on wthh would prov1de a

' ; measure of stabllrty and generallzabrnwty of resu]ts

Furthermore, a longitud1na] study of the relat1onsh1p of LD

:7ffand JD based speciflcally on. famt]y and school should be conducted

o Fami]1es 1nclud1ng a learning d1sab1ed or Juven11e de11nquent youngster -

“tf;;?cou]d be followed over.a number of years and compared to “normal™

L fam)11es. The schools work1ng w1th these younqsters could also be stud1ed
'fflong1tud1nally R ' o |
F1na||y. dt must be detenn1ned whether further research shou:d be :
;_ conducted on the re]at1onsh1g beteeen LD and JD or the causal 11nk betwnen
. LD and Jo.: These are d1st1nct1y d1fferent and energies must be directed

'where most benef1c1al
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"_ Common Denominator . -

',Tabléfk{?g o

Common Denominators

No. of Variables No. of Variables No. of Variables
- in Area

~""f"fflj».vfﬂzlf;‘a’réni:_7Bioibgica1' , , .
" -and Cultural Legacy 11 (37%)°

;ML Homelife 14 (70%)
L SPe VL Characteristics
. ;-of Subjects .. . . 36 (61%)
V. "'School Behayior T
~and Social Hakeup 52 (32%)

©ULoSchool 14 (743)

CIL G Family 15 (1) o

Characteristic LD Characteristic JD

13 (432):
13 (35%)
13‘(65%)f4
133,(56z)l_1
65 (40%)
10 (537)

30
37
20

59

163
19

~ Total. 328 Variables .
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