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Footnote

1Copies of computer programs used to calculate
generalized distance (D) and (%) may be obtained
from the senior author. Both operate in SPSS and can
be applied to any sample. The programs read subtest
standard scores from a data file, match children to the
WISC-III core types, and print either (D) or 'rp(k) val-
ues for each child (one for each of the 8 core types).
The programs identify children who fail to fit a core
type. They also can be modified to meet specific pur-
poses.
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