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ABSTRACT

The major purpose of the study was to investigate the method to
analyze intellectual pattern on WISC-R, .and to examine it by an empirical
study. The findings were as follows:

1.The deviations required for significance when comparing an individual
examinee’s scaled score on one subtest with his or her own average scaled
score could be used in individualized intellectual pattern analysis on
WISC-R.

2. Examination of individual subtest performance by the sample revealed
that 90% of the intellectually superior students demonstrated at least one
significant strength or weakness in WISC-R. 60% of them demonstrated
both the strength and weakness. The result indicated that it was valuable
to analyze the examinee’s intra-differences or intellectual pattern on WISC-R.

3. The intellectually superior students were most likely to demonstrate
individual strength on Vocabulary and Block Design; they were most likely
to demonstrate weakness on Similarities. The analyzed results on Coding
were quite inconsistent.

The researcher proposed an easy way to analyze intra-differences on
WISC-R and the recommendations for future research.
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to compare the hemispheric preference

“and the learning style between retarded and normal students. Zenhausern’s

Style of Thinking Questionnaire and Renzulli's Learning [Styles Inventory
were revised and administered to¥1,365 seventh and eighth grade students
(EMR =455, Normal=910). The obtained data were analyzed by Chi-Square
test, 2-way ANOVA, simple correlation analysis, and Canonical Discriminate
Analysis. It was found that (1) the normal were superior to the retarded
in the left brain function, however, there was no difference between the
two groups in right brain function; (2) the normal showed stronger
preference than the retarded in all the learning style scales; (3) learning
style and hemispheric preference could jointly discriminate the two
intelligence groups; (4) learning styles could discriminate hemispheric
styles of both groups; (5) the intra-group differences in hemispheric styles
should not be ignored.





