DB BEEEWTE, 17, 161-172, 1993,

TA)AEREICEITA2FBEEROHEEE L *NDRE

BB BT A W B

AHEE, T AV AEREC BT 2 FEEEOHTHEE L 2 DEREE . FINOMET
HAE 7B A A R4 v BIUHMAZL 2 LD bDTHL, AREICBT 5%
BREEDH EEHREL, 1977 48 Federal Register & L 12, R FhFNHERLES
EHTBY M EVEZZ ZeMEHESNz, £/, M, HIEEECH LT F—
TR LR OERRERT 570 L DS N FHREERL LS LRAT
WBZEBIPRLT, R, AREOFEREOHERELEX, 795 —T A A
FREN L DZELVERB LI URAEEHD 2 DOMEN S ENTVWE I ERTED SN
72 L L. 202 DOHIETIXERIW BT 2 EAROHEMRE & a9 AIE 235 &
ENBVEDIEREI N, 5%, bYETH FEEEDHFEEDIERISESN B 2,
ChoDREEEZEET 2L EbIT, HXO=Z—RZHIGTREHBFY—E2ADNE R
BEZTHHLRITERSBN I ENEEINT,

Fe e 7K

I. Loz
LAETE. CIHBE FEEER - EEL
DELSRBESRELERIHENZ O0b %,
1990 FF 2 Hici. S THBEICFEH L TWhicd
BEER - FHE b OROSHIEEN MR L 2
D, "TeEF¥EEER-EHOSEES ) PR
L7z, DS X B2ITEICN T 2 HEisA 72
EE»rTicdoT, XL bFEHEEOEFEESL
ARCED. ZOEER et iR mig T & 44
Wiz, 2DV &DiE, "ERERCET 2 J{EN
et iESE OFCEEEER T A ME
PED BT, BT 2 L ThoT, BhES
FIL 1992 F3HCEKREREZ LD £ LD W%
HEHBRRICER L, ZORKRERTIE.
OOEI HEEREBCE YT eH 2612 R
HERPEET 2 2B AR IR DN
7zo L2 LEIRHZ, "FEREDER. 50X

L E B R
*LEEEER

DEEEEE HEEE T2V AARE

FOHERESBH AR OV T, BfRED
BEEN—BLTWEERWABRWRTETH S
LIS, THE. BFELSD, LHEE, HE
HEOEST» S, T O|ENRE - FHik, HEHE
#E . FERL 2 2 BT 2 R e S A R AR
WWHEDBVNENH S, LIRS SNz,

—F. 7 AV ERETIE, BicErgEEy
B 5 REAEHIZIZIT20005 A (1989-1990
FE) WEL, FHREFTONRE L TRRDHK
PEITLAATITV—L%oT W3 (US
Department of Education, 1990'®), < O%%ik.
R BB Y — EA DR EZIT T i RE
EROTEEE HDL2bDTHY . £H¥WMID
5% BHIzD,

A%, bBEIZBWTHRAEERERC
X3 2 BERRGEGREML T Z & NE
EENLD, FDDICH, HilRLEEZESEL
HEREEOHNLNBADSN S, Flo. ¥EEED
I BHELRW B L T, TR AR B
T 3REVRGIESHE ORKEHTENS
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Table 1 T AV A EREOEMNDES L HEREEDERE
1981-82 | 1985-86 1989-90 2
AAE | ERE | eme | grEre | LDo | 280 | 2ao HNEORENDH L0
HOF | BT | oK | Roli | EE | Bds | 2 Y g | me

W % % SD) | 529 | H2Y | DBV |y || @

TSN E S Grade * * * *

TIAA * no no

FUYVF SR * * *

T — E SW * * o

AV 7 xN=T S S 1.5 * * *

= S E * *® *

axFHy b S S 1.5 * * * *

VaAZE VS SR * * *

ol = g =2 GE GE * * no

A=Dr 4 S S S Grade * * * %

Ya—I7 G S S 1-1.5 * * * *

NT A G * * *

74 Sk ES E * * *

49 /4 * no no

AT 477 SR 1-1.5 * * * *

TAZT SR G SR 1 * * * *

B PR SR SR * * * *

TUE Y F— E SR 1 & * *

VAT F S S S Grade * * *

A= S 1.5 * * *

AV —=FF SR 1.5 * % *

Y Fa—tyY no no no

Ve )

YL G R SR Grade * * *

YV E S 1 * * *

) S SR | Grade * * *

TV ) R R * * *

RTTAH S 1 * * * *

FINY S GE E * * *

Za—N\VYTYp— * * no

Za—Yy—Y— % no no

Za—XFyva S E S Grade * * * *

Za—a—7 E E E * * *

JS—AAhuag 4 S S 1 * * *

J—ARFay S 2 * * %

FoNA A S S S 2 * * *

F TR S 1 * * *

Fray G ES * no

Ry INZT E ES no no *

U—R7A TR SR * * *

Y AHaT 4 * * no

YoRAFay G no no no

FRY— S S 1 * * * *

T FY A S S S 1 * * * *

a5 G GE SR * * *

IN—FE Vb S R SR 1.5 * * *

N—D =7 %k * no

VAN R SR 1.5 * * * *

TR MNP ZT SR 1.5-2 * * * *

T4 ARAVY E E E * * * *

JAF T E SR 1 * * *

HDa) -¢) OATAEBWT GIFEIOOEN E HFEAKX S MG RLES RS &
CR¥RZEZHW 575k R IEROAE W WISC-R O A L 2 =8

d) OB 7 LEBAT

e)-8) DHTLIBVWT % .55

Grade | BER L > CTHEEREROEREE X 5,

no : xwn»

h) OHZABWT * ! FRIEE QM HAIEEEEC BT 250825 %,
(Frankenberger and Fronzaglio, 1991 ; Mercer, King-Sears and Mercer, 19901230 > TIERK)
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2bH5,

Frankenberger and Harper (19877) 2 X %
&, 1981-82 FFiz ik, 3MBHEBEBEDAH A KT
A LT, BHEFOER LY Lo 1Q TR
HEE2ED Tz, UL, 1985-86ETlx, IQ
TIREEZFAL T 3MEbTric 1 MoAT
BolztS, ZOBOAEN S, 1Q TRMEEED
ZMNOEIT I FHETEMLTWE Z LD 5
N7z, Frankenberger and Fronzaglio (1991%)
OFEIW L 5 &, 15 NTRFEEREDHFRYE
ELTIQENTFHHENICH 2 2 & 2o »
OB ZERIC X DV EDTWE, Lol Al
FIRES DI O B2 BE b Mic ko T
FIRBRL I ENREINT DB 21X, 74
Ay MNFIQMETI LD EEwv I En

LB EEEYE, 17, 161-172, 1993,

fEzHWwTWw5,

V. FEEEE0HEBRE
1 #® &

FHEET) 2 HIE T 2B IX— i WISC-R
BHOSND, 2,7 DOHEB(OETOREK,
MWTHEHET 2, EL Z L TORE, B2
HAHADAF I, FATEIRET 5, BEMNFHE.
BEERHERR) O7 F—7 A FOHEIEELT
. BB L UOERIZ L > b 2 BREICE
W BH B, 1970 FFE A iz ix, Wide Range
Achievement Test 8B A W A W & 1Lz
(White and Miller, 1983') 25, # DO{SiEE:
WEERIPH I, WETEHZVAnshikl
75 Tvw3% (Heath and Kush, 1991'9), Z7-.

Table 2 TO0HEEEZNETNEDLNLIRE
FH 1% 1" & T E R L VAR
O TOEE + Standard Picture B DWW THREREET
(Oral Expression) + Speech/Language Evaluation
B THEEYT 3 » Durrell Graded passage B & B B EMTEAYS TH % »
(Listening from a reading test i
Comprehension) + Speech/Language Evaluation

ELZETOER
(Written Expression)

+ Test of Written Language
+ Test of Adolescent Language
« Woodcock-Johnson Psycoeducational

Battery/Revised

+ Basic Achievement Skills Individual

Screener

« Standard Picture/Topic

Total Language Quotient

Writing Sample
Writing Fluency

Writing Exercise

HERE R FH DA F IV
(Basic Reading Skill)

» Kaufman Test of Education

Achievement

+ Woodcock Reading Revised
» Woodcock-Johnson Psycoeducational

Battery/Revised

BRFFECOWTYEEREL

Word Identification
Word Identification

Word Identification

HiACHEIET 3
(Reading Comprehension )

« Kaufman Test of Education

Achievement

+ Woodcock Reading Revised
« Woodcock-Johnson Psycoeducational

Battery/Revised

Passage Comprehension
Passage Comprehension

Passage Comprehension

BUEERRTE
(Math Calculation)

» Kaufman Test of -Education

Achievement

» Woodcock-Johnson Psycoeducational

Battery/Revised

Math Computation

Math Calculation

BFRIHERR
(Math Reasoning)

» Kaufman Test of Education

Achievement

« Woodcock-Johnson Psycoeducational

Battery/Revised

Math Application

Applied Problems

(Special Education Department Oakland Center, Georgia, 1991)

— 167 —



BAET - XF B

e

Peabody Intelligence Achievement Test %
Basic Achievement Skills Individual
Screener b T %23, —f%izik, Wood-
cock-Johnson Psychoeducational Battery 2%
F<HwLBNTWS, BIZIE, ¥Ya—YTIF
2w MRS BT B EEEEOT A KT
4 19 921%, Table 2 D & 9 i EARRRE D9
DFeh T3,
(2) FHfiF—2 (Multidisciplinary team)
1977 % Federal Register'” iz & v . §Hli 5 —
LiF, EEFHRHEEL W2 EREEE
BENC»rb 38R, RQIFENFEREDS
BRIl TwaHE, 3)F L b il
EREITTE 5 LINBBEBEIC L > TR ES I,
BB H B ERDONTEEEZDIEREDL S
R0, REBRED ZOMOFE > FEEED
BEHIERITR D BIZE. ANAAMNTEY

ATTA4 T, TBRIEZL->TELRLIEY
HHV, FHEF—LOHEE L LTRDO LI %
HFRK (Table3) ¥Fz on b, LTI N,
o DK E DHD ¥ OFD OFHEIZ /237 &
bahEw FEMgEsbRENT RS,

EROHBHREGE TIE. T4 54 2dbiFs
Nz s DEMFR T X THFHE T — A OFER
B L TEMT 2Tk Y 5~9 418
ETH#E a3 X5 Ths (Frankenberger
and Harper, 1985%),

FHii F — & ld, BEY P BRERNEG 2 sz
LT TODOT7F—T A2 VEBR EANEES
DO BHELRZBENH 20 E S, gz Z it
FRAVEHO Z ICHTELERE TRV E WD
s, HENFEREZRET 5, EBIE,
BAWCHEZELREZRN DD . BB ORNEH
DEENHME I  THFEEEL L THES

Table 3 FHMF— & OFERLE  (State of Ohio Department of Education, 1989)
< ERER - ERE - LI
« EHE IR AT - BiElm - BEEERIER-L
C EEERCEE V=Y e VT = — s HERGT
- FEERECE S  (RE Bl - fREERR L
- R E £ B ARE BT - SREEEAL
cHhT T — FREDOHR - BEADEF
Table 4 ZHEEDHEEFE (State of Ohio Department of Education, 1989)
1. BEFREEEEME L ORBEAEED = —XIWIXHET 5,
2. BEFFHHEEHEMMAL ORBEEED = — X LELEROBRE2ERT 3,
3. Flir—LswBEINS,
4 . Tl — A WA BT 2 RE - Tl R1T S,
5. FHE T — A BRIAEE 2RET T 5,
6. FHI 7 — A BIHSHWEBNRHEERT 2,
7. FHliF— A FERENT -5 BFRT 5,
8. FHli7 — 2 B EL N MERBR EERRE I 2,
9. FHEF — L BEIEOHE., £ORBECEEZERT %,
10. FHliF— A BEREROEEC BT 2 WERES ERETT %,
11. §HliF — 2 B3 ER e RE L CRENFBREEOY —CX 22T 270 DHEL2RET 5,
12. @Y REFE LW [EP 2/ER L. y—ERX L HBFOHEERET 5,
13, BB SEROME E HIMH 217725,
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Nixpolzh, HELEEN LD, ¥BE
EBLLUTHEEENGEE DS, Tabb, #
BEETH L2 E S pOWRERRICE., ek
ERPEESE L, HTUSIMNOHERMELB D
ZEEERSEBINLDT TRV L b
& T3 (Dangel and Ensminger, 1988%) ,
(3) & BfE
HEBFRIF, BEEHR OIS, TS — 2
i & 25 - eE. IEP OFERRD 3 D DE 55
Bih, BIZIE. AN MDA FFA 9
DPITHD L. FN6 %X ST 13 B
SFCERL T3 (Table 4) , HB—EMETIE.
FHAFC L D BEERTOBRE, WErh
h3, ZORETTFEDD=——X IR L ER
Bk E, BB LT, BEERTCONE
WABERIERCHBREZERT 2N TE
5, TNTH=o— AW TERWEE, ¥E
BEDHEDOF UL TFTFMF—L ICEE
ENd, Va—VT7MERy FEAILER
DHAART A TR, FffidF —sCBE
TLENC, "THHREBME E DFELEV I 2ITR-
e bT, TR b 2 DDBERMNA (inter-
vention) 21T bRINIE%Z ok, LIRS
NTEY., FiiF—L2cBEIhBETIR, B
BERIZBWCHSEMER IR LD, »
O DERMBEPIHELE N T W5,
BEEHRTONIENTEDD=—IXED
T8 ST T — A DB EE L RE L1,
BRI, THMEF — 2 ORFE LTHICL 3
SKEBICBWT, [EP BMER s, VY — AN —
LABHDZVBLDER R ENDOEBEIRD S
%,

V. &8

T AV A EREOFEGEE DM E X, T
F—AiZEoT, B, 7F—=T7 A2 EHB
BENEOBEERERBIUOBAEEE WS 2D
OBE»ORENT VS, FIEEL T, &I
B, MITHRNC BER I EZR ORI 2R
RTBZENTERDP D, &Mz, 20
FEEREGICHREL TE 7, BAE, BIROHIE

B BEESYE, 17, 161-172, 1993,

e ZHETOREOHT, 7F—T A M
HIFRE L OZRPEIBT 57010, HEHTIC
bo b shic AL IhTw3,

LUV EEBEL WD T E b2 BITIE,
WISC-R @ & 2 2RISR EICBIT AT
NBREDRBIZOEODELDEBbD S, ZTh
Zhhrrb o3, HEEN ORIz, WISC
-R D FIQ OfERELITBY, 2O L5 kiL
BOEEFMEAIND, TREDIEXS D&
LWiBEIZIE. v 5 FIQ ENE L T b 4RI
NECEEP BN EFF 2L W, Thbb, £
BEOT F—7 Xk X, MEIBEN ZRIED b
26 ZTTERYRDEREMBINTE 5,
DI EDD, TF—T X b LHIKEES & D
EEPEECT 2L HBREEMBS D2 &0
BERbbH 2,

X 5z, Hammill (1991%) OO L B0 .
BAER W s T 2 eI, BRNOEH
R HREREROBEEC OV THET 2D T
i, FEREOBRE L ILTEENIZDD
EBROTRBENDE DR LR,

MOBEED 7 TV —IZ A 5 RE R IIENES
R AR e U ABAMERNIC H 512 b b
57, 1975 FLEE RBE T CHEBEEVRHHT
HEONR LGRS N TR, FERERT
MO —& %27 ¥>Tws (Algozzine and
Korinek, 1985Y), ZHEOHEFEE L U FHH
LIS LT 28&13. COHEDICHEWEN
ErWZLI LT 2HELUROBRbH S,

LLEWNe, 20 &5 RBELUROERIC
bbb o, WERZEZ, EEERTEL 2IF
NIATEBDIRWFELERI Todic, A1 F
T4 TRENLEBICRDREVWEBES TS, ¥
BEEL LTHEBEINSE 208Dk,

St bMBEZBW T OEEEELHET 2
T DEET D BREIZ->TL 3 EBbh
%, ZOEIW, XL EWEEEL RIS,
INETHRRTE X5 RMESZRET 24
Bbb, LrLEBs, TEbBebD=—X
CRESRHERPY —EAPERES NG LAE
D, DEEDIDDHERRDEBENNDHY ., 2
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VL HEINL I L 2EGTA2HE LD
N HATREE D D B, PIEHEHEEZ DS I LK
SEFLT. ED XD Ry —ERARREHET & h
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NHERETH D,
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The Criteria of Learning Disabilities
in the United States of America

Keiko KumMAaGAI and Akira OTSUKA

In this report, the criteria of learning disabilities in the United States have been
outlined through the historical review of Federal laws, State regulations or guidelines,
and the informations obtained.

The criteria of learning disalilities are varied in each states although they are based
on Federal Register (1977). In common, they have two main points: one is severe
discrepancy between academic achievement and intellectual abilities and the other is the
exclusionary factors. However these two points are not exhaustively agree with the
definition of learning disabilities.

The criteria of learning disabilities in Japan is expected to set up immediately. We
must consider not only several points mentioned in this report but the educational
services to meet the needs for individual learning disabled children.

Key Words : learning disabﬂities, criteria, the United States of America
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