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A Comparative Study of Self-concept among Normal 

Students and Learning Disability Students in resources  

room in Amman Capital 
Abstract: The purpose of this study is to compair the level of self concept 

of normal students and learning disabilities students who are in rolled in 

resources rooms in the early elementary stage in Amman capital of Jordan, 

and whether there are differences in the level towards the sex variable. The 

study population consisted of the students who enrolled in the first semester 

of the academic year 2011 / 2012, at the government schools.  The study 

sample, which consisted of (152) male and female students (100) of them are 

normal, and (52) are with learning disabilities,their schools were chosen 

Intentionally to ease the work, and a special questionnaire was applied, it 

consisted of (65) items distributed to (5) aspects. The current study followed 

a descriptive statistical approach. And the result of the study was as follows: 

The level of self concept of normal students and learning disabilities students 

was moderate towards normal students. There were significant differences 

due to sex, and there were significant differences due to the reaction between 

sex and groups. There were differences between students due to sex towards 

females. In light of these results, the study recommends a number of 

recommendations and proposals including: 

1. Invite researchers to collaborate with teachers to propose training 

programs that improve self-concept of students with learning disabilities 

and for normal students. 

2. Conduct non academic activities for students with learning disabilities 

and encourage them to achieve the success that leads to improve their 

self-concept. 

3. Conduct similar studies to identify the level of self-concept for students 

with learning disabilities in special schools and compare it with the level 

of self-concept for students with learning disabilities in public schools. 

4. Conduct further studies at students with learning disabilities in several 

fields and compare it with their normal peers at larger samples in the 

Jordanian society, and other Arab societies. 
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