Inclusion and Education

Justified comparative conclusions?
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1. National inclusion differences — comp indics.
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2. Insufficient measures to reduce early school

leaving — comp. indics.
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3. Feasible ‘inclusive education’

* Inclusive education in UK-Scotland, Italy, Spain
* Less than 2% in special education

* Equal or better school achievements

e Literature on CND, UK-England

* Why not in other countries?
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4. Disadvantaged groups, quality and
commitment

* Disadvantaged target groups in all countries

» Different target groups per country

* Female groups, linguistic minorities have apparently moved
up
* Priority measures in all countries, more or less promising

 Enhancement of individual chances and/or intercultural
quality

e School and teacher commitment appear to be quality
incentives
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5. Local circumstances

* Good practices, measures: idea, feasibility, effects,
dissemination

* Unclear effects of ‘promising cases’

e Case studies: process evaluation, improved
achievements (or not)

 Comparative controlled experiments: impossible

* Local circumstances
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Thank you for your attention

Reports and comments: info@docabureaus.nl
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