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- ABSTRACT -

The present study focuses on the relation of the attitudes of university students to disabled by using modified disability
factor scales(DF'S, Siller). As for the attitude areas, it relies on the eight categories DFS provides. The 8 categories that
specify each attitude area are: generalized rejection, distressed identification, inferred emotional consequences, imputed
functional limitation, authoritarian virtuousness, rejection of intimacy, interaction strain, mainstreaming. This study is based
on a series of questionnaire researches conducted on 322 students, over the period from October 19th to November 14th,
2001, The questionnaire carries 50 items, covering the 8 attitude areas and each item has 5 choices, The subjects
responses to each of the areas are examined in their relations to the four conditions, as they are analysed by t-test and
one way ANOVA.

The conclusion drawn from the research are as follows:

1. There is no significant difference between the students of the department concemned with the problem of disability,
and those of the department unconcerned. But the responses are significantly different in the three areas of generalized
rejection, rejection of intimacy and interaction strain{1st condition, P{05).

2. The responses are significantly different in 6 areas except for the two, distressed identification and inferred emotional
consequences, between the students who have volunteered services as helpers of the disabled and those who have no
such experiences(2nd condition, P<05).

3. the responses are significantly different between those who have volunteered long-time services and those who are
far less experienced(3nd condition, P{05).

4. There is no significant difference, whether the subjects have disabled persons around them or not. But generalized
rejection, authoritarian virtuousness, rejection of intimacy, interaction strain & mainstreming show significant
differences{4th condition, P{05).
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5. Generalized repction, rejection intimacy and interaction strain show significant differences in every pair of the 4

condition.

6. Distressed identification and inferred emotional consequence show no significant difference between the two conditions

in every pair of the 4 considerations,

Key words : disabled person, generalized rejection, distressed identification, inferred emotional

consequences, imputed functional limitation
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