International Journal of Humanities and A International Academy of Science,

Social Sciences (IJHSS) 5

ISSN(P): 2319-393X; ISSN(E): 2319-3948 ‘ ) Engineering and Technology

Vol. 4, Issue 2, Mar 2015, 103-110 Connecting Researchers; Nurturing Innovations
© IASET IASET g g

INFLUENCE OF SIBLINGS ON THE BEHAVIOURAL SKILLS OF MENTALLY
CHALLENGED CHILDREN

RASHMI UPRETI & RITU SINGH
Department of Human Development and Family Studiediege of Home Science,
G.B.P.U. A. and T, Pantnagar, U.S. Nagar, Uttaaakh India

ABSTRACT

The present study assessed and compared the adbptiaviour skills and disturbed behaviour of 15htally
challenged (MC) children from 3 RCI (Rehabilitati@ouncil of India) recognised special schools offibacross their
number of siblings. Sample was drawn randomly inaégroportions from three categories of mentallehge under
study viz. mild, moderate and severe mental chgdeMhe adaptive behaviour skills and disturbedabielur of MC
children were assessed using Behavioural Assesshoaifees for Indian Children with Mental Retardatfert A and Part
B developed by NIMH. The findings of the presenidst reveal that more the number of siblings higher adaptive
behaviour skills and lower the disturbed behavioumentally challenged children, irrespective ofithdegree of mental
challenge. Interestingly, the predominant reasansfgnificant differences in adaptive and disturbdeehaviour across
number of siblings was observed to be siblingspsu guidance and vigilance, which helped difféiseabled children in

acquiring and improving adaptive behaviour skifigl & minimizing disturbed behaviour.
KEYWORDS: Siblings,Disturbed Behaviour, Adaptive Skills, Mentally Clesmiged Children
INTRODUCTION

Mental capabilities are an important asset we hub®ings are blessed with. However, few human beamgs
deprived of these mental capabilities and are niigntatarded/ challenged. The American Associatmih Mental
Retardation (2002) defines an individual with ménttardation or mental challenge as someone hasirtgstantial,
sub-average intellectual and adaptive behaviourattfoning with onset before 18 years of age amitditions in at least
two of the following areas: (a) communication, flmme living, (c) social skills, (d) community uge) self-direction, (f)
safety, (g) functional academics, (h) leisure,ipmprk activities. Intellectual functioning alssmé&wn as IQ (intelligence
quotient), this refers to a person’s ability torleaeason, make decisions, and solve problemsigBaientally challenged

directly affects the child’s adaptive behaviourlski

Adaptive behaviour skills are those skills that arecessary for day-to-day life, such as being able
communicate effectively, interact with others, aakie care of oneself. The adaptive behaviour s&iltsh as personal and
social competence are weaker in the mentally deficchildren and these children have difficultyaidaptation to the
requirements of daily living. Life-long adaptatimregarded as an important issue for individudtt wiental challenge.
In general, children with mental challenge havepsation difficulties in their life, which disturkhéir inclusion in the
society. Besides low in adaptivity usually mentadiigallenged children also characterised by abnomnadlisturbed
behaviour. Mentally challenged children with belmaval problems have less freedom of movement, fdrgends, less

training in domestic, reduced self help & socialllskand fewer leisure activities as compared tosth without such
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problems. In addition to this, behaviour disordarshildren with mental retardation also restripportunities to engage in

many normal activities.

It is quite evident from Bandura’s social learnthgory that people acquire a wide range of behasjdhoughts
and feelings by observing others behaviour andetlodservations play an important role in lifelorgrhing. So, in spite

of mental deficiency, children observe and imithtgir family members more so siblings.

The sibling relationship is one of the most endyinielationships throughout a person’s life (DewlaBdin and
Llewellyn, 2008). The emotional ties between sigdirare often described as second only to the &egden children and
parents (Rivers and Stoneman, 2003). Sibling intema, among typically developing children, resuttsasymmetric yet
reciprocal roles in which older siblings are resgible for the majority of initiations, though thggttern evens out over
time (Knott, Lewis and Williams, 2007). Sibling atibnships are often longer than any other relatiggs within the
family, and it is here that brothers and sistengeligp selfidentity, social skills, companionship and mutugbggort. This
relationship provides ample opportunities for beébaral modeling and facilitation of social and iteetual development.

Siblings report affection and positive regard fogit brothers and sisters.

Keeping in view the above discussion, it can beckated that sibling relationship is a most endurielgtion and
also plays a distinct role in socialization. Iteaffs the personality, thinking and the developnuéran individual. So, it
might be possible that adaptive and disturbed hehawf MC children can be affected by number dfiags. Therefore,

the present study has been taken up with the folilpwbjectives:

 To assess and compare the level of adaptive ahdrlaksl behaviour among mentally challenged childreross

their number of siblings.

 To investigate statistical differences in the adeptnd disturbed behaviour of mentally challenghiddren

across their number of siblings.

METHODOLOGY
Locale

The present research study was carried out exellysia Delhi. The capital of India, Delhi, was pogively
selected as it is one of the region nearest taareBer that has an appreciable number of RCI (Rlagibn Council of
India) recognized special schools meant exclusifetyMC children. Out of the 9 RCI recognized insies for MC
children in Delhi, 3 institutes namely NIMH (NatianInstitute for Mentally Handicapped), ManovikasdaC.B.S

Memorial were randomly selected as research bagbhdgresent study.
Sample

The list of mildly, moderately and severely mentalhallenged children enrolled in NIMH, ManovikasdaCBS
Memorial was procured from their Directors. Frora tist, 50 mentally challenged children were rantjoselected from
all three levels of mental challenge viz. mild, racate and severe mental challenge. Thus, the sdorglee present study

comprised of 150 mentally challenged children dradrtfamilies.
Tools

Self-designed general questionnaire was used tty she socio-demographic and socio-economic chariatits

of respondents. Adaptive behaviour skills and distd behaviour of mentally challenged children wassessed by
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employing “Behavioural Assessment Scales for Indi&ildren with Mental Retardation (BASIC-MC) Partakd Part B
developed at NIMH. The scale entails detailed asseat of the skill behaviours and problem behagairthe children
in age range 3 to 16 (or 18) years. The items deduin Part A and Part B of the scale helps tossstfe current level of

adaptive behaviour and disturbed behaviour of Hile.c
Procedure and Data Analysis

The Directors of the selected institutions were taoted, who provided all the necessary requireaildet
pertaining to the enrolled MC children and theimites. The required samples were drawn and thiest, ommon
meeting was organized by the researcher with tindiés of MC children. Meeting was organized in thstitute itself, to
explain the purpose of the research study. Thengarevere contacted for data collection on the platetheir
choice- institute or their home where they wererviewed and observations made by the researcherdata collected
was classified and tabulated in accordance withothjectives to arrive at meaningful and relevarr@nces. Analysis
was done by taking levels of mental retardationcastrol. The data was analyzed using statisticehrigues like

frequency, percentage, mean and Analysis of Vagianc
RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Table 1 depicts the frequency and percentage lalision of mentally challenged children on the tgpel level of
adaptive behaviour skills across their number blirgjs. A cursory look of table reveals that unfortunatalgost all the
MC children irrespective of their degree of mertiahllenge and number of siblings reported low lefeladaptivity in
reading-writing, number-time, domestic social amd pocational domains. But under the motor skdistjvities of daily

living and language domains, variations can berljlezen from the data.

Under mild category of mental challenge, majorityMiC children with 1 or no sibling (73.08%) wereuftd to
have high level of adaptivity in the motor skilldomain. Moreover, 66.67% of MC children with 2 sigs and
approximately 55.56% of MC children with 3 or maiélings reported moderate & high level of adapyivin activities
of daily living, 57.69% of MC children who had 1 ap sibling were found highly adaptive. Whereasaotly equal
percentage of MC children (46.67%) who had 2 sgdishowed low and high level of adaptivity and ofdy44% of MC
children with 3 or more siblings reported high legtadaptivity. In the language component it wasagdpointing to note
that 57.69%, 53.33% and 66.67% of MC children Mitbr no sibling, 2 siblings and 3 or more siblimgspectively have
shown low level of adaptive behaviour. Furthermanenumber-time and domestic social components ritgjof MC
children reported low adaptivity, but exceptionadiyly 66.67% of MC children with 3 or more siblinggre observed at

low level of adaptivity.

Unlike mildly mentally challenged children, undepderate category of child’s mental challenge alnmadt of
the MC children who had 1 or no sibling and 3 omrensiblings (53.57% and 50.00%) were found at matgelevel of
adaptivity in the motor skills’ domain. In actives of daily living nearly half of the MC childrenhe had 1 or no sibling
(53.57%) were recognized as highly adaptive. Exaetjual percentage of MC children with 2 siblingg.40%) were
found at low and moderate level. However, exactyf 50.00%) of MC children who had 3 or more sigé were
recognized as moderately adaptive under the saithiio In language component it was again disapipgirib note that
almost all the MC children with 1 or no sibling (88%) recognised at low level of adaptivity. Whexemajority of
children with 2 siblings (77.78%) showed moderatee| of adaptivity. While, exactly 50.00% of MCilclhen with 3 or
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more siblings showed moderate level of adaptivitg &0.00% showed high level of adaptivity in thédsdomain.
A picture similar to the mildly challenged childrevere found under the components number-time amdedtic social,
where majority of MC children were also reported llevel of adaptivity, but exceptionally only 50%0of MC children

with 3 or more siblings were observed at low lenfehdaptivity.
Placement of Table 1

Quite different picture was revealed under sevategory of child’s mental challenge, where 53.85%b 86.47%
of MC children who had 1 or no sibling and 2 sigkrreported low and moderate adaptivity. It wastexgcto note that
none of the severely challenged children who hat ore siblings were under low level of adaptivigyhile, 71.43%
showed high level of adaptivity. In the domain witiés of daily living, it was unpleasant to noteat almost all the MC
children who had 1 or no sibling (96.15%) were fdua have low level of adaptivity. Moreover, 52.94%C children
with 2 siblings also showed low adaptive behaviddn. the other side, more than half of severelylehgkd children
(57.14%) with 3 or more siblings identified at hitgvel in this domain. Quite depressing picture waserved under
language component in which almost all the MC ¢hkitdwith 1 or no sibling and 2 siblings (100% add12%) reported
low level of adaptivity. While, 57.14% MC childremith 3 or more siblings were also showed low legtladaptive

behaviour.
Placement of Table 2

Mean differences in adaptive behaviour skills ofntadly challenged children across number of silding
presented in Table 2. Variations in mean scoressacnumber of siblings were analyzed using one AS{DVA.
Significant differences were found in all the donsabf adaptive behaviour skills among mentally lemged children
having 3 or more siblings and children having horsibling. It was observed that MC children witler no sibling and 2
siblings do not make peer group but as the nurobeiblings increased a good peer group establighedhich elder
siblings act as parent. They play mother-fatheurgg role. Therefore, in the present study muclatian can be seen
between 1 or no sibling and 3 or more siblings.

Picture from the table clearly depicts that megtaliallenged children having 3 or more siblingseveund to be
significantly better than those having 1 or noisipl It may be probably due to the more support atteintion they got
from more number of siblings that helped them maracquiring or learning adaptive behaviour skillsis seen that
children generally learn immediately by imitatidn. this context Bandura’s social learning theoryidwes that people
acquire a wide range of behaviours, thoughts aalinfgs by observing others behaviour and thesereasens play an
important role in lifelong learning. In spite ofethmental deficiency, children observe and imitatgrt family members
more so siblingsThe present findings are in line wii-Ghoroury and Romanczyk (1999) who found thatdckein with
autism typically made more initiations towards lalisg during a social interaction than towards eepa It was observed
that language adaptivity of MC children with 3 ooma siblings were better than those with 1 or hdirgy. This finding is
supported by Wolk and Giesen (2000) who revealeat #nother role that an older, typically developisigling
exemplifies is that of a good language model. lditazh, Brody (2004) reported that older siblingsmiddle school have

also demonstrated an ability to teach new cognitomcepts and language skills to their youngeirgibl
Placement of Table 3

The frequency and percentage distribution of mantdlallenged children on disturbed behaviour axmsmber
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of siblings is presented in Table 3. It is quitegsdurable to note from the table that majority @htally challenged
children irrespective of their degree of mentallligmge and number of siblings showed low level stutbance in their

behaviour.

In child’s mild category of mental challenge, undeost of the domains, MC children showed low distar
behaviour. Exceptionally, 76.92% and 80.00% of M@dren with 1 or no sibling and 2 siblings showew temper
tantrums in their behaviour. However, proportionME children with 1 or no sibling and 2 siblings evBhowed less

hyperactive behaviour were found to be 84.62% &ht®so.

Most of the moderately mentally challenged childseowed low level of misbehaviour with others; nepd low
self injurious, repetitive, odd and anti social &abur. But 94.44% and 75.00% of MC children whal Rasiblings & 3 or
more siblings reported low level of violent behawioln temper tantrums’ domain, proportions of Mi@ldren with 1 or
no sibling, 2 siblings & 3 or more siblings were &%, 88.89% & 75.00% who reported low temper tans. In addition
to this, 92.86% of MC children with 1 or no sibli€g100.00% of MC children with 2 siblings showedvidyperactivity.
Whereas, exactly half of the MC children with 3meore siblings (50.00%) reported moderate hyperigti®@n the other
hand 50.00% of MC children with 3 or more siblirgf®wed low level and rest 50.00% showed high lefekbellious
behaviour. Whereas, all the children with 1 or imirsg & 2 siblings were found at low level in tlsaid domain. In the
fear's domain, percentage of MC children with Inorsibling, 2 siblings and 3 or more siblings wimnend to be 96.43%,

94.44% and 75.00% respectively who reported lowlle¥ fear in their behaviour.

Among severely mentally challenged children als@jamty showed low level of disturbed behaviour wit
variations in some components like in temper tangrand hyperactive behaviour. All the MC childreithw3 or more
siblings showed moderate temper tantrums in trehiabiour. While, 88.46% and 94.12% of MC childremovhad 1 or no
sibling and 2 siblings reported low level of tempantrums. Likewise, under hyperactive behavioutE children,
proportions of children with 1 or no sibling, 2 lailys & 3 or more siblings were 80.77%, 76.47% &W14%

respectively.
Placement of Table 4

A close perusal of Table 4 clearly shows that ekitdwho had 3 or more siblings showed less violemetitive,
odd, hyperactive, rebellious and antisocial behayiceflected low self injurious behaviour, tempentrums, fear and also
showed less misbehaviour with others. It was sé@d often feels comfortable and enjoys companymither or sister
he/she have. The probable reason behind the wargait disturbed behaviour of children with morenter of siblings as
compare to their counterparts might be the presefiBeor more siblings which leads to more suppguidance and most
importantly leads to more vigilance or attention iwe disturbed behaviour of the child. In familieth mentally
challenged children, presence of 3 or more sibleggablishes a good peer group, in which eldefihgisometimes plays
the role of parent too. So, their support, guidasweé vigilance modify the behaviour of special nebhiddren and make

them less disturbed.
CONCLUSIONS

It is apparent from the study that siblings haveagiimpact over the adaptive behaviour skills aistuthed
behaviour of mentally challenged children. Childiemspective of their degree of mental challengko had 3 or more

siblings were seen to be significantly more adaptivmotor skills, activities of daily living, amtevocational money domains;
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had better language, reading-writing, number-tidmmestic social adaptivity. They were also foundhdoe less violent, self
injurious, repetitive, odd, hyperactive, rebelli@msl antisocial behaviour; reflected low tempetrtans, fear; also reported low
level of misbehaviour with others. On the wholeah be concluded that siblings of MC children pdayimportant role in the
development of adaptive skills of MC children adlvas lowering of their disturbed behaviour. Havimpre number of
siblings establishes a peer group who are attatbgether with unconditional love. So, sibling redaship should be
improved or strengthen which finally build a stramagural bond between special need child and hisibéngs. However,
it doesn't mean one should go for big size family emphasis should be given on building more m@fatiips, providing
more social support, increasing socialization iceincrease the social interaction with relativegnd circle of MC
children and in bringing the feeling of brotherhomcshong people that will provide more support, gn@aand proper

vigilance to the MC children and also promote tligtusion in society.
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APPENDICES

Table 1: Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Mntally Challenged Children on the Type and Level ©
Adaptive Behaviour Skills across Their Number of Silings

109

Mildly Challenged Children Moderately Challenged Children Severely Challenged Children
Domains of Levels.of . b 50) 3 or More . e 50) 3 or More 1orno (nr.so) 3 or More
Adaptive Behavior ﬁ:'::"g: 1°’(::=522'"'3 z(fil';';’ Siblings [1*" E‘:hsz‘-;’;')"g z(f:’j'l';g)’ Siblings | Sibling z(fif;'%‘ Siblings
Skil e @) m=8) | (=26 (@)
n Y% n| % n % | n % n % n % n| % |n % n %
Low 4 1538 [3f2000] 1 [ 3] 1070 [ 2] 1an [t ] 2500 |14]38s) 2] 1176 | 0] 000
Motor Moderate | 3 | 1154 |10]6667] 3 |[3333[15] 5357 [12] 6667 | 2 [ 5000 [ 10] 3846 13] 7647 | 2] 2857
High 9] 708 [2]1333] 5 [sss6]10] 3570 4] 221kl 2]76]2] 116 5] 143
 Low 9 346 [7[s667] 3 [ 3333 4643 [ o] asas [ 1] 2500 25]9615] 9] 5204 [ 1] 1429
i‘i‘:f.:'g"““m"“"' Moderste | 2| 769 | 1]667] 2 [222] 0] o000 |8 4444 [ 25000 00002/ 1076 | 2] 2857
High 5] 5760 |7 [4667] 4 [aaaa| 15| 5357 2] [ 1250013856 352 [ 4] 5714
Low 5] 5769 |8 [5333] 6 [e667( 27| 9643 | 4| 2022 | 2| 5000 [26]10000] 16] 9412 | 4] 57.14
Language Moderate | 7| 2692 | 7 |4667| 3 [3333| 1] 357 [1a| 7778 [ 2 [ s000 [ o ooo| 1] 3588 [ 3] 4286
High 4 1538 [ofooo| o fooofo] o0 [0 000 [0]coo ofooolo] oo [o] 000
Low n| 86 [12]s000] 7 {7778 28] 10000 [ 18| 10000 | 3 | 75.00 | 26 [10000] 17 ] 10000 | 7 | 100.00
Reading Writing [Moderste | 2 | 769 | 3 2000] 1 [1uit] o] o000 [of 000 [1]2500]0]000] 0] 000 [0] 000
High 2] 760 [olooo| t [ttt o| o000 [of 000 [of 000 ofooo]o] 000 [0 000
Low 23| 8846 |12]8000] 6 [ 6667 |28 ] 10000 [ 18| 10000 | 2 | 5000 | 26 [100.00] 17 ] 10000 | 7 | 100.00
Number-Time  [Moderste | 3 | 1154 | 3 [2000] 3 [3333] 0| o000 [o] 000 |2 |3000]0]000]0] 000 [0] 000
High 0] 000 [ofooo| o ooofo| o000 [of 000 [of 000 o]ooo]o] 000 [0] 000
Low 0] 7692 [14]9333] 6 [6667[25] 8929 [ 18| 10000 | 2 | 5000 | 26 [100.00] 17 ] 10000 | 7 | 100.00
Domestic Social  [Moderaste | 6 | 2308 | 1]667] 2 [222] 3] 1070 o] 000 [2[3000]0]000]0] 000 [0] 000
High 0] 000 [ofooo| 1 [watfo] o000 [ol 000 [of oo o]ooo]o] 000 [o0] 000
, Low 5] 9615 [14]9333] 7 [7778 [ 28] 10000 [ 18| 10000 | 4 | 10000 [ 26 [100.00] 17 | 10000 | 7 | 100.00
if;;’_“"““““' Moderate | 1| 38 | 1]667| 1 [1e1n|o] o000 [o] o000 [0] 000 [ofooo|o]| coo [o0] 000
’ High 0] 000 [ofooo| 1 [tatfo| o000 [of 000 [of 000 ofooo]o] 000 [o0] 000
Table 2: Mean Differences in the Adaptive BehaviouBkills of Mentally
Challenged Children across Their Number of Siblings
Mildly Challenged Moderately Challenged Severely Challenged
Components Children Children Children
. (n1=50) (n2=50) (n3=50)
of Adaptive
Behaviour 1orno 2 3 or 1_or_ no 2 3 or 1 orno 2 Sl
Skills Sibling | Siblings | More | Sibling | g u0c | More | Sibling | o i oo | More
(u=26) | (ny=15) | SgS | (2= | =1y | SIS | (o= |, =7) | Sblings
(n1=9) 28) (ny=4) 26) (N3:=7)
Motor 140.10° | 141.66" | 143.10 | 124.77 | 125.88" | 127.00 | 96.17 | 97.66" | 98.70
g‘;tl'l‘)’/'tﬁ\ig 124.20° | 125.48° | 127.2% | 115.34 | 116.45° | 117.3% | 45.34 | 46.78° | 48.64
Language 65.28 | 66.16" | 67.46 | 57.18 | 58.96" | 60.76 | 36.38 | 37.46" | 38.86
\?/erft‘idn'gg' 26.34% | 27.26° | 2838 | 2854 | 29.14° | 31.86 | 2057 | 21.54° | 22.7¢°
#‘;ﬁ;‘;bep 16.33 | 17.58° | 1978 | 19.3F | 20.8%° | 22.1% | 13.33 | 14.1%° | 16.4%
gg;‘i‘:ls“c 4216 | 42.96° | 4428 | 44.36* | 45.26° | 46.63 | 42.36° | 43.76° | 44.73
Pre
vocational 16.82 | 18.26° | 19.3%3 | 16.42° | 17.64° | 18.26 | 8.42° | 9.64° | 10.26
money

Note:1. Means with different superscripts differ sigeaitly at p<0.05
2. Higher the score, higher the ad&ptighaviour
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Table 3: Frequency and Percentage Distribution offte Mentally Challenged Children
on Their Disturbed Behavior across Their Number ofSiblings

Mildly Challenged Children Moderately Challenged Children Severely Challenged Children
(m=50) (n=50) (n=50)

Domains of I];::til::d lorno 2 Siblings 3 or More lorno 2 Siblings 3 or More lorno 2 Siblings 3 or More
Disturbed Behavioar Sibling o Siblings Sibling (0=18) Siblings Sibling (@s=17) Siblings
Behaviour m,=26) (m=9) (n:,=28) (n3=4) 1;,=26) (n3=T)
n U n L] n % n L] n U n % n % n L] n U
. Low 26| 10000 [ 15[ 10000 | 9 [ 100.00 [28] 10000 [ 17| 9444 [ 3] 7500 [26] 10000 | 17] 10000 [ 7 [100.00
;‘E‘]'ll:"_‘i'm Moderate | 0| 000 [ 0] 000 [ o 000 Jo| 000 [ 1] 3356 [1] 2500 [ 0] 000 [of 000 [ 0] 000
High o o000 [of oo0o [of ooo [o0f o000 [ o] o000 [of ooo [of ooo Jof oo0 [ of 000

I Low 20| 7602 | 12| %000 | 9 | 10000 | 26| 9286 | 16| 8880 | 3| 7500 | 23| 8846 | 16| 0412 | 0 | 000
T:’;’ll:::m Moderate | 6 | 2308 [ 3] 2000 [ o 000 [2] 744 [ 2] 1110 [ 1] 2500 [ 3] 1154 | 1] 588 | 7 ]100.00
High 0] 000 [ o] o000 Jof o000 [of o000 [ o] o000 [o] ooo [ o ooo [of 000 [ o] 000
Mishehaves L2 26 [ 10000 [ 15[ 10000 | 0 [ 000 [28] 10000 [ 18] 10000 [ 4 [ 10000 [26] toooo [ 17] 10000 7 [100.00
withothers | Moderate [ 0 [ 000 [ 0] 000 [ 9] 10000 [0] 000 | 0] 000 J0] 000 [ 0] 000 [0[ 000 | 0] 0.00
High 0 000 [0 000 [0 000 [O] 000 [ 0] 000 [Of 000 [0 000 [0 000 [ 0] 000
Self Injurious Low 26| 10000 | 15| 10000 | © | 100.00 | 28] 10000 | 18| 10000 | 4 | 10000 | 26| 10000 | 17| 10000 7 [ 100.00
Behaviour | Mederate| 0| 000 | 0] 000 [o0[ 000 o[ 000 [0f o000 Jof 000 [0] 000 [0 000 |0] 000
High 0] 000 [ 0| 000 [0] 000 [O] 000 [ O] 000 [0 000 [0 000 [0[ 000 | 0] 000
Low 26 10000 [ 15[ 10000 | 9 [ 100.00 [28] 10000 | 18] 10000 [ 4 [ 10000 [26] toooo [ 17] 10000 7 [100.00
%fﬁi’i’fﬁfr Moderate | 0| 000 [0 000 [0 000 [0 000 [ O] 000 [0 000 [0 000 [ 0] 000 [0 000
High 0] 000 [ of 000 [of o000 [0] 000 [ 0] o000 [0 o000 | o o000 [of 000 | 0] 000
0dd Low 26 [ 100.00 [ 15[ 100.00 | & [ 100.00 [28] 100.00 [ 18] 100.00 [ 4 [ 10000 [26[ 100.00 | 17] 100.00 [ 7 [100.00
. Moderate | 0| 000 [ 0] 000 [o] 000 Jo| 000 [ 0] 000 [0 o000 [0 o000 [of 000 [ 0] 000
Behavior High 0] 000 [0 000 [ O] 000 [O] 000 [ O] 000 [0 000 [0 000 [ 0] 000 | 0 000
Hyperactive Low 2] 8462 [12] 3000 [ 9 [ 10000 [26] 92.86 [18] 10000 [ 1 [ 2500 [21] 8077 [13] 7647 [ 4 | 57.14
S Moderate | 4 | 1538 | 3| 2000 [ 0| 000 [0 000 | 0] 000 |2 ] 35000 [ 5] 1923 [ 4| 2353 [ 0 [ 000
Behavior High 0] 000 [ o o000 Jof[ ooo [2] 714 [ o o000 [1] 2500 [ o] o000 Jo[ 000 [ 3] 4286
] Low 26| 10000 | 15| 10000 | 0 | 000 [28] 10000 | 18| 10000 | 2 | 5000 | 26| 10000 | 17| 10000 7 [ 100.00
Rebellious  yfogerate | 0| 000 | 0] 000 | 9 | 10000 | 0] 000 | 0] 000 | 0] 000 0] oo0 [o] 000 | 0] 000
Behavior High 0| 000 [O| 000 |O| 000 [O] 000 | O| 000 |2| 5000 [O| 000 | 0| 000 | 0| 000
. Low 26| 10000 [ 15] 10000 | 9 [ 100.00 [28] 100.00 | 18| 100.00 [ 4 | 10000 [ 26| 10000 | 17] 10000 [ 7 [100.00
Antisocial - "ypoqerate | 0| 000 | 0] 000 | 0] 000 0] 000 | 0] 000 [0] 000 | 0] 000 | 0] 000 | 0] 000
Behavior High 0| 000 [Of 000 | O] 000 (O] 000 | O| 000 [Of 000 | O 000 |0 000 | 0| 000
Low 26| 10000 15| 10000 | 9 | 10000 [27] 0643 [ 17| 9444 [ 3| 7500 | 26| 10000 | 17| 10000 7 [ 100.00

Fear Moderate | 0 | 000 | 0| 000 | 0| 000 |O| 000 | O| 000 [O| 000 | O| 000 | Of 000 | 0| 000
High 0] 000 [ o] o000 Jof ooo [1] 357 [ 1] 55 [1] 2500 [ o] ooo Jof o000 | o] 000

Table 4: Mean Differences in the Disturbed Behaviauof Mentally Challenged Children across Number ofSiblings

Mildly Challenged Children Moderately Challenged Children | Severely Challenged Children
Components of 1 orno o 3or More | lorno e JorMore | lorno o 3 or More
Disturbed Behavior Skills e 2 Siblings | . o 2 Siblings o o 2 Siblings .

S sibling (1p=15) Siblings Sibling (1,=19) Siblings Sibling (1y=17) Siblings

(n;= 26) m=9) | (m=28) (n;=4) (n;= 26) (n;=7)

Violent Behaviour 5432 4,12% 3.000 5.872 420 3.30° 6.12? 520% 4.00°
Temper Tantrums 4.06 3122 2.000 5122 4,182 3.370 6.25 5.192 4320
Mishehaves with others 3742 2.892 2.00° 4,682 3.12% 2.30° 5.89 4,142 3450
Self Injurious Behaviour 3.81° 298 2.00° 4,662 3.82% 2.90® 5.382 4.15% 3.20°
Repetitive Behaviour 3.792 2882 2.00° 3772 2,682 1.78° 3.892 2.88% 1.90°
Odd Behaviour 5.202 438 3.00° 4502 3.89% 2.79® 4102 311 2.14°
Hyperactive Behaviour 3.10° 1.89% 1.00° 3278 2.38% 1.67° 435 3.20% 2.70°
Rebellious Behaviour 2.88° 1.89% 1.00° 5178 4.08% 3.10° 6.12 5.45% 4.10°
Antisocial Behaviour 2343 1.992 1.00° 4692 3672 2.68° 418 3.88% 2.00°
Fear 4242 3.01%® 2.00p 3.592 2.18% 1.12° 3.67 2.70% 1.70°

Note:1. Means with different superscripts differ sigeaitly at p<0.05
2. Higher the score, higher the distdrbehaviour

Impact Factor (JCC): 2.3519

Index Copernicus Value (ICV): 3.0




