"Inclusive" Education versus "Integrated" Education - Easier to Read version
This article is by Joe Whittaker.
Joe was a member of GMCDP for many years. He wrote a lot of letters and articles that were published in Coalition magazine.
Joe was also a member of the Alliance for Inclusive Education.
This is a group of disabled and non-disabled people who campaign for inclusive education.
This article was published in the May 2000 issue of Coalition magazine.
The article is about the difference between integrated education and inclusive education.
These are both ways of talking about how disabled and non-disabled children can go to the same school and learn together.
But they do not quite mean the same thing.
Joe says that lots of people talk about integrated education and inclusive education without really understanding the difference between them.
This means that people get confused about what they really mean.
The first word that Joe wants to explain the meaning of is integration.
There was a government report about schools in 1978 called the Warnock Report.
It was named after Baroness Warnock. She was the leader of the team who made the report.
At the time, lots of disabled children were going to special schools, which were separate from the mainstream schools that non-disabled children went to.
Special schools were schools only for disabled children. Often they were very far away from where children lived, and the teaching there was usually bad.
Mainstream schools are the primary and secondary schools where everyone else goes. They are usually near where the children live.
Disabled children didn't have a choice about this. They weren't allowed to go to the mainstream schools.
The Warnock Report said that a lot of disabled children should be allowed to go to mainstream schools.
But it still said that there should be some special schools, because they thought it would be too difficult for some disabled children to be allowed in mainstream schools.
The government read the report and decided to make a law called the Education Act in 1981.
The Warnock Report used the word integration to talk about disabled children and non-disabled children going to schools together.
They said there were 3 types of integration.
The first one is locational integration.
Location means the place where something happens. So locational integration means that disabled and non-disabled children are taught in the same place.
But they are not actually learning together.
They are in one school, but the disabled children are in different classes with different teachers.
The second type of integration is social integration.
This means that disabled and non-disabled children meet each other at school. 
They might eat lunch together at lunchtime, or play together in the playground.
But they are still not actually learning together. They might be in different classes or even in different schools.
The disabled children might be taken from the special school to the mainstream school where the non-disabled children go, so that they can do some things together.
The third type of integration is functional integration.
This means that disabled children are actually learning the same things as non-disabled children.
The way the Warnock Report talked about integration was only about disabled children being able to go into mainstream schools.
The report did not say that mainstream schools should change how they teach children.
So the disabled children would have to try to learn in the same ways as non-disabled children.
No one would help them find different ways to learn if they could not do that.
So disabled children still did not have the same right to education as non-disabled children.
Many disabled children want to go to a mainstream school, but local councils and schools can still say they have to go to a special school.
They can say that the children have to go to a special school for 3 reasons.
The first reason is if the council says that the mainstream school can't meet their special educational needs.
These are the ways that a child might need to be taught differently from other children.
This might mean having extra help in class or at breaktimes, or needing special equipment in school, like a Braille typewriter or an oxygen tank.
So this means that the school thinks it is too hard to change things so that they can teach that child properly.
The second reason is if the school think that having that child in the school will be bad for the other children there.
They might think that the teachers will not be able to teach the non-disabled children properly if they have to do things differently for a disabled child.
Or they might think that the child will behave badly and bother other children.
The third reason is if they think that having the disabled child in the school will cost too much to be worth it.
Councils have been using all of these reasons since 1981 to stop disabled children from going to their local mainstream schools.
So integrated education is about getting some disabled children to be taught in mainstream schools, or at least near them.
But it's not about disabled children having the same education as everyone else.
Inclusive education is something different.
Joe says that the first people to talk about inclusive, instead of integrated, education were from America and Canada.
Inclusion is more than just having disabled and non-disabled children in the same schools.
It means that the schools need to change so that all the children can learn in the best way for them.
In an inclusive school, all children are seen as having something important to give to the school and to each other.
Disabled children being in the same schools as non-disabled children is only the first step towards this.
In inclusive education, all children are accepted for who they are and all children are important.
All children are different and learn differently. It is good to have different ways of learning in the same classroom.
This means that schools and teachers have to think differently about what is best for each child.
They might need to find lots of different ways to teach the same things.
Some children might learn better one way and some children might learn better a different way.
So having lots of different types of teaching helps children find out what helps them learn best.
Teachers, schools and councils by themselves cannot make sure children are included.
The child has to feel like they are included to really be included.
This means that the child has to feel like the school wants them there.
They have to feel like they have something important to give to the school.
In a really inclusive school, all children would feel like this.
So inclusion means more than teachers, schools, or councils wanting it to happen.
Joe says we don't yet know how to make schools like this.
We need to keep talking and thinking about different ways that schools could be better.
We might have to keep trying different things, like different ways of teaching and different kinds of support for children.
But the most important thing is that disabled children need to have all the same rights as non-disabled children.
All children need to have the same right to go to their local school and for the school to give them what they need to learn.
If everyone agreed that disabled children should have these rights, then we probably wouldn't need fancy words like 'integration' or 'inclusion' to talk about it.
There is a picture of a postcard with the article.
It has a bucket with 3 holes in and it says on it:
"If a bucket has three holes it is no good patching up two of them
REMOVE THE CAVEATS!
Give Families The Choice"
Caveats are the rules which let people not do something that they have agreed to do, or that they are meant to do.
The law says disabled children should learn in the same schools as everyone else.
But it gives the caveat that schools and councils don’t have to take disabled children if they think it would be too difficult.
So this means that the 3 reasons why councils can stop disabled children from going to mainstream schools are like 3 holes in a bucket.
All 3 of them need to be stopped.
If only 1 or 2 of them are stopped, then disabled children will still be made to go to special schools.
The Alliance for Inclusive Education sent this postcard to David Blunkett.
David Blunkett was Education Secretary at the time.
This means he was the person in the government who was in charge of everything to do with schools and education.
The postcard told him to get rid of all the rules that let councils stop disabled children from going to mainstream schools.
Education will only really be inclusive if all children can go to their local school and no one can stop them.
