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A comparison of internal and external dimensions of thinking
styles in blind and sighted students
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Abstract: The main objective of this study was to
compare the internal and external dimensions of
thinking styles in blind and normal students. The
statistical population of the present research
comprised all students aged between 12 and 18 years
enrolled in junior and high schools in Ardabil city
during the academic year 1378-88. A sample of 60
blind students (30 boys and 30 girls) and 60 sighted
students (30 boys and 30 girls) was selected.
Subscales of the short form of the Sternberg &
Wagner Thinking styles Inventory were administered
individually to gather data. The research design was
casual-comparative and data were analyzed using
multivariate analysis of variance. Results showed that
there was significant difference between thinking
styles in blind and normal students. Mean scores of
blind students in internal thinking style were greater
than those of sighted students, while sighted students
scored higher than their blind counterparts in external
thinking style. Significant differences between
thinking styles (internal-external) of male and female
students were also observed. Results of this study
suggest that education professionals proceed with
planning and implementation of combined
therapeutic programs for blind students with
emotional disorders.

Keywords: thinking style of internal- external,
students, student, blindness

1. Corresponding Author: Professor of Psychology, University

of Mohaghegh Ardabili(narimani@uma.ac.ir)
2. students of Ph.D, Islamic Azad University

Ardabil Branch

3. Associate Professor, University of Mohaghegh Ardabili

DT 2l 53 S5 (SloeSm e st 4 Sl il TS
W Jols ol Eag HUT aelr el ods plonil Ly 5 Lt
Jl s & S Al VYA = anls s Ly 5 Lot Qlj}ﬁTuin
Ol 5 bty e 53 Jeams 4 ke VWAV-A oo
e ¥ Pl 8 (a5 g Y0 90 sl s g syl g
S plie s s OBl Ol gl (2505 Ole 5l Ly &8 (s ¥
w815 el aalitin y SBSS 05 S 5 00> S S
o507 oo 53 5 @311 Sy s 4 Laesls GosT g SIpl Olpe
w5 b sl adlas G by T e o 1l BT 555
delowi 5 450 gl Sl 03 Sl lis - e & ST C).;Ju
el 0t 03Uzl MANOVA) g iiair uils sl Jolows 1 asls
S5 Ly 5 Ll Ol goT 2ol S5 6K o oS 515 0L adlllas s
23 Lol 0l T il J:il:a Syl 5yl 35y glskas g LT
S S 3 I Al e Ly 015 5T B0 51 2y G303 S S
GobT Sl man ol o by 0Tt oSSl s
S 5 55 05T I (Gam —9503) S8 &S o (Sylsline
5 el Olaanabate 4 Ol oo Shass ol @l Sl i olalie
Sl sl sl 5 et 4 el S 58 slgiy Cwy

ST Slen M b ol e Ll Ol 50T 205 6l oS 5

Oblal 0I5 5aT B0 (G = 5303 S S ((Stl™ SO

syl Gime oltils ¢ ulitilyy skl thaly (Godiv 5 .)

deash doly Ol 01 Ktin 53, o&EL oo 5 wlitilypg 7> gl Y

syl G o8l ¢ pumlitily ) HLils ¥

A/Y/7 e 3 dy o4 /NY/YA tdlae 3L s



Journal of school psychology, Spring 2012 1T e cdwyn wbBOl9y Sdlx

Vol.1, No.1/108-118 Ve A=V 1A /1 o slod o (50398

o

AR
STl ol o g Al g O glite Hlaass O al 3131 515 355 51 S 5 @Sl sl O
Jols 1y bl 07558t )3 023G &7 gy IMistl a0 Slas 3131 53 sl Ko o gl
S35 088V a8l 5 als (sl 0,355 elamrl 5 ible S ie S5t o 05 o0
s Lag o ol 5 AS (o Jeol a2 Ol 1 B B 4 el 51550k Lol oS
3l Gt pl o T s ol S i odge 1L 55 1o ls Soslis OS5 S i
a5 8 5,5 mae Hlid Cou Vel 3,13 Lol 5 3 &S s e w355 0 jlie b5l
TS S (VAN Sy s 0 s 35 53 1 U5 Sl pe bl
G Gl ST Cou Wlg 0 a5 ol (655 G5l 4 by o (gla ke aler
a8 A 3 s 55 6ok sla iy 5 S e sk Ol el Gy b 518l 31 8 18
555 6l ol la sy 5 5 25 e 00ls =l 0l w8 sk sl BT 3 b
3L g 03,5 (B ol 511 aamly 3131 31 dm Jle (gl 3 )13 3 g g 4T o)y S
5 03,5 4o b b Sl oo jle 0357 et o b 51 s 531 ST (5550 53 4,5 o
Sl sl (5L g 5l (S 313168 Sl s s ) 5,8 o b T 005 IS
3 S oS (Y ¥ (65 sa )3 s on skial S5 ¢S oS S eslizul (6,8 sl
sl s Oleliadlyy 5 Olaiils 31 (ke a5 Sl sladle 53 &S Conl cage sla i
S (6l 3,5 e 5 0 5 Ol 4 18 Ml (T4 YA )l 03 8 s
u,f,tsw,aT(MW)Q,}gTJc,Mt@;6u,g,.uw;,t‘w&omCt,_;l,o,;

1. Baird, Mayfield & Barker
2. Cruickshank

3. thinking style

4. Borromeo

5. Zhang



Ut 9 Ll 013907 310 X5 (S (9 2 9 (590 Satl dus o

daeS o a5 Sl .(088Y (Lt 5 6K, 484V e 5l 5K Sl
S 6,85k laeSn s S o Sl gotaze g S 28 4y s
lin 5 eS e S0 T s Ly st S sl 57 25507
el 53l 5131 U5 OT 5 ditees &5 e o b e o 5 53 Lol s gl
I ol S 53 687 o 55 (83,13 15,187 S plail 0155 33 &S5 LT Sl 2 e Ul 5
T 3 S & al (YYD (S5 rs o plonil 5 LI K 4,8 3,80 Zol - e
s ml Oler 51y il s 87 e aeSCw w3 1 (25 Ca S —s 5 4y sy
Seslimalf &b 8 51,5 2 5 OLalisols) 5 Ol ) 5k JLiial 5 4 5 3550 Lo o
(2D a3 55 4 i a5 L (T YO K1) { ol o plazad a5 ol 55 e S
Con S kimen 518 5 s el ¢ S5 03 ST i slime slayl (1l baa S
1S sl (aplad) Lo 5 (4 mme) ol ! (i) 651870 56 gkl 3,551 4 (g1
A ST 5 (Y & )" B Vsl etk (a5 550 e
(A3 550 (553 tacals 53 (S jaze and) S (S jame) (ST imbaw 53 (b 2 o
e 4 4 ol a5 b wiliaast3T 5 SIS aiblous 151 S 93 5 (sl gl S e

.J)‘Jbﬁj}‘}‘)bﬂt&rwbb}:w%;

. Grigorenko & Sternberg
. Riding & Cheama

. cognitive styles

. learning styles

. educational style

. Garcia & Hughes

. mental self government
. Function, Form, level, scope & leaning
. monarchic

10. hierarchical

11. oligarchic

12. anarchic

O 001N L K~ Wi —



Journal of school psychology, Spring 2012 1T e cdwyn wbBOl9y Sdlx

Vol.1, No.1/108-118 Ve A=1 A ) Goskods o) (o398
L 5 Lol 015 50T 2505 (S 5 (S903 S8 &Ko) S5 SladSim dials ol tass )3
ﬁp@;,géggg)m@,\f&@g@,)sﬂdgwdl,lm;\.@l,gc‘@
3 m PSEBES w6yl 331 bl 53 (1,50 )3) i 355 4 Sin puimen cdites S jate
~05 ) s ey 0105 4 5 dites S jate G S13 iSO Ll ol
S5 sl r_p&p,-\tdsd\f@ﬁ‘scﬂlowgu(vn?)‘my)\@i;wuﬂ..(lf
5 Sl O 55 (Ss el a3 laallls b, K5 G, b s g e et
568050880 O SIS 5 a C04F) e c0AAS) 55 ((1900) 0L Ses
(S 5l B a) OV8) 0B s 36 5 5m LT o) ol8n 5 J oo oK
5313 OLES DLl 53 1y (Fa el o 55 isls planil o7 Sl b (WVA) (gl 5 (WWAF
VU ol sl Sle) O lase 313148 Wsls OLas (VYY) 5 (slge 5 9 me o o b
Ly Lacoidse 5 S5y Jalse @ ziw |y wss Hlowigs 5130 b awslin 53 (Y ol ksl Cdo
sl S 5 ol gl sl Sl L) Slowte 53 dias o o G Jolss 4 2
A3 o S S Jolse 4 e 4 ) WSS 5 S50 Jelse 4 e 1) g (0l
S8 1y Sl sl sy 55 (089 IS s 5 (19D el 5 VAV heia Sllas
31 Sl (WAB) (63 samn 2o 53 gl VP g 318 ) Wlesls OLE gl o s
l_f;!}\..u,!%;;@,ﬁd;;fc;ﬁtﬁoudewl;pwuﬁptﬁuou,ﬁuw\;SQ\QT
Sglis oSG U (g lslins ST (slme pod s ¢ G IS mta bl 3l 5 (5555 J 587 ae

. Jylha & Isometsa

. Shmuely & et al

. Taylor

. Teitellbam

. Hersen & Kaba coff
. Szlyk & et al

.Lee & et al

. Hensly

. Wilhelm

0. Foxal

— 0 00 1O L AW —

"W



Ut 9 Ll 013907 310 X5 (S (9 2 9 (590 Satl dus o

b 8 Sypo o tagn 5 (Sl ot la0lsy Cund s Sl da cpl el T s s
b 555 Loyl 5 51 s s )3 S e (sl 48 Ll 313131 s 0T s on OLS
$ly1s a8 SLLU L awslis 55 9003 ,S (5,0 5,0 2iu 355 Codlw Lot (ol 5 dils (g s
2 (VG Gladiw ¢ Gla i anlllae Ldd o G g0 op 2 i (S5 JAST e
(S — 993 Sl S Caliden sbal 53 Lol 5 Lo 1) gaT 23ls oo &S Sl 0T 51 STl
53 @3l K 48T an s 313 3 sy (613 e Sl (o - ST 5 L LG
(530> e L 013 5aT 205 55 5 (ST 5 51k (g m S go st Lol 01 50T 250
sl o B 015 saT 50 ol glaslid ) 53 Ll o S £ 55 al o ol g5 5 LG
il azals
O3 5eT A1 53 Gam 5 (5505 S8 GBS () & Jhagsy Jool SBds 4 a5 L
5,8 S5 dsb 5o 5l Sl &K ol oh g cni Cang e 45 T 505 Ly 5 Lol
3T 903 S Sl S Bl LT 35 Jlgmn ol 0 el g 03 bl a3 (ol
SLa S 55 an S 09555 ol8T a8 il gy S50 59 55 9l Lo 9 Ll 013 50T 2l
,udm\}:Lsit;,i.:c't,,‘,u,u),;ﬂLgtojiﬁsug.:ﬁ,fwysouﬂdmaiw
3N a5 e GladMasl o Ml (sl 1) ate) Ll 5 o o 5 b dal o LT (glaslbazal
éﬁawwq@jQw.ﬁaangﬁfo)ij5J§SBﬁgg\jb.é\gk;.sf.éla\l‘,?
Slasls ssm sy SolKs adal,y ol sl 5 Sl Says S sl m Sl e
YL (53 mdl 5 Sl sl 51 L 015 pmaT iits s S Ll 003 5maT il 805 b
3 i Lo 015 50T 20ls b a5 Ll 01 50T 230 457 5 8 IV szl 015 o cliylay o

A I35 5 (S S S 3l by 01350 T SR 5 G955 S S

Ny



Journal of school psychology, Spring 2012 1T e cdwyn wbBOl9y Sdlx

Vol.1, No.1/108-118 Ve A=V 1A /1 o slod o (50398

92

D55 THIs 55 S SaeSiw amlio &5 0T pade 4 a5 b bl Jhas Geios Bs)
Coda oS 5 ol 3 bl o (Sl lie — abade g5 1 (Slamlia - o cdil oo Ly 5 Ll
5 ol il odalin 1 eslizal b b ie o Jobee 5 e Jals) OGH L Jloo! anllan
OYAY Ga¥s) ol ibate 5 Conys Jo o e 5L (gl Laosls 335w

5 Ll 015 g jiils adS” Jals rags (5leT anslr 16 8 digad (9 9 4905 cdxol>>
o Jgiicn WAV-AA oaow Sl 53 457 3 50 dla VAT i aals 55 5 5 s (o0le
N8 (¥ g ey W) 70 5lad s g Joo)l b Ol s 5 (glotaly ojlde 55 Jros
o3lw _d3las (6,8 as gas by 5l eslial L andlan 5550 05 8 Ol sie 4 Ll O g0 T 315 oy
G b 3 e lie 0B oy, S Olyie o g3le O 50T 25 w3 55 (s ¥ 5 Y¥0) 580
K WP R WP u)‘owc\a_ﬂﬂgyﬂm@u;}jxwywum
sy Lol O 5T 23l b s S Jome 5 op

S5 03 S S (S e (gl 1 g9 — 5 g gl KT (Sl Aol g
P LA sl oSS 05 (S 5 (503 SIS Gl plie 3l Sl
03T 03,5 WY 5l 5 Cmal Jlgs #0 ol anlitin p ol s o5lizal (V44Y) &5 -8 5
S e S eIy S S oS el Jl g & ol 05037 03 5 a0l S5
=l el o aals il e Olobatnn) Glaz 55V plis &) go 40 OT (51080 105
obls Jdowi 5 42 Gu b Sl asliny cpl (S05 Hlael B e /A B/ oy el
S e e |y Laenls Ll ylg /A 3o 48T ol oaT s 0 O gon s Sl 5
2l CVE) OI8O 5 S laeSn 518G o sl #s,S GWT s s lutis
o5 et (4 /VF) IS adzbloes (4 /A¥) Glaciest3T (+/9V) galaie «(+/50) JS™ o(+/50)

ny



Ut 9 Ll 013907 310 X5 (S (9 2 9 (590 Satl dus o

(IVA) (S (V) (93 (V) (i )& /80) 3L g o(/0Y) =i,UT (VD)
AT 03T ol 2Ll (oo it & o cOYAY), gy salel (Y22 YR (S0 5) ol T ity
NlgisaiT oz, 5 oLl 6483 STl omils¥e (g atin du Sloj aluols be g3 5L 3a) b
s b i 5 PV Sl b g 1,17 diblone ¢S (51 AV b IS O 56 6K () /Y
Loy hole oo 5y 3l oslizal b 55 05031 olay Sl 039 +/AY aaliiins y SV 5 IS (6l 5 e
VB e 48 i ) rad ol Sl o (oS e ) alai 250 o 5 ool (slaadl o 2 3l osli
'Cng;L;wT%.if,éjlmr,éb- a5 53 OWAY G g slbh)Ls S s |y ibyls IS Aoy
tolii gLl g el Syt /8 (g S SE SS IV (S50 S S sl
T Sy /05,8 WT 00 5T Sl oslinal bS5 (slaeSim

S ¥ Gan ¥v) & 7 ;L,\_su“QL;M_S}A}\..\_:;_\QL;)LHL;))TCQ-L;IJHZ')?'&5)
o\ijJq\g‘5\ﬁrnjz;;,,.&jkumﬁwj,umgum@u)uﬁudm}f
C.._.u\)>').>L@lejuqu\‘}:pﬁhjsdz\ﬁla)yq@lf&})\tﬁrh}tﬁb
355 Sla S 55 L omaliza |y 5 5550 slagaly gosls 58 1, O¥lm i w a5 45 S
(S e 3N 68 o Sl e A 0 Ko g 5T a5 Ly ] 5 disles Sl
O edd 6yl = Slaosls bulg . olilis 5, (J«}{r&e-)-&a.u L Lo Ol gaT 2ls L;L;av,i.z-
i3 815 o 5 25 3) 50 MANOVA) g icaizr il )l ol oS58

oW
SE S (9 — (5950 Sl 53 (3l g Ul 13907 1S 09 57 95 S Il Bl il 9 (uSle ) Jgua>
SD M., 8 S S (glaadl 5o
/0 Yr/or Lot $998
#/V\ YA/ sole
¥V \9/Y8 Lot S
Niai WS ssle

"Wf



Journal of school psychology, Spring 2012 1T e cdwyn wbBOl9y Sdlx

Vol.1, No.1/108-118 Ve A=A N Gosleds ) (S0399

O s S8
B S SE

s KB

S (930 ST S Dyl 93 10 Ly 9 Ll O350 T i1 puileo duglBo Y 15903

S s Sy S S 3 Ll O 50T 15 5 Ske &7 s o OLES 15 503 5 ol
e S S S s (nle 01T Ll 1 Ske Sl 3 (il o (g3le Ol 50T 5l
a3 S S 55 Lol 01 e il 3,1kl ool 5 S0 4S5 ) shay

Aib o SD=Y/ve M=18/Y8) S5, 5 (SD=F/0F (M=Yr/or)

K G (59 —(5990 Sl 35 Ly 9 Ll U1 390T 519 0957 93 (5 ey (il o9 el gl ¥ Jour

Sig F Sl gdes wi.l.:a df ey S S gl slaadl 3o
WARE Y¥/AQ NS \ Lot ETEE
©sle
e Y. 4/4¥ FAY/V \ [ S
wssle

S glaeSew 53 Ll 5 Ly Ol seT 515 09,8 53 e 4 S das oo OLES Y Jgds
NS (S QWT e bl p (F=2/YY (P<e/V) Gg 0 5 FXAY (P<i/V) G555

o



Ut 9 Ll 013907 310 X5 (S (9 2 9 (590 Satl dus o

5155 2 5 (615 ae bl &l G»LLT@ Sy dtuol s Sla i slas p (+/+ )T V.:ML“
53 (g Sl Ly O1558T 330 515V (53 S5 &K 53 Ll 013 T 5l (0 K00e oK) sl

AL e Ly 015 eT 20 5 5ol Sy KB K

S5 4o § Lo
GolaT Sl Ly 5 Lol 0l 50T isils S5 e s 45 i 0 Ol bl s =k
):Mu_}j)sj_géidi,_w‘_g\)bjzjﬁtﬁu Q\)'}ATJJ\JS‘_;.:‘»&A{ )13 3 92 5 (5,15 Sme
s s b Sl s gl Ll g G S S Sl ey Ly Ol geT 1 Sl
IS i Ly 015 50T G215 L gl 53 Lol 01 50T 2305 ol OT 51 (STl 457 (VAD) (63 goes
Slode ¢ las 5 slaaily ool ol adlas b riomen .ol $Kalen ()5 (6 S5
u_lf 3L ¢ Sy mie Lob Q\)'}ATJ.}\J sl dﬁ....., Llosls Olias a5~ ol (Yo Vo) ] g
3 2l (5355 58 SLadSn oy a8 1 (e Gime IVl ian B 0
3L 015 50T 815 & e Ll O350 2303 s O b 51 ls 3 s SIS ey o sl
L O3 5meT 215 L s Lo 5 Lol 013 50T S350 ol il g5 0 o WU (S s el 5 ol o
Al 3 e i 13, 55 5 S S S 1 L O3 58T B3 5 S9,55 S8 S 5 2
Cng e I L 015 50T 2303 (8 015 g0 bl 2ms slaedly i 0323 5 513
= lge 314 LT 515 S e 513 LU s L BIL 2087 Lol Bl g S )15 oS
Cllm ag ey (651 pla 50) s e DL 1) 5 5 ST 5 Ljla) 5 5 6 eS Slazrl sla
Lt L5 e 55 a5 oy Conds () S o iy G SR 5 (B0l (0 K0
5 OVhan L 87 il Bla syl s 4 by 05 geT ptils Sl 5305357 5550 S5 &K slon|
"0 4 i 4 4By OLLul 4 Cod ol l G lge )5 2l oUlg 5 Ljls 5 5 ol gl

.MJ‘SAJJJJ;Jf)&‘)@)ﬁﬂégrw)w;\-lﬁ&w&‘;

\Al4



Journal of school psychology, Spring 2012 1T e cdwyn wbBOl9y Sdlx

Vol.1, No.1/108-118 Ve A-1VA 1) oyl ) (50490
03,5 55 o 55 baslitn p 1 5 @ calaz 135 drlge olacussdous b Lol tags
Rl 5 a5 i 0y B 1l ClST 3 b 15 (0311 S g 4 Ly 5 Ll O 5T 21
Sl s ormen SIS (63546 La b3 5a5T (o S gl 3l I il 5 n ol pe
53 L 015 5eT 805 55 Sledbl 5 (s 51 5 o o Ll 5 o0 (60 S 3o 40 i
U155 olns Cng e s 4 Lol 015 50T 315 4871z il Lo 015 50T 205 L s s
33,5 oo sty Sy gdoes 50 S A 5 SO Gl lee Sl eslinal 53 (6 VL
(sl ) game i s 5 Lol 015 50T 205 &5 s dost CIB 55 YT gr ST (sla 23 5o
038 53 2 6115 65 Ol 5 le Ll s Wi oo Candy cnl 358 &1 Ly 015 5T 200
):okﬁgﬁj)ﬁldf\om»;@:%ybQU@.‘@‘;}U&L’IJ{ ..,b_\.a.}r.aljé
5 s oty Sheslinal Uy Ll 01 5T 21> (61 m (gl OLST 587 s 5 (25 0eT o)
e (slaasl S (S (pomen 5 (o — g3kl LS (65 50T 5k o slad s

Al |l (b
Lol 0l e T ials (5L L gl (5555 5 55501 S pite Cules b anlllae

&b

SO LTl 5 0L gmeils 5 01550 T 205 55 S LK S35 oy 2 (VYAY) O g ) 33 ol
YO-0F (MY « iisel (slas s v anlias . Juams b iy

Ol s Ol oo Lili 5 Uiy o5 0L 3 ot 9 ey lio ey 2 (VYAF) Sligs o S5
(S adte o&sils il wlis 8 aabOLL

035 3 Al g T i 33 93 Ol OUligli 33 (53 ] Ol oo g i (VYVA) iz (S hond
gl 25wl 5 s 5 psbe oS ¢l IS a0l 0L

ny



Ut 9 Ll 013907 310 X5 (S (9 2 9 (590 Satl dus o

XONXG NI g S als s 5 5 s aloes O 15 45 ($3le 5 (Ol adl S
Syl 0 i Ol elazrl 5 Gl ple 53 g e 5 (s k5 Gl (1FAY) e ()5Ys

A

o O g e 15200 oy o slen 5 Sl o 5 (S0l Sl pen e YAV b b (G5 ks
) wﬂ\.ﬁ.ﬁ'«)lf sl dl—.‘.\i .LF'TJM/W‘;‘}UL@UW} “_'l:..fjéu d/jy‘ b oz 6
(SbLb adle o8l 25 e 5 bl oAl

Comar slapdte 2 g i OS5 pdny L’J/:‘J/C“‘ ol (o OVYA) ST ok (63 ammae
(olislyy 9 s g (}_Lo edSisils i i) b QUL L g Lol Ol pe Tl yo ol
S e ol

Baird, s. m, P.Mayfield, &. P, Barker. (1997). ”mother’ interpretation of the Behvior of
their infants with visual and other impairment during interaction” journal of visual
impairment and blindness, 91(5), 484-93.

Borromeo. F. R.(2003). Mathematical thinking styles- an empirical study. Development of
Education, University of hamburg.

Cruickshank, W. M.(1971). Psychology of Exceptional children and youth. prentice — hall
inc. Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey 07632.

Garcia, Francisco. Cano & Hughes, Elaine. Hewitt. (2000). Learning and Thinking Styles:
an analysis of their interrelationship and influence on academic achivment. Educational
psychology, 20(5), 413-430.

Grigorenko, Elena. L & Sternberg, Robert. J. (1997). Styles of thinking, Abilities and
academic performance. Exceptional Children, 63(7), 295- 312.

Jylha. P & Isometsa. E (2006). The relationship of neuroticism and extraversion to
symptoms of anxiety and depression in the general population. Depression & Anxiety,
23(5), 281-289.

Narimani. M., Soleymani. E & Ahadi. B(2010). comparing the attributive styles of blind
and seeing boy students. Tarkia journal of sciences, 8(3), 61-64.

Riding, R. J & Cheama, 1. (1991). Cognitive styles- An over view and integration.
Educational psychology, 17(5), 193- 215.

Zhang Li- Fang(2002a). The Role of thinking styles in social Development. Journal of
genetic psychology, 136(1), 34-48.

Zhang Li- Fang(2002b). Thinking styles and Modes of Thinking: Implication for education
and research. Journal of genetic psychology, 136(3), 254-263.

Zhang Li- Fang(2002c¢). Thinking styles and cognitive development. The Journal of genetic
psychology, 163(2), 157-71.

A



