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Constructing a Scale for Diagnosing Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorders and
Ascertaining Its Efficacy for Normal, Learning Disabled, Mentally Retarded and
Autistic Students in a Jordanian Sample

Raeda Issa Jerisat and “Mohammad Khalid” N. Al-Tahan*

ABSTRACT

The main purpose of this study was to construct a scale for diagnosing attention deficit and hyperactivity
disorders and ascertaining its efficacy for normal, learning disabled, mentally retarded and autistic students, by
the indications of the scale validity, reliability and effectiveness of its items and the performance levels on the
scale. The study sample constituted of (432) participants aging from (6-11) years. The validity of the scale was
achieved by using the content validity where the arbitrator’s agreement ratio was (80%), the concurrent validity
indications of the scale were verified via calculating the correlation coefficient among the performances
regarding the study scale and the statement of attention test. The total correlation coefficient was (0.91). In
connection to the indications of construction validity by factor analysis procedure, it was found that (12) factors
interpreted the ratio (65%) of the difference interpreted by the scale items. Items’ effectiveness by calculating
the correlation coefficients ranged from (0.35 -0.76) between the item degree and that of the dimension. There
were indications on scale discriminative validity. Results of (Two-way MANOVA) showed that there were
significant differences due to the mental status and the age variable, and there were no significant differences
due to the interaction between both. There were no significant differences due to gender variable. There were
indications related to the reliability of the scale represented by raters’ agreement procedure (0.90), internal
consistency procedure (0.95) and by using the split - half procedure (0.85).

To achieve the performance levels of the scale, means were calculated together with the standard deviations for
the raw scores of the study subjects then means of raw scores were transferred to percentile ranks in order to
design the diagram chart according to mental status.
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