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Social and Emotional Skills for Children with Learning Disabilities

and Its Relation to Some Variables

Ahmad K. Khazaleh and Jamal M. Al Khateeb *

ABSTRACT

The purpose of the present study was to investigate social and emotional skills among students with

learning disabilities within Ramtha Directorate of Education. The sample consisted of students with

learning disabilities (n=238). A social and emotional skills' scale with adequate validity and reliability was

developed and administered to the sample by teachers.

Results showed that these students exhibited below average social/emotional skills. A group consisting of

247 students without learning disabilities was used for comparison purposes. T-test indicated statistically

significant differences in social and emotional skills among students with and without learning disabilities

on the overall scale and subscales favoring students without learning disability.

Additionally, results revealed differences between mean scores of learning disability students by gender in

favor of females. Differences were also indicated between mean scores of learning disability students by

grade level in favor of 5™ and 6™ elementary grade levels.

Results, however, indicated no statistical significant differences according to social and emotional learning

disability type means. The implications of those findings were discussed.
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