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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to explore the categories of self-concept of students
with learning disability. The data were collected from the Special Needs Education
Longitudinal Study database. Of all students with learning disabilities, 106 who had
completed questionnaires in three academic years(2008—2009 to 2011-2012)were targeted.
The employed analysis methods included Two Step Cluster Analysis and two-way mixed
design ANOVA.

The results have shown:
1. Two categories have been suggested: “Low self-concept”, “high self-con-cept .
2. There were no significant differences in the trends of self-concept between gender and

type of placement.

3. Only the girl with low self-concept categories and the students with low self-concept in

regular class categories in the 97 to 99 school year showed a significant decline.

Keywords: cluster analysis, learning disability, longitudinal study, secondary analysis,

self-concept
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