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The present study subscribed to the ‘'difference’
rather than the 'deficit! model in the study of disad=-
vantaged children. Its main objective‘Was to explore
and i&entify some cognitive and socioemotional strengths
of the soclioeconomically disadvantaged children, with a
focus on the population of the resettlement colonies of
Delhi. The theoretical basis of the study was mainly the

social learning theory of development.

An experimental design was followed whereby the
experimental group i.e. the disadvantaged, were studied
in comparison to two contrql groups 1l.,e, middle and high
SES groups., Father's education and occupation were
considered the criteria for selection of the three SES
samples. A stratified, purposive sample was selected
from 14 schools consisting of 300 students of Class 5,
distributed equally in the three groups. Boys and girls
vere equally represented. The six dependent variasbles
investigated were field-independence, visual modality
preference, creativity, cooperation, dependency and
delay of gratification. Intelligence was treated as an
intervening variable. The data obtained on these

variables was subjected to univariate 2 x 3 ANOVA and

ANCOVA and non-parametric chi-square test.



The results obtained led to the following con-
clusions, The disadvantaged were sighificantly more
field dependent as compared to the middle and high SES
groups. They also demonstrated a stronger preference
for visual modality as compared to the control groups.
On creativity, the disadvantaged had an edge over the
middle class in three of the four dimensions., On the
fluency dimension the disadvantaged did not differ
significantly from both middle and high SES groups.
Significant implications of this observation are

discussed,

The disadvantaged were found to be significantly
more cooperative than the high SES group. On dependency
and delay of gratification, however, there were no
differences, Sex differences were observed only in
cooperation and elaboration., For COOperétion, inter-
action effects (Sex x SES) were also significant. The
educational implications of these conclusions have been
discussed in detail and suggestions have been given for

further research in this area.
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