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ABSTRACT

ogical thinking test scores of the disabled

respondent students of various categories

have been presented in table 4.01 and 4.02
and figures 1, 2 and 3. The logical thinking test
scores achieved by the respondents on an overall
basis were 19.02+0.41 (median 19; mode 19)
with standard deviation 8.15 (minimum 3,
maximum 42 and range 39) in 400 observations.
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INTRODUCTION
The logical thinking test scores achieved
by the normal respondents were 25.52+0.82
(median 26; mode 25) with standard deviation
8.21 (minimum 6, maximum 42 and range 36) in
100 observations whereas the scores in disabled child were 16.85+0.40 (median 18; mode 18) with
standard deviation 6.90 (minimum 3, maximum 34 and range 31) in 300 observations. As far as the
disabled chidren were concerned, logical thinking test scores achieved by the dyslexia child were
16.50+0.68 (median 17; mode 16) with standard deviation 6.85 (minimum 3, maximum 34 and range
31) in 100 observations, Dysgraphia child were 16.82+0.69 (median 18; mode 20) with standard
deviation 6.93 (minimum 3, maximum 34 and range 31) in 100 observations and dyscalculia child were
17.24+0.70 (median 18; mode 18) with standard deviation 6.96 (minimum 3, maximum 34 and range
31)in 100 observations,
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COMPARATIVE LOGICAL THINKING IN DISABLED CHILDREN

The logical thinking test scores achieved by the normal boy respondent students were 25.88+1.18
(median 26; mode 26) with standard deviation 8.35 (minimum 6, maximum 42 and range 36) in 50
observations, whereas the scores in girl respondent students were 25.16+1.15 (median 26; mode 25)
with standard deviation 8.13 (minimum 7, maximum 41 and range 34) in 50 observations. The logical
thinking test scores achieved by the boy disabled respondent students were 16.55+0.56 (median 17;
mode 20) with standard deviation 6.81 (minimum 3, maximum 32 and range 29) in 150 observations
whereas the scores achieved by the girl respondent students were 17.15+0.57 (median 18; mode 18)
with standard deviation 7.00 (minimum 3, maximum 34 and range 31) in 150 observations.

The logical thinking test scores achieved by the normal rural respondent students were
25.28+1.18 (median 26; mode 25) with standard deviation 8.35 (minimum 6, maximum 42 and range
36) in 50 observations, whereas the scores in urban respondent students were 25.76+1.15 (median 26;
mode 25) with standard deviation 8.14 (minimum 7, maximum 41 and range 34) in 50 observations.
The logical thinking test scores achieved by the rural disabled respondent students were 16.53+0.56
(median 18; mode 18) with standard deviation 6.89 (minimum 3, maximum 34 and range 31) in 150
observations whereas the scores achieved by the urban respondent students were 17.18+0.56
(median 18; mode 17) with standard deviation 6.91 (minimum 3, maximum 34 and range 31) in 150
observations.

Table 4.1.1: Comparative Logical thinking in Disabled Child.
Subjects | Mean + SEM | Median | Mode | SD MIN | MAX |Range | Count

NO 25.52+0.82 26 25 [821 6 42 36 100
DL 16.50+0.68 17 16 | 6.85 3 34 31 100
DG 16.82+0.69 18 20 |6.93 3 34 31 100
DC 17.24+0.70 18 18 | 6.96 3 34 31 100
DA 16.85+0.40 18 18 | 6.90 3 34 31 300

B | 25.88+1.18 26 26 |835 6 42 36 50

NO G | 25.16£1.15 26 25 [813 7 41 34 50
B | 16.55£0.56 17 20 | 681 3 32 29 150

DA G | 17.15£0.57 18 18 | 7.00 3 34 31 150
R | 25.28+1.18 26 25 |835 6 42 36 50

NO U | 25.76x1.15 26 25 |8.14 7 41 34 50
R | 16.53+0.56 18 18 | 6.89 3 34 31 150

DA U | 17.18+0.56 18 17 | 691 3 34 31 150

Overall | 19.02+0.41 19 19 8.15 3 42 39 400
NO-> Normal, DL->Dyslexia, DG-> Dysgraphia, DC-> Dyscalculia-> DA-> Disabled,
B->Boys, G-> Girls, R-> Rural, U-> Urban SEM-> Standard error of mean,

SD-> Standard Deviation, MIN-> Minimum score, MAX, Maximum score.
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COMPARATIVE LOGICAL THINKING IN DISABLED CHILDREN

Table 4.1.2: Comparative Interacted Logical thinking in Disabled
Child.
Subjects | Mean * SEM | Median | Mode | SD | MIN | MAX | Range | Count
NO,B,R | 25.36+1.73 26 25 |864| 6 42 36 25
NO,B,U | 26.40+1.64 26 32 1821| 11 | 41 30 25
NO, G, R | 25.20+1.65 25 25 (823 7 41 34 25
NO, G, U | 25.12+1.64 26 25 820 7 40 33 25
DL,B,R | 15.92+1.39 16 20 /693 | 3 32 29 25
DL,B,U | 16.68+1.38 17 17 1692 | 3 32 29 25
DL,G,R | 16.00%1.36 17 19 (682 | 3 34 31 25
DL, G, U |17.40+£1.41 18 18 |7.04| 3 34 31 25
DG, B,R | 16.60£1.37 18 20 |6.83 3 32 29 25
DG,B,U | 16.80+£1.43 17 16 |7.15| 3 32 29 25
DG, G,R | 16.56+1.40 18 19 7.02| 3 34 31 25
DG, G,U | 17.32+£1.42 18 21 710 3 34 31 25
DC B, R | 16.64+1.35 18 18 |6.75| 3 32 29 25
DC, B, U | 16.68+1.38 17 17 1692 | 3 32 29 25
DG G R | 17.44+1.51 18 18 |7.56| 3 34 31 25
DC, G, U | 18.20£1.38 18 21 |690| 3 34 31 25
NO-> Normal, DL->Dyslexia, DG-> Dysgraphia, DC-> Dyscalculia-> DA->
Disabled,
B->Boys, G-> Girls, R-> Rural, U-> Urban SEM-> Standard error of mean,
SD-> Standard Deviation, MIN-> Minimum score, MAX, Maximum score.

Figure 1.1: Comparative Logical thinking in Disabled Children.

NO-> Normal, DL->Dyslexia, DG-> Dysgraphia, DC-> Dyscalculia,
B->Boys, G-> Girls, R-> Rural, U-> Urban
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Figure 1.2: Comparative Logical thinking in Disabled Children.

NO-> Normal, DL->Dyslexia, DG-> Dysgraphia, DC-> Dyscalculia, DA-> Disabled

Figure 1.3: Comparative Logical thinking in Disabled Children.

NO-> Normal, DL->Dyslexia, DG-> Dysgraphia, DC-> Dyscalculia,
B->Boys, G-> Girls, R-> Rural, U-> Urban
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COMPARATIVE LOGICAL THINKING IN DISABLED CHILDREN

Figure 1.4: Comparative Logical thinking in Disabled Children.

NO-> Normal, DL->Dyslexia, DG-> Dysgraphia, DC-> Dyscalculia,
B->Boys, G-> Girls, R-> Rural, U-> Urban

The logical thinking scores achieved by the normal rural boy respondent students were
25.36+1.73 (median 26; mode 25) with standard deviation 8.64 (minimum 6, maximum 42 and range
36) in 25 observations by the urban boy respondent students the scores were 26.40+1.64 (median 26;
mode 32) with standard deviation 8.21 (minimum 11, maximum 41 and range 30) in 25 observations
whereas the scores achieved by the rural girl respondent students were 25.20+1.65 (median 25; mode
25) with standard deviation 8.23 (minimum 7, maximum 41 and range 34) in 25 observations and by the
urban girl respondent students the scores were 25.12+1.64 (median 26; mode 25) with standard
deviation 8.20 (minimum 7, maximum 40 and range 33) in 25 observations.
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