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L earning Difficulties, Compensatory and
Remedial Education: In search for the
Theor etical Foundationsfor the Reform Proposals

Lee Chi-kin

(Abstract)

In the consultative document entitled Review of Education
System: Reform Proposals, the Education Commission
mentioned various measures related to compensatory and
remedial education as well as those catering for students’
multiple abilities and learning needs. This paper explores the
theoretical foundations behind the measures and strategies
of compensatory and remedial education from three
traditions of research concerning learning difficulties —
namely the psycho-medical, the organisational, and the
sociological traditions — and discourses of individual
difficulties and learning potential. In addition, the author
discusses possible directions of development from the three
aforementioned traditions which am a developing
students multiple intelligences, implementing multiple
forms of school restructuring, and moving towards a more

accommodating and amore equal educational system.
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