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Primary School Students” Linguistic Expectancy Bias
Towards Students with Mental Retardation
Learning in a Regular Class

LIU Feng' ZHANG Guoli’
(1. School of Educational Science Weinan Teachers College Weinan 714000;
2. Beijing Sports University Beijing 100084)

Abstract The present study aims to explore normal childrens linguistic expectancy bias towards men—
tally retarded children as well as the effect of the positive and cooperative task on the improvement of their
linguistic expectancy bias by using mixed experimental designs to survey 120 normal children aged 9 11
and 13. The results show the following: the 9-year-old children show a linguistic expectancy bias towards
mentally retarded children which will become significant as they grow older; compared with the control
group the normal children under the positive and cooperative task show a low degree of linguistic ex—

pectancy bias towards mentally retarded children.

Key words primary school student mentally retarded student learning in a regular class linguistic

expectancy bias positive and cooperative task

The Current Deprivation of Education for Children
with Disabilities and Influencing Factors

HOU Jingjing
( School of Educational Science Nanjing Normal University Nanjing 210097)

Abstract Reducing deprivation of education for children with disabilities is a key issue in guaranteeing
their right to education. This study based on the monitoring data in 2013 collected by the China Disabled
Persons” Federation aims to analyze the current deprivation of education for children with disabilities and
relevant factors which influence it. The results show the following: 34.74% out of the disabled children
aged 6 — 17 are dropped out of school and among these dropouts 59.70% have never been enrolled in
schools 26.23% quit schooling halfway and 14. 07% were deprived of education after graduation from
primary or secondary schools. The factors influencing the deprivation of education for disabled children in—
clude the following: such demographic features as their age disability category ethnicity and the identity
of their custodians; subsistence allowances and medical insurance; the category of hearing aids the rea—
sons for failing to use spoken language in communication and speech rehabilitation training; and the con-
dolences received and the frequency of participation in community culture service. These factors are sup—

posed to be considered to predict and intervene in the deprivation of education for disabled children.

Key words  children with disabilities deprivation of education factors



