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Summary

A Study of Development of
Symbolic Play in Down’s Syndrome Infants.

Kaori Hosokawa Yukie Ikeda

The purpose of this study was to investigate the characteristics of the development of
" symbolic play in Down’s syndrome infants.

The Ss were 18 Down’s syndrome infants and 20 norrﬁal infants who were matched
Developmental Age 18 months and 24 months. Their play with toys were recorded, then their
behavior were analized.

The characteristics of the development of symbolic play in Down’t syndrome infants were
as follows:

1) The amount of symbolic play was the same as the normal infants. So, the amount of
symbolic play follows Developmental Age.

2) In the quality of symbolic play of Down't syndrome infants, the play in the category of
developmentally higher level hardly occured. So, the quality of their symbolic play was
delayed by comparison to the expected from Developmental Age.

3) The order of occurence of sub-categories were the same as the normal infants.

Key word: Symbolic Play Down’s syndrome Infant



