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This st11dy irrvrsligattd partrrts • ptrctplions rtgarding lht gtntral 
rd11catiorr classroom plaetmtnt of studtnts with srotrt disabililits 
orr their rrondisabled childrtn. Eighly-ont partnts of nondisabltd 
st11drnts attending rnral and small town schools in Vtrmont 
resporrded to a survey in which lhty ustd o Liktrl-stylt scalt lo 
rate their lrvel of agrttmtrrl with sloltmtnls about lhtir son or 
daughter's txptritrrcts as a classmalts of o sludtnl with sevtrt 
disabilities. Mtans and oggrtgalt Joto indicoltd lhol o majority 
of tht partnls rtporltd lhtir child's txptritnct was comfortablt 
arrd positivt, had a posilivt t{ftcl on lhtir child's 
social/tmolional growth, and did not intrrftrt with thrir child 
rrcri11irrg a good rd11cation. E:xcrplions to thtst · gmrral rrs,,mrsr 
11allrrns arr cilrd arrd disrnssion s11.~grslirr.~ f11rlhrr i11q11ir11 
rr,'{ardirrg 11arrrrlal allil11drs arr offrrrd. 

Reynolds (1988) characterized the history of special education as 
"progressive inclusion," where the educational placement of students 
with special needs has moved steadily closer to the educational 
placement options available to nondisabled students. Stainback le 
Stainback's (1984) call for the merger of general and special education 
marked the onset of a new stage of progressive inclusion. As the 
national debate on including students with disabilities in general 
education settings ensued, even many inclusion-minded advocates 
continued to exclude certain groups, such as students with severe 
disabilities, from their efforts for an improved system of educap1oved sys0.0269 Tc 4.Tm
 

general education classrooms. Today, advocates 
of progressive inclusion continue to challenge traditional assumptions 
about sh1dent needs and test the boundaries of educational systems. This 
has resulted in an emerging practice whereby all students, Including 
those with severe disabilities, attend the schools they would attend if 
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they were not disabled and are placed successfully in general education 
classes with the 
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this study as a way, " ... to determine the effect of this experience on 
your child as you see it." The .first page of t.he. survey .included 
background questions to ascertain demographic mformat~on. _T~e 
second page included a series of statements about their child s 
experiences having a classmate with severe disabilities. These 
statements addressed their perceptions of their own child's comfort 
level, the impact on their child's social/emotional growth, level of 
positive feeling, degree of interference with their child's educational 
program, and the parent's overall reaction to the in~lusi?n experience 
for their child. These areas were selected for mqmry based on 
observations in schools and discussion with school personnel regarding 
parental reactions to the general education class placement of ~tudents 
with severe disabilities. Each survey statement was accompanied by a 
Likert-style scale where 1 was anchored with the phrase "strongly 
disagree" and 10 was anchored with the phrase "strongly agree." 
Parents were asked to circle the number (1 to 10) most accurately 
reflecting their opinion; they were given the option to circle the 
response "Don't Know." This accounts for the varying size of the n 
reported for different variables presented in the results section. A 
comments section was available for parents to write or attach any 
additional comments that would clarify their family's experience. 

Members of the research team contacted the classroom teachers at each 
site to identify the number of surveys needed for each class. Between 
March and May of 1991, a sufficient number of surveys were sent to each 
teacher who, in turn, distributed one to each student in the class to take 
home to his/her parents. Students were informed of the contents of the 
survey and were allowed to read it. Teachers were provided with a 
cover letter and distribution procedures. Pre-stamped envelopes 
addressed directly to the research team, rather than the school, were 
provided with each survey to ensure that parents' responses would 
remain anonymous and confidential. Parents were informed that their 
individual responses ine0.0436o.4 0 Te respSrenen93.30 0 1es sharee personnel. 
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When exploring the differences among classes, a statistical difference 
was identified o.n the COMFORT variable. As depicted in Table 3, the 
grade 3 class differed significantly from both the grade 8 class and 
kindergarten B, F (6,70) = 4.97, ~ < .0003. The mean scores for grade 8 
(M==6.73, S0=3.95) and Kindergarten B (M=6.43, S0=3.95) both fell in 
the agreement zone of the Likert scale (.?. 6). As shown in Table 2, 58% 
and 57% of the grade 8 and kindergarten B parents respectively rated 
the COMFORT variable in the agreement zone. 

Table 3: ANOVA and Post Hoc Results Regarding Parental Responses to 
Statements about Inclusion 

Variable: COMFORT 
Alpha= 0.05 Confidence = 0.95 OF= 70 
MSE = 3.8203 Critical Value of E = 2.23 
E = 4.97 ~ < 0.0003 

Qrmu2 

Grade 3 

Kindergarten A 
Grade 2-3 

Grade 4-5 

Grade 2 
Grade 8 

Kindergarten B 

N. 
11 

6 

16 

13 
13 
l 1 

7 

M ~ 
9.91 0.303 

9.83 0.41 ab 

9.44 0.81 ab 

9.08 2.75 ab 

8.92 l.50 ab 
6.73 2.10 b 

6.43 3.95 b 

~ Superscript letters positioned to the right of the standard 
deviation column indicate if groups are significantly different. Groups 
that share a .common superscript letter are not significantly different. 
~o~versely, 1f tw? or more groups do not share a superscript letter, it 
md1cates that a significant difference exists. 

Written comments from parents indicated that the interactions between 
their children and the classmate with severe disabilities were 
friendships, 25.45 248.16 Tm
(b )Tj
0.05 Tc 9.3421 0 01t <</Conf 0 >>BDl0 10.7 206.86 15 Tc 5.110.7 0 0 10.7 235t <</Conf92 T134 0 06 

"I'mb told06 
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back to society." 

Parents concerns about whether the presence of a child with 
disabilities would interfere with their child's education were roughly 
divided 
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Kishi, G. (1989). Long-term effects of different types of contact between 
peers with and without 


