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• Zweck, Chancen und Probleme vergleichender 
Behindertenhilfe

• Wohlfahrtsstaatliche Regime und 
Behindertenhilfe 

• Ausgewählte Beispiele: UK, Schweden, Italien, 
Tschechien, Niederlande

Gliederung



1. Politisches Interventionsinteresse: 
Veränderungen durchsetzen

2. Fachliches Modernisierungsinteresse:       
„Policy borrowing“

3. Konzeptionell - methodisches 
Entwicklungsinteresse:                    
Theoretisches Know-how weiterentwickeln 

Zwecke europäischer Vergleiche in der 
Behindertenhilfe und –politik, u.a.:



Zu 1.:  Europäische Union und Behindertenpolitik

Politische Hauptaufgabe:
Sicherstellung der Nicht-
diskriminierung im Bereich der vier 
Grundfreiheiten:

Güter, Dienstleistungen,
Personen, Kapital

Interesse an Kohärenz und 
Harmonisierung

Keine explizite Zuständigkeit für 
Behindertenpolitik, daher (‚soft power‘ 
u.a. mit indirekten Strategien, wie 
strategische Empfehlungen  
(European Disability Strategy 2020),   
„Offene Methode der Koordinierung“ 
(OMK)



• Berichtswesen zu ausgewählten Indikatoren

• „aims at creating political dynamics and to develop a 
mutual learning process involving the scrutiny of specific 
policies, programs or institutional arrangements 
presented as good practices in the national strategic 
reports thus efforts for action on national and other 
political level are supported” (EU-Commission 2002).

• “ There is no rating without ranking”

Offene Methode der Koordinierung (OMK)



Vergleich von ausgewählten Indikatoren zur 
schulischen Inklusion in 10 EU-Ländern

Einschätzung zur Praxis 
inklusiver Bildung

Einschätzung zu 
Rechtsgrundlagen 
für inklusive 
Bildung

Einschätzung zur mittel-
fristigen Entwicklung
Inklusiver Bildung
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Pupils with SEN in schools
All compulsory school aged pupils with SEN

Carmen Dorrance (2011) 
based on  European Agency for Development in Special Needs Education  Country Data 2010 
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By statutory legislation, primary inclusive education is free.
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the schools in their community

secondary inclusive education

vocational to lifelong learning
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By statutory legislation, children with disabilities rsp. their parents effectively participate in the decision-making on inclusive education.
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The procedures of assessment special educational needs support inclusive education?
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1 architectural conditions

2 staff to support the learning process

2 classroom sizes

4 adaptive technology

5 functional assistance and care provision

NO                YES

By statutory legislation, it is assured that … 
accommodated to individual’s requirements?
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1 architectural conditions

2 classroom sizes
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2 staff to support the learning process

4 adaptive technology

5 functional assistance and care provision

NO                YES

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

-1

-1

-1

-1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

-1

-1

-1

-1

-1

-1

1

1

1

-1

1

-1

1

1

-1

1

1

1



A8 before (A12)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



NO                     YES

-1

-1

1

1

-1

1

1

-1

1

1



A9 before (A13-14)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



Braille and sign language

augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation
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the training of teachers is oriented to the requirements of
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Tabelle1

		AUSTRIA

		Question		Data												Notes and sources used

		1. Number of compulsory school aged pupils (including those with SEN		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria. Detailed statistical information for Austria is available from: http://www.statistik.at/web_de/statistiken/bildung_ und_kultur/index.html. The data presents the number of students from grade one to nine, irrespective of age.

				737662				64857

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				312888		424774		18677		4618		802519		2008/2009

		2. Number of compulsory school aged pupils who have SEN (in all educational settings)		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria.

				27555				970

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				9601		17954		307		663		28525		2008/2009

		3. Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria.

				11276				511

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				3205		8071		161		350		11787		2008/2009

		3. Pupils with SEN in segregated special classes in mainstream schools		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria.

				864				101

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				323		541		27		74		965		2008/2009

		5. Pupils with SEN in fully inclusive settings		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria.

				15415				358

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				6073		9342		119		239		15773		2008/2009

		6. Compulsory age phase		9 years of compulsory education (age 6 to 15). 4 years primary education (age 6 to 10), 5 years secondary education (age 10 to 15).

																								All compulsory school aged pupils with SEN				Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools		Pupils with SEN in segregated special classes in mainstream schools		Pupils with SEN in fully inclusiv settings

		AUSTRIA		S insgesamt		802519																		28525		AUSTRIA		11787		965		15773

				Separierte		11276																		54336		BELGIUM (FLEMISH)		46091		0		8245

				Integrierte		965																		30993		BELGIUM (FRENCH)		30773		0		220

				Inkludierte		15773																		45493		FINLAND		6782		14574		24137

		BELGIUM (FLEMISH SPEAKING COMMUNITY)		S insgesamt		871920																		356803		FRANCE		75504		161351		119948

				Separierte		46091																		479741		GERMANY		399229		0		80512

				Integrierte		0																		70747		HUNGARY		33014		0		37733

				Inkludierte		8245																		33908		IRELAND		4976		2380		26552

		BELGIUM (FRENCH SPEAKING COMMUNITY)		S insgesamt		687137																		103821		NETHERLANDS		64425		0		39396

				Separierte		30773																		35894		PORTUGAL		2660		2115		31119

				Integrierte		0																		10504		SLOVENIA		2829		400		7275

				Inkludierte		220

				Part of compulsory school aged pupils without SEN		Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools		Pupils with SEN in segregated special classes in mainstream schools		Pupils with SEN in fully inclusiv settings		All compulsory school aged pupils with and without SEN		All compulsory school aged pupils with SEN

		AUSTRIA		773994		11787		965		15773		802519		28525		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Statistics Austria. Detailed statistical information for Austria is available from: http://www.statistik.at/web_de/statistiken/bildung_ und_kultur/index.html. The data presents the number of students from grade one to nine, irrespective of age.

		BELGIUM (FLEMISH)		817584		46091		0		8245		871920		54336		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Statistical yearbook of Flemish education.

		BELGIUM (FRENCH)		656144		30773		0		220		687137		30993		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: ETNIC.

		FINLAND		513886		6782		14574		24137		559379		45493		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Statistics Finland. WERA web reports: https://www.data.oph.fi/wera/wera

		FRANCE		12185297		75504		161351		119948		12542100		356803		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Ministry of National Education. Direction de l’évaluation de la prospective et de la performance (DEPP). Repères et références statistiques sur les enseignements, la formation et la recherche. Vanves: DPP, 2009. ISBN 978-2- 11-097805-9

		GERMANY		7756480		399229		0		80512		8236221		479741		Academic Year of Reference: 2007/2008, Source: KMK – Kultusministerkonferenz – the information includes 16 German Bundesländer: http://www.kmk.org/statistik/schule/statistische-veroeffentlichungen/schueler-klassen-lehrer-und- absolventen-der-schulen.html

		HUNGARY		1204618		33014		0		37733		1275365		70747		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Statistical Yearbook of Education 2008/09.

		IRELAND		615258		4976		2380		26552		649166		33908		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Department of Education and Skills.

		NETHERLANDS		2307373		64425		0		39396		2411194		103821		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Ministry of Education.

		PORTUGAL		1745626		2660		2115		31119		1781520		35894		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: MISI – www.misi.min-edu.pt

		SLOVENIA		152398		2829		400		7275		162902		10504		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Statistics Base: Ministry of Education and Sport.

		CYPRUS		92493		293		583		4569		97938		5445		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Annual Report – Ministry of Education and Culture.

		CZECH REPUBLIC		764493		30092		7026		34761		836372		71879		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: IIE (Institute for Information on Education) database.

		DENMARK		685411		12757		18986		1990		719144		33733		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Uni-C, Statistics Denmark, The Danish Educational Support Agency, Ministry of Education.

		ESTONIA		102303		3365		1459		5611		112738		10435		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Estonian Educational Information System.

		GREECE		1116344		7483		22471		0		1146298		29954		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Ministry of Education, Lifelong Learning and Religious Affairs: www.ypepth.gr

		ICELAND		32861		143		348		10159		43511		10650		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Statistics Iceland.

		LATVIA		175975		6363		1175		1519		185032		9057		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: All data for questions 1–5 is taken from the statistics report of the Ministry of Education and Science. The data is available on the website: www.izm.gov.lv

		LITHUANIA		388623		4253		855		46773		440504		51881		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Centre of Information Technologies of Education.

		LUXEMBOURG		62963		663		0		711		64337		1374		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Ministry of Education. Luxembourg: www.men.lu

		MALTA		45949		137		13		2495		48594		2645		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Ministry of Education of Malta.

		NORWAY		567081		1929		5321		41552		615883		48802		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: All statistical data is gathered from the official Compulsory School Statistics (GSI).

		POLAND		4383169		59880		0		68074		4511123		127954		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Ministry of National Education.

		SPAIN		4332915		17400		0		86943		4437258		104343		Academic Year of Reference: 2007/2008, Source: Ministry of Education. Subdirección General de Estadística. Statistics Service.

		SWEDEN		892412		516		13261		0		906189		13777		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Database of the Swedish National Agency for Education.

		SWITZERLAND		735749		16223		25422		0		777394		41645		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Education Statistics 2009, Federal Statistical Office FSO: www.statistik.admin.ch

		UNITED KINGDOM – ENGLAND		7807770		96130		16190		113600		8033690		225920		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF). SFR 14/2009 – Special Educational Needs (SEN) in England, January 2009

		UNITED KINGDOM – NORTHERN IRELAND		261527		3711		1705		7331		274274		12747		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Northern Ireland School Census 2009/10.

		UNITED KINGDOM – SCOTLAND		602566		6659		1481		37217		647923		45357		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: The Scottish Government, Pupils in Scotland 2009 Statistical Bulletin and Independent School Census.

		UNITED KINGDOM – WALES		364608		3070		2843		6982		377503		12895		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Schools in Wales General Statistics 2009.

						Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools		Pupils with SEN in segregated special classes in mainstream schools		Pupils with SEN in fully inclusiv settings						Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools

		802519		AUSTRIA		1.5		0.1		2.0				PORTUGAL		0.1		0-2,0

		871920		BELGIUM (FLEMISH)		5.3		0		0.9				IRELAND		0.8

		687137		BELGIUM (FRENCH)		4.5		0		0				FINLAND		1.2

		559379		FINLAND		1.2		2.6		4.3				AUSTRIA		1.5

		12542100		FRANCE		6.0		1.3		1.0				SLOVENIA		1.7

		8236221		GERMANY		4.8		0		1.0				HUNGARY		2.6		2,1-4,0

		1275365		HUNGARY		2.6		0		3.0				NETHERLANDS		2.7

		649166		IRELAND		0.8		0.4		4.1				BELGIUM (FRENCH)		4.5		4,1-6,0

		2411194		NETHERLANDS		2.7		0		1.6				GERMANY		4.8

		1781520		PORTUGAL		0.1		0.1		1.7				BELGIUM (FLEMISH)		5.3

		162902		SLOVENIA		1.7		0.2		4.5				FRANCE		6.0

		97938		CYPRUS		0.3		0.6		4.7				UNITED KINGDOM – WALES		0.8		0-2,0

		836372		CZECH REPUBLIC		3.6		0.8		4.2				SWEDEN		0.1

		719144		DENMARK		1.8		2.6		0.3				NORWAY		0.3

		112738		ESTONIA		3.0		1.3		5.0				MALTA		0.3

		1146298		GREECE		0.6		2.0		0.0				ICELAND		0.3

		43511		ICELAND		0.3		0.8		23.3				CYPRUS		0.3

		185032		LATVIA		3.4		0.6		0.8				SPAIN		0.4

		440504		LITHUANIA		1.0		0.2		10.6				GREECE		0.6

		64337		LUXEMBOURG		1.0		0		1.1				UNITED KINGDOM – SCOTLAND		1.0

		48594		MALTA		0.3		0		5.1				LUXEMBOURG		1.0

		615883		NORWAY		0.3		0.9		6.7				LITHUANIA		1.0

		4511123		POLAND		1.3		0		1.5				UNITED KINGDOM – ENGLAND		1.2

		4437258		SPAIN		0.4		0		2.0				POLAND		1.3

		906189		SWEDEN		0.1		1.5		0.0				UNITED KINGDOM – NORTHERN IRELAND		1.4

		777394		SWITZERLAND		2.1		3.3		0.0				DENMARK		1.8

		8033690		UNITED KINGDOM – ENGLAND		1.2		0.2		1.4				SWITZERLAND		2.1		2,1-4,0

		274274		UNITED KINGDOM – NORTHERN IRELAND		1.4		0.6		2.7				ESTONIA		3.0

		647923		UNITED KINGDOM – SCOTLAND		1.0		1.3		5.7				LATVIA		3.4

		377503		UNITED KINGDOM – WALES		0.8		0.8		1.8				CZECH REPUBLIC		3.6

								integriert

		germany2009/10				387792		97592

				4509574		Sek.1

				2952693		primar

		Summe Sek1+GS		7462267

		2008/09allg.+FÖS-Vollzeitschulpflicht		7990121		393491

		Dif. 2008/09		7596630

		Summe Sek1+GS		7462267

		Result PART A:		YES		NO						yes %						yes %		no%

		A		10		-9				A		53				A		53		-47

		B (FL)		4		-14				B (FL)		22				B (FL)		22		-78

		FIN		17		-2				FIN		89				FIN		89		-11

		F		16		-2				F		89				F		89		-11

		D		2		-16				D		11				D		11		-89

		H		7		-12				H		37				H		37		-63

		IRL		14		-4				IRL		78				IRL		78		-22

		NL		7		-11				NL		39				NL		39		-61

		P		12		-6				P		67				P		67		-33

		SLO		16		-4				SLO		80				SLO		80		-20

		AUSTRIA

		BELGIUM (FL)

		FINLAND

		FRANCE

		GERMANY

		HUNGARY

		IRELAND

		NETHERLANDS

		PORTUGAL

		SLOVENIA

		A7 / A8 / A9 / A10 / A11 Accommodation of the individual’s access and

		learning requirements

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that …

				accommodated to individual’s requirements.

				the architectural conditions are		staff to support the learning process is		classroom sizes are		adaptive technology is		functional assistance and care provision are

		Participant		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)						1 architectural conditions		2 staff to support the learning process		2 classroom sizes		4 adaptive technology		5 functional assistance and care provision

		Austria		YES		NO		NO		NO		NO				A		1		-1		-1		-1		-1

		Belgium (FL)		NO		NO		NO		YES		YES				B (FL)		-1		-1		-1		1		1

		Finland		YES		YES		YES and NO		YES		YES				FIN		1		1		0		1		1

		France		NO		YES		NO		YES		YES				F		-1		1		-1		1		1

		Germany		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO				D		-1		-1		-1		-1		-1

		Hungary		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO				H		-1		-1		-1		-1		-1

		Ireland		YES		YES		NO		YES		YES				IRL		1		1		-1		1		1

		Netherlands		YES		NO		YES		YES		NO				NL		1		-1		1		1		-1

		Portugal		YES		YES		YES		YES		NO				P		1		1		1		1		-1

		Slovenia		YES		YES		NO		YES		YES				SLO		1		1		-1		1		1

				A2 Free primary inclusive education						A2 Free primary inclusive education

						By statutory legislation, primary inclusive education is free.						By statutory legislation, primary inclusive education is free.

				Participant		(YES / NO)				A		1

				Austria		YES				B (FL)		-1

				Belgium (FL)		NO				FIN		1

				Finland		YES				F		1

				France		YES				D		1

				Germany		YES				H		1

				Hungary		YES				IRL		1

				Ireland		YES				NL		-1

				Netherlands		NO				P		1

				Portugal		YES				SLO		1

				Slovenia		YES

		A6 Equal access to community schools

		A3 Equal access to secondary inclusive education

		A17 Equal access to tertiary education

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that persons with disabilities have access to ...  on an equal basis with others.

				A6		A3		A17						A6		A3		A17

		Participant		the schools in their community		secondary inclusive education		vocational to lifelong learning						the schools in their community		secondary inclusive education		vocational to lifelong learning

		Austria		YES		YES		NO				A		1		1		-1

		Belgium (FL)		NO		NO		NO				B (FL)		-1		-1		-1

		Finland		YES		YES		YES				FIN		1		1		1

		France		YES		YES		YES				F		1		1		1

		Germany		NO		NO		NO				D		-1		-1		-1

		Hungary		NO		NO		YES				H		-1		-1		1

		Ireland		NO		YES		NO				IRL		-1		1		-1

		Netherlands		NO		NO		YES				NL		-1		-1		1

		Portugal		YES		YES		NO				P		1		1		-1

		Slovenia		YES		YES		NO				SLO		1		1		-1

		A4 Participation in decision making on inclusive education

				By statutory legislation, children with disabilities rsp. their parents effectively participate in the decision-making on inclusive education.				A4 Participation in decision making on inclusive education

		Participant		(YES / NO)						By statutory legislation, children with disabilities rsp. their parents effectively participate in the decision-making on inclusive education.

		Austria		YES				A		1

		Belgium (FL)		YES				B (FL)		1

		Finland		YES				FIN		1

		France		YES				F		1

		Germany		NO				D		-1

		Hungary		YES				H		1

		Ireland		YES				IRL		1

		Netherlands		NO				NL		-1

		Portugal		NO				P		-1

		Slovenia		YES				SLO		1

		A5 Categorization and assessment

				The procedures of assessment special educational needs

				support inclusive education.

		Participant		(YES / NO)						The procedures of assessment special educational needs support inclusive education?

		Austria		NO				A		-1

		Belgium (FL)		NO				B (FL)		-1

		Finland		YES				FIN		1

		France		YES				F		1

		Germany		NO				D		-1

		Hungary		NO				H		-1

		Ireland		YES				IRL		1

		Netherlands		NO				NL		-1

		Portugal		YES				P		1

		Slovenia		YES				SLO		1

		A12 Accommodation of educational measures

		A13 Facilitation of learning of Braille and sign language

		A14 Facilitation of learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that …												Braille and sign language		augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation

				educational measures are accommodated to individual’s requirements (i.e. individual curricula, didactical adaption, teaching methods, testing).		the learning of Braille and sign language is facilitated.		the learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation is facilitated.

		Participant		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)

		Austria		NO		YES and NO		YES						A		0		1

		Belgium (FL)		NO		YES		NO						B (FL)		1		-1

		Finland		YES		YES		YES						FIN		1		1

		France		NO		YES		YES						F		1		1

		Germany		NO		NO		NO						D		-1		-1

		Hungary		YES		YES and NO		NO						H		0		-1

		Ireland		YES		YES		YES						IRL		1		1

		Netherlands		NO		YES		YES						NL		1		1

		Portugal		YES		YES		YES						P		1		1

		Slovenia		YES		YES		YES and NO						SLO		1		0

				educational measures are accommodated to individual’s requirements (i.e. individual curricula, didactical adaption, teaching methods, testing)?

		A		-1

		B (FL)		-1

		FIN		1

		F		1

		D		-1

		H		1

		IRL		1

		NL		-1

		P		1

		SLO		1

		A15 Training of teachers and staff

		A16 Employment of qualified teachers

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that … inclusive education?

				the training of teachers is oriented to the requirements of		qualified teachers and staff are employed to provide effective

		Participant		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)						the training of teachers is oriented to the requirements of		qualified teachers and staff are employed to provide effective

		Austria		NO		YES				A		-1		1

		Belgium (FL)		NO		NO				B (FL)		-1		-1

		Finland		NO		YES				FIN		-1		1

		France		YES		YES				F		1		1

		Germany		NO		NO				D		-1		-1

		Hungary		NO		YES				H		-1		1

		Ireland		NO		YES				IRL		-1		1

		Netherlands		NO		NO				NL		-1		-1

		Portugal		NO		NO				P		-1		-1

		Slovenia		YES and NO		YES				SLO		0		1

		A18 Monitoring of development of inclusive education

		Numbers and percentages of pupils/students with SEN in mainstream classes, units in mainstream schools, special learning institutions, excluded from the education system, are collected and monitored at different levels of the system.

		Participant		(YES / NO)						A18 Monitoring of development of inclusive education

		Austria		YES				A		1

		Belgium (FL)		NO				B (FL)		-1

		Finland		YES				FIN		1

		France		YES				F		1

		Germany		YES				D		1

		Hungary		YES				H		1

		Ireland		YES				IRL		1

		Netherlands		YES				NL		1

		Portugal		NO				P		-1

		Slovenia		YES				SLO		1
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Result of Barometer assessment Part B: 
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Tabelle2

		Part B		B1 Children with disabilities or SEN not in regular pre-schools or child care services percentage and can be assessed as:

				B2 Children with disabilities or SEN not in regular primary schools:

				B3 Children with disabilities or SEN not in regular secondary schools:

						1		2		3		4

						very high						very low

				B1b not in regular pre-schools can be assessed as		B2b not in regular primary schools can be assessed as		B3b not in regular secondary schools can be assessed as								B1a not in regular pre-schools %		B2a not in regular primary schools %		B3a not in regular secondary schools %				B1a not in regular pre-schools %		B2a not in regular primary schools %		B3a not in regular secondary schools %

		A		2		3		4						A		–		?		?		A		–		37.4%		48.5%

		B (FL)		4		3		?						B (FL)		–		7.5%		?		B (FL)		–		–		–

		FIN		–		3		4						FIN		–		2.2%		3.4%		FIN		1.5%		14%		17%

		F		–										F		21%		–		–		F		35%		35.8%		17%

		D		3		–		–						D		29%		45%		?		D		35%		66.6%		87.5%

		H		3		1		1						H		35%		66.6%		87.5%		H		29%		45%		?

		IRL		3		3		3						IRL		35%		35.8%		17%		IRL		21%		–		–

		NL		3		3		3						NL		1.5%		14%		17%		NL		–		2.2%		3.4%

		P												P								P		–		7.5%		?

		SLO		4		3		3						SLO		–		37.4%		48.5%		SLO		–		?		?

						1		2		3		4

						none		some		most		all

				B7 Equal access to community schools

		AUSTRIA		3

		BELGIUM (FL)		–

		FINLAND		3

		FRANCE		3

		GERMANY		2

		HUNGARY		2

		IRELAND		–

		NETHERLANDS		–

		PORTUGAL		4

		SLOVENIA		2

						1		2		3		4

						no		rather not		rather yes		yes

				B18 Equal access to tertiary education																										Participant		1 –––––––––––– 2 –––––––––––– 3 –––––––––––– 4

		AUSTRIA		2																												(very negative – rather negative – rather positive – very positive)

		BELGIUM (FL)		–																										Austria		1x		11x		5x		2x		1+22+15+8=46

		FINLAND		3																																				46:19=2,4

		FRANCE		2																										Belgium (FL)		0x		10x		6x		1x		20+18+4=42

		GERMANY		2																																				42:17=2,5

		HUNGARY		3																										Finland		0x		0x		14x		6x		42+24=66

		IRELAND		–																																				66:20=3,3

		NETHERLANDS		4																										France		3x		4x		11x		2x		3+8+33+8=52

		PORTUGAL		2																																				52:20=2,6

		SLOVENIA		1																										Germany		3x		10x		5x		2x		3+20+15+8=46

																																								46:420=2,3

																														Hungary		0x		13x		3x		0x		26+9=35

		Result of Barometer assessment Part B: Practice of Inclusive Education																		positiv		negativ				positiv%		negativ%												35:16=2,2

		A		2.4						FINLAND		3.3		3.3				A		7		12		A		37		-63		Ireland		1x		10x		7x		0x		20+21=41

		B (FL)		2.5						FRANCE		2.6		2.6				B (FL)		7		10		B (FL)		41		-59												41:17=2,4

		FIN		3.3						NETHERLANDS		2.6		2.6				FIN		20		0		FIN		100		0		Netherlands		2x		7x		6x		3x		2+14+18+12=46

		F		2.6						PORTUGAL		2.6		2.6				F		13		7		F		68		-32												46:18=2,6

		D		2.3						BELGIUM (FL)		2.5		2.5				D		7		13		D		35		-65		Portugal		1x		5x		4x		9x		1+18+27+4=50

		H		2.2						SLOVENIA		2.5		2.5				H		3		13		H		19		-81												50:19=2,6

		IRL		2.4						IRELAND		2.4		2.4				IRL		7		11		IRL		39		-61		Slovenia		1x		9x		9x		1x		1+18+27+4=50

		NL		2.6						GERMANY		2.3		2.3				NL		9		9		NL		50		-50												50:20=2,5

		P		2.6						HUNGARY		2.2		2.2				P		13		6		P		72		-28

		SLO		2.5						AUSTRIA		1.6		1.6				SLO		10		10		SLO		50		-50

		B4 In practice, inclusive education of children with SEN in primary schools

		is for their parents related with direct/indirect costs

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(very high –                                                      – none)

		Austria		Direct costs		4				A		Direct costs		2				A		direct costs		4		0				A		direct		1

				Indirect costs		3						Indirect costs		1						indirect costs		3		1						indirect		-1

		Belgium (FL)		Direct costs		3				B (FL)		Direct costs		1				B (FL)		direct costs		3		1				B (FL)		direct		-1

				Indirect costs		2						Indirect costs		0						indirect costs		2		2						indirect		-2

		Finland		Direct costs		4				FIN		Direct costs		2				FIN		direct costs		4		0				FIN		direct		1

				Indirect costs		4						Indirect costs		2						indirect costs		4		0						indirect		1

		France		Direct costs		4				F		Direct costs		2				F		direct costs		4		0				F		direct		1

				Indirect costs		3						Indirect costs		1						indirect costs		3		1						indirect		-1

		Germany		Direct costs		4				D		Direct costs		2				D		direct costs		4		0				D		direct		1

				Indirect costs		3						Indirect costs		1						indirect costs		3		1						indirect		-1

		Hungary		Direct costs		2				H		Direct costs		0				H		direct costs		2		2				H		direct		-2

				Indirect costs		2						Indirect costs		0						indirect costs		2		2						indirect		-2

		Ireland		Direct costs		3				IRL		Direct costs		1				IRL		direct costs		3		1				IRL		direct		-1

				Indirect costs		3						Indirect costs		1						indirect costs		3		1						indirect		-2

		Netherlands		Direct costs		4				NL		Direct costs		2				NL		direct costs		4		0				NL		direct		1

				Indirect costs		2						Indirect costs		0						indirect costs		2		2						indirect		-2

		Portugal		Direct costs		4				P		Direct costs		2				P		direct costs		4		0				P		direct		1

				Indirect costs		4						Indirect costs		2						indirect costs		4		0						indirect		1

		Slovenia		Direct costs		3				SLO		Direct costs		1				SLO		direct costs		3		1				SLO		direct		-1

				Indirect costs		2						Indirect costs		0						indirect costs		2		2						indirect		-2

										A		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		3

										B (FL)		Direct costs		3

												Indirect costs		2

										FIN		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		4

										F		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		3

										D		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		3

										H		Direct costs		2

												Indirect costs		2

										IRL		Direct costs		3

												Indirect costs		3

										NL		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		2

										P		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		4

										SLO		Direct costs		3

												Indirect costs		2

		B7 Equal access to community schools

				Persons with disabilities or SEN have access to the schools in their community on an equal basis with others.

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(None            some           most            all)

		Austria		3				A		3				A		3

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		3				FIN		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3				F		3

		Germany		2				D		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		–				NL		?				NL		0

		Portugal		4				P		4				P		4

		Slovenia		2				SLO		2				SLO		2

		B18 Equal access to tertiary education

				B18

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that persons with disabilities have access vocational to lifelong learning without discrimination and on an equal basis with others.

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No       rather not      rather yes        Yes)

		Austria		–				A		0

		Belgium (FL)		3				B (FL)		3

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		2				F		2

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		4				NL		4

		Portugal		2				P		2

		Slovenia		1				SLO		1

		B5 Participation of parents in decision making on inclusive education

				In decision making processes, if parents articulate a preference for inclusive education it is followed.

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(Never      sometimes     often      always)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		1				NL		1

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		B6 Assessment procedures support inclusive education

				The practiced procedures of assessment of special educational needs support inclusive education:

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No      rather not    rather yes       Yes)

		Austria		3				A		3

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		1				D		1

		Hungary		3				H		3

		Ireland		2				IRL		2

		Netherlands		2				NL		2

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		B9 / B11 / B12

		Accommodation of the individual’s access and learning requirements

				In practice … accommodated to individual requirements

				of persons with SEN

						B11		B12

				B9		adaptive technology		functional assistance and care provision

				staff to support the learning process

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not      rather yes         Yes)										staff to support the learning process		adaptive technology		functional assistance and care provision								staff to support the learning process		adaptive technology		functional assistance and care provision

		Austria		2		2		2				A		2		2		2						A		2		2		2

		Belgium (FL)		2		2		3				B (FL)		2		2		3						B (FL)		2		2		3

		Finland		3		3		4				FIN		3		3		4						FIN		3		3		4

		France		2		1		3				F		2		1		3						F		2		1		3

		Germany		2		3		3				D		2		3		3						D		2		3		3

		Hungary		2		2		2				H		2		2		2						H		2		2		2

		Ireland		2		2		3				IRL		2		2		3						IRL		2		2		3

		Netherlands		2		2		2				NL		2		2		2						NL		2		2		2

		Portugal		2		3		1				P		2		3		1						P		2		3		1

		Slovenia		2		2		3				SLO		2		2		3						SLO		2		2		3

		B8 / B10

		Accommodation of the individual’s access and learning requirements

				In practice … accommodated to individual requirements

				of persons with SEN

				B8		B10

				architectural conditions in schools		classroom sizes

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not      rather yes         Yes)								architectural conditions in schools		classroom sizes

		Austria		2		2				A		2		2

		Belgium (FL)		2		2				B (FL)		2		2

		Finland		3		3				FIN		3		3

		France		2		1				F		2		1

		Germany		2		3				D		2		3

		Hungary		2		2				H		2		2

		Ireland		2		2				IRL		2		2

		Netherlands		3		2				NL		3		2

		Portugal		2		3				P		2		3

		Slovenia		2		2				SLO		2		2

				B13

				In practice educational measures are accommodated to individual’s requirements (i.e. individual curricula, didactical adaption, teaching methods, testing)

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not     rather yes         Yes)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		4				FIN		4

		France		2				F		2

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		3				H		3

		Ireland		2				IRL		2

		Netherlands		3				NL		3

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		B14 Facilitation of learning of Braille and sign language

		B15 Facilitation of learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation

				B14		B15

				In case of demand, it is practice, that the learning of Braille and sign language is facilitated		In case of demand, in practice the learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation is facilitated

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not     rather yes         Yes)

		Austria		2		1				A		2		1

		Belgium (FL)		4		3				B (FL)		4		3

		Finland		4		4				FIN		4		4

		France		3		3				F		3		3

		Germany		2		2				D		2		2

		Hungary		2		–				H		2		0

		Ireland		2		2				IRL		2		2

		Netherlands		3		3				NL		3		3

		Portugal		4		4				P		4		4

		Slovenia		3		3				SLO		3		3

		B16 Training of teachers and staff

		B17 Employment of qualified teachers

		Participant		B16		B17

				Training of teachers is oriented to the requirements of inclusive education		In practice qualified teachers and staff are employed to provide effective inclusive education.

				(inclusive teaching methods, incorporation of disability awareness, the use of appropriate augmentative and alternative modes, means and formats of communication, educational techniques and materials to support persons with disabilities).

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not     rather yes         Yes)

		Austria		2		2				A		2		2

		Belgium (FL)		2		3				B (FL)		2		3

		Finland		3		3				FIN		3		3

		France		1		1				F		1		1

		Germany		2		2				D		2		2

		Hungary		2		2				H		2		2

		Ireland		2		2				IRL		2		2

		Netherlands		2		2				NL		2		2

		Portugal		2		2				P		2		2

		Slovenia		2		2				SLO		2		2

		B19 Monitoring of development of inclusive education

		There is a systematic national data collection and monitoring on progress of inclusive education.

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not     rather yes         Yes)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		4				F		4

		Germany		4				D		4

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		1				NL		1

		Portugal		3				P		3

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3





Tabelle2

		





C1 before (C1-C3)

		2009
SLO		2009
SLO		2009
SLO

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
P		2009
P		2009
P

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
NL		2009
NL		2009
NL

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
IRL		2009
IRL		2009
IRL

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
H		2009
H		2009
H

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
D		2009
D		2009
D

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
F		2009
F		2009
F

		2008		2008		2008

		2007		2007		2007

		2004		2004		2004

		2009
FIN		2009
FIN		2009
FIN

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
B (FL)		2009
B (FL)		2009
B (FL)

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
A		2009
A		2009
A

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000



on pre-school level

on primary-school level

at secondary school level

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

0,8

0,8

0,7

0,7

–

–

–

–

0,2

0,2

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

6,7

6,5

6,3

6,0

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

4,0

4,0

3,8

3,7

0

1.9

0

0

1.9

0

0

2.1

0

0

2.2

0

0

0.2

0

0

0.2

0

0

0.3

0

0

0.3

0

0

2.2

2.9

0

2.3

3.6

0

2.1

4.5

0

1.9

5

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2.6

0

0

3.4

0

0

3.8

0

0

0

0

0.5

3.6

6.5

0.5

3.5

5.2

0.2

3.5

5.4

0.6

3.2

4.9

0

0

0

0

0

2.1

0

0

1.9

0

0

1.5

1.2

1.4

2

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.8

6.7

4

0.8

6.5

4

0.7

6.3

3.8

0.7

6

3.7

0

2.1

2.1

0

2.1

2.1

0

2

2

0

2

2



C2 before (C4)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no  –    very few – some – important

1

2

3

4

2

4

3

3

4

3



C3 before (C7)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no – very little – rather – very positive

2

2

2

4

2

2

3

3

4

2



C4 before (C18+17)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no – very little – partly –  very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

2

2

2

3

2

1

2

2

3

1

3

2

1

2

2



C5

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no devel. – very little – partly positive – very

3

1

3

3

2

2

3

2

3

3



C6

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no – very little –  partly – very pos.

1

3

3

3

2

3

3

2

4

3



C7 before (C8+C10)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no  – very little – partly – very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

1

3

1

3

3

4

1

2

2

2

1

3

4

3

3

3

3

2

2



C8 before (C9, 11,12)

		A		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN		FIN

		F		F		F

		D		D		D

		H		H		H

		IRL		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL		NL

		P		P		P

		SLO		SLO		SLO



no – very little – partly – very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

0

1

1

2

3

3

3

3

3

2

3

0

2

3

3

2

0

2

3

3

3

2

3

2

3

3

2

2

2

2



C9 before (C13)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no – very little – partly –  very pos.

2

3

3

3

2

2

3

3

3

3



C10 before (C14+15)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no  –  very little –   partly  –  very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

1

1

3

3

3

3

2

1

2

2

3

2

3

2

3

3

2

3

2

2



C11 before (C16)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no        partly not   partly yes      yes

2

1

2

2

2

3

4

2

1

2



C16+17alt

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no          partly not     partly yes         yes

Development of teacher training and of equal access to vocational training

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

1

3

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

2

4

3

2

3

1

1

2

2



C12 before (C19)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no – very little –  partly  –  very pos.

1

1

2

3

3

3

2

2

1

3



C13 before (C20+21)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no – very little – partly – very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

1

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

3

3

2

3

3

3

2

3

3

3

3



C14 before (C22)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



higher  – the same  – lower  – much lower then 2010

2

3

2

2

3

2

2

1

3

3



ResultC-neu

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



negative             positive

24

-76

46

-54

73

-27

53

-47

32

-68

40

-60

82

-18

57

-43

70

-30

40

-60



Tabelle3

				Development of inclusive education (C1a, C2a, C3a)												Development of inclusive education

						on pre-school level		on primary-school level		at secondary school level								C1b on pre-school level		C2b on primary-school level		C3b at secondary school level

		SLO		2009		–		1.9		–								can be assessed as

				2006		–		1.9		–						SLO		–		2		–

				2003		–		2.1		–						P		–		3		–

				2000		–		2.2		–						NL		–		3		3

																IRL		4		3		3

		P		2009		–		0.2		–						H		3		3		–

				2006		–		0.2		–						D		2		2		2

				2003		–		0.3		–						F		–		–		2

				2000		–		0.3		–						FIN		4		4		3

																B (FL)		3		2		2

		NL		2009		–		2.2		2.9						A		2		3		3

				2006		–		2.3		3.6

				2003		–		2.1		4.5

				2000		–		1.9		5.0

		IRL		2009		?		?		?

				2006		?		?		?																Result of Barometer assessment Part C: Progress towards Inclusive Education

				2003		?		?		?																		How do you assess the development …

				2000		?		?		?																Participant		1 –––––––––––– 2 –––––––––––– 3 –––––––––––– 4

																												(very negative – rather negative – rather positive – very positive)

		H		2009		–		2.6		–																Austria		9x		7x		5x		0x		9+14+15=38

				2006		–		3.4		–																										38:21=1,8

				2003		–		3.8		–																Belgium (FL)		6x		7x		11x		0x		6+14+33=53

				2000		–		–		–																										53:24=2,2

																										Finland		0x		6x		14x		2x		12+42+8=62

		D		2009		0.5		3.6		6.5																										62:22=2,8

				2006		0.5		3.5		5.2																France		2x		7x		7x		3x		2+14+21+12=49

				2003		0.2		3.5		5.4																										49:19=2,6

				2000		0.6		3.2		4.9																Germany		0x		15x		7x		0x		30+21=51

																																				51:22=2,6

		F		2009		–		–		–		–														Hungary		2x		10x		7x		1x		2+20+21+4=47

				2008		–		–		2.1		30.2%																								47:20=2,4

				2007		–		–		1.9		30.5%														Ireland		0x		4x		15x		3x		8+45+12=65

				2004		–		–		1.5		32.9%																								65:22=3,0

																										Netherlands		2x		7x		12x		0x		2+14+36=52

		FIN		2009		1.2		1.4		2.0		14%																								52:21=2,5

				2006		–		–		–		25%														Portugal		3x		3x		11x		3x		3+6+33+12=54

				2003		–		–		–		28%																								54:23=2,3

				2000		–		–		–		46%														Slovenia		0x		12x		8x		0x		24+24=48

																																				48:20=2,4

		B (FL)		2009		0.8		6.7		4.0

				2006		0.8		6.5		4.0

				2003		0.7		6.3		3.8

				2000		0.7		6.0		3.7

		A		2009		–		2.1		2.1

				2006		–		2.1		2.1

				2003		–		2.0		2.0

				2000		–		2.0		2.0

		Result of Barometer assessment Part C: Progress towards Inclusive Education																				positiv		negativ						positiv%		negativ%

		A		1.8				FINLAND		2.8		FIN				9+14+15=38				A		5		16				A		24		-76

		B (FL)		2.2				FRANCE		2.6		F				38:21=1,8				B (FL)		11		13				B (FL)		46		-54

		FIN		2.8				GERMANY		2.6		D				6+14+33=53				FIN		16		6				FIN		73		-27

		F		2.6				NETHERLANDS		2.5		NL				53:24=2,2				F		10		9				F		53		-47

		D		2.6				HUNGARY		2.4		H				12+42+8=62				D		7		15				D		32		-68

		H		2.4				SLOVENIA		2.4		SLO				62:22=2,8				H		8		12				H		40		-60

		IRL		0				PORTUGAL		2.3		P				2+14+21+12=49				IRL		18		4				IRL		82		-18

		NL		2.5				BELGIUM (FL)		2.2		B (FL)				49:19=2,6				NL		12		9				NL		57		-43

		P		2.3				AUSTRIA		1.8		A				30+21=51				P		14		6				P		70		-30

		SLO		2.4				IRELAND		0		IRL				51:22=2,6				SLO		8		12				SLO		40		-60

																2+20+21+4=47

																47:20=2,4

		C4 Development of legal consistency and framework for inclusive education														?

		Developments of consistency in relevant sectors have taken place to favour inclusive education since 2003 (EYPD)														2+14+36=52

		Participant		can be assessed as												52:21=2,5

				1 –––––––––––––– 2 –––––––––––––– 3 –––––––––––––– 4												3+6+33+12=54

				(no initiatives – very few initiatives – some changes – important changes)												54:23=2,3

		Austria		1				A		1						24+24=48

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2						48:20=2,4

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		4				F		4

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		4				H		4

		Ireland		?				IRL		3

		Netherlands		3				NL		3

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		C7 Development of equal access to community schools

				How do you assess the development of

				possibilities of persons with disabilities or SEN to have access to the schools in their community on an equal basis with others?

		Participant		The development since 2003 (EYPD) can be assessed as

				1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		2				FIN		2

		France		4				F		4

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		?				IRL		3

		Netherlands		3				NL		3

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		2				SLO		2

		C18 Development of equal access to life long learning

				How do you assess the development of

				equal access of persons with SEN to life long learning service?								C17

		Participant		The development since 2003 (EYPD) can be assessed as								How do you assess the development of equal access of persons with SEN to vocational training since 2003 (EYPD)?

				1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		2				A		2		3

		Belgium (FL)		3				B (FL)		3		3

		Finland		3				FIN		3		2

		France		2				F		2		2

		Germany		3				D		3		2

		Hungary		1				H		1		2

		Ireland		?				IRL		2		3

		Netherlands		1				NL		1		3

		Portugal		2				P		2		1

		Slovenia		2				SLO		2		2

		C5 Development of participation in decision making on inclusive education since 2003

		In the decision making processes, if persons with disabilities/their advocates (parents) articulate a preference for inclusive education it is followe?.

		Participant		The development since 2003 (EYPD) can be assessed as

				1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		3				A		3

		Belgium (FL)		1				B (FL)		1

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		2				NL		2

		Portugal		3				P		3

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		C6 Development of inclusive orientation of assessment procedures

		Since 2003 (EYPD) there has been a development of assessment procedures of special educational needs to support inclusive education

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		1						A		1

		Belgium (FL)		3						B (FL)		3

		Finland		3						FIN		3

		France		3						F		3

		Germany		2						D		2

		Hungary		3						H		3

		Ireland		3						IRL		3

		Netherlands		2						NL		2

		Portugal		4						P		4

		Slovenia		3						SLO		3

		C8 / C10

		Development of the individual’s access and learning requirements

				Conditions in regular schools …

				develop to realize accessibility for persons with SEN

				C8		C10

				architectural conditions in schools		classroom sizes

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		3		1				A		3		1

		Belgium (FL)		3		1				B (FL)		3		1

		Finland		3		3				FIN		3		3

		France		4		1				F		4		1

		Germany		2		2				D		2		2

		Hungary		2		1				H		2		1

		Ireland		3		4				IRL		3		4

		Netherlands		3		3				NL		3		3

		Portugal		3		3				P		3		3

		Slovenia		2		2				SLO		2		2

		C9 / C11 / C12

		Development of the individual’s access and learning requirements

				Conditions in regular schools …

				develop to realize accessibility for persons with SEN?

				C9		C11		C12

				staff to support the learning process		adaptive technology		functional assistance and care provision

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		_		1		1		A		0		1		1

		Belgium (FL)		2		3		3		B (FL)		2		3		3

		Finland		3		3		3		FIN		3		3		3

		France		2		3		?		F		2		3		0

		Germany		2		3		3		D		2		3		3

		Hungary		2		?		2		H		2		0		2

		Ireland		3		3		3		IRL		3		3		3

		Netherlands		2		3		2		NL		2		3		2

		Portugal		3		3		2		P		3		3		2

		Slovenia		2		2		2		SLO		2		2		2

		C13 Development of accommodation of educational measures

				How do you assess the development …

				of accommodation of educational measures in inclusive settings since 2003 (EYPD) (i.e. individual curricula, didactical adaption, teaching methods, testing)?

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		3				B (FL)		3

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		3				NL		3

		Portugal		3				P		3

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		C14 Development of facilitation of learning of Braille and sign language

		C15 Development of facilitation of learning of augmentative and alternative forms?

		of communication and orientation

				How do you assess the development …

				C14		C15

				with respect to the facilitation of learning of Braille and sign language in inclusive settings, if this is necessary because of individual requirements?		with respect to the facilitation of learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation in inclusive settings, if this is necessary because of individual requirements?

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		1		1				A		1		1

		Belgium (FL)		3		3				B (FL)		3		3

		Finland		3		3				FIN		3		3

		France		2		1				F		2		1

		Germany		2		2				D		2		2

		Hungary		3		2				H		3		2

		Ireland		3		2				IRL		3		2

		Netherlands		3		3				NL		3		3

		Portugal		2		3				P		2		3

		Slovenia		2		2				SLO		2		2

		C16 Development of teacher training

		C17 Development of equal access to vocational training

				C16		C17						C16		C17						C18		C17

				Has teacher training become more oriented to inclusive education since 2003 (EYPD)?		How do you assess the development of equal access of persons with SEN to vocational training since 2003 (EYPD)?						Has teacher training become more oriented to inclusive education since 2003 (EYPD)?		How do you assess the development of equal access of persons with SEN to vocational training since 2003 (EYPD)?						lifelong learning		How do you assess the development of equal access of persons with SEN to vocational training since 2003 (EYPD)?

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(no        rather not     rather yes         yes)

		Austria		2						A		2		3				A		2		3

		Belgium (FL)		1						B (FL)		1		3				B (FL)		3		3

		Finland		2						FIN		2		2				FIN		3		2

		France		2						F		2		2				F		2		2

		Germany		2						D		2		2				D		3		2

		Hungary		3						H		3		2				H		1		2

		Ireland		4						IRL		4		3				IRL		2		3

		Netherlands		2						NL		2		3				NL		1		3

		Portugal		1						P		1		1				P		2		1

		Slovenia		2						SLO		2		2				SLO		2		2

		C19 Development of monitoring systems on inclusive education

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(very negative – rather negative – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		1				A		1

		Belgium (FL)		1				B (FL)		1

		Finland		2				FIN		2

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		3				D		3

		Hungary		3				H		3

		Ireland		2				IRL		2

		Netherlands		2				NL		2

		Portugal		1				P		1

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		C20 Development of activities of professional associations to promote inclusive education

		C21 Development of measures for awareness raising of governments to promote inclusive education

				How do you assess the development …

				C20		C21

				of commitment and activities of professional associations (like associations of special teachers, special schools, teacher unions) to promote inclusive education?		of measures for awareness raising of governments to promote inclusive education?

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(very negative – rather negative – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		2		1				A		2		1

		Belgium (FL)		2		2				B (FL)		2		2

		Finland		2		3				FIN		2		3

		France		3		3				F		3		3

		Germany		3		3				D		3		3

		Hungary		3		2				H		3		2

		Ireland		3		3				IRL		3		3

		Netherlands		3		2				NL		3		2

		Portugal		3		3				P		3		3

		Slovenia		3		3				SLO		3		3

		C22 Perspectives on progression

		Can be expected that by 2015 the percentage of persons with SEN that are not included in regular schools?

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(higher then 2010           – the same      –     lower –       much lower then 2010)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		3				B (FL)		3

		Finland		2				FIN		2

		France		2				F		2

		Germany		3				D		3

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		2				IRL		2

		Netherlands		1				NL		1

		Portugal		3				P		3

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3





alt ResultC
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no develop.– very little –  rather pos.  –  very pos.

Result of Barometer assessment Part C: 
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Carmen Dorrance (2011) 
based on  European Agency for Development in Special Needs Education  Country Data 2010 
http://www.european-agency.org/publications/ereports/special-needs-education-country-data-2010/SNE-Country-Data-2010.pdf
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Pupils with SEN in schools
All compulsory school aged pupils with SEN
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By statutory legislation, primary inclusive education is free.

NO                     YES

1

-1

1

1

1

1

1

-1

1

1



A3 before (A6,A3,A17)

		A		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN		FIN

		F		F		F

		D		D		D

		H		H		H

		IRL		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL		NL

		P		P		P

		SLO		SLO		SLO



the schools in their community

secondary inclusive education

vocational to lifelong learning
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By statutory legislation, children with disabilities rsp. their parents effectively participate in the decision-making on inclusive education.
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The procedures of assessment special educational needs support inclusive education?
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1 architectural conditions

2 staff to support the learning process

2 classroom sizes

4 adaptive technology

5 functional assistance and care provision

NO                YES

By statutory legislation, it is assured that … 
accommodated to individual’s requirements?
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		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



1 architectural conditions

2 classroom sizes

NO                      YES

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

1

-1

-1

-1

1

0

-1

-1

-1

-1

-1

-1

1

-1

1

1

1

1

1

-1



A7 before (A8, A10, A11)

		A		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN		FIN

		F		F		F

		D		D		D

		H		H		H

		IRL		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL		NL

		P		P		P

		SLO		SLO		SLO



2 staff to support the learning process

4 adaptive technology

5 functional assistance and care provision

NO                YES

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

-1

-1

-1

-1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

-1

-1

-1

-1

-1

-1

1

1

1

-1

1

-1

1

1

-1

1

1

1



A8 before (A12)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



NO                     YES

-1

-1

1

1

-1

1

1

-1

1

1



A9 before (A13-14)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



Braille and sign language

augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation

NO                  YES

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

0

1

1

-1

1

1

1

1

-1

-1

0

-1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

0



A10 before (A15-16)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



the training of teachers is oriented to the requirements of

qualified teachers and staff are employed to provide effective

NO                        YES

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

-1

1

-1

-1

-1

1

1

1

-1

-1

-1

1

-1

1

-1

-1

-1

-1

0

1



A11 before (A18)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



NO                             YES

1

-1

1

1

1

1

1

1

-1

1



alt Result A

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



NO

YES

no                 yes

Result of Barometer assessment 
Part A: Statutory Legislation and Prescriptions

9

14

2

2

16

12

4

11

6

4

-9

10

-14

4

-2

17

-2

16

-16

2

-12

7

-4

14

-11

7

-6

12

-4

16



ResultA-alt

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



52.6

22.2

89.4

88.9

11.1

36.8

77.8

38.9

66.7

80



ResultA-neu-zweiteilig

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



negative                positive

52.6

-47

22.2

-78

89.4

-11

88.9

-11

11.1

-89

36.8

-63

77.8

-22

38.9

-61

66.7

-33

80

-20



Tabelle1

		AUSTRIA

		Question		Data												Notes and sources used

		1. Number of compulsory school aged pupils (including those with SEN		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria. Detailed statistical information for Austria is available from: http://www.statistik.at/web_de/statistiken/bildung_ und_kultur/index.html. The data presents the number of students from grade one to nine, irrespective of age.

				737662				64857

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				312888		424774		18677		4618		802519		2008/2009

		2. Number of compulsory school aged pupils who have SEN (in all educational settings)		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria.

				27555				970

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				9601		17954		307		663		28525		2008/2009

		3. Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria.

				11276				511

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				3205		8071		161		350		11787		2008/2009

		3. Pupils with SEN in segregated special classes in mainstream schools		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria.

				864				101

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				323		541		27		74		965		2008/2009

		5. Pupils with SEN in fully inclusive settings		Public Sector				Private Sector				Total		Academic Year of Reference		Source: Statistics Austria.

				15415				358

				Primary		Secondary		Primary		Secondary

				6073		9342		119		239		15773		2008/2009

		6. Compulsory age phase		9 years of compulsory education (age 6 to 15). 4 years primary education (age 6 to 10), 5 years secondary education (age 10 to 15).

																								All compulsory school aged pupils with SEN				Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools		Pupils with SEN in segregated special classes in mainstream schools		Pupils with SEN in fully inclusiv settings

		AUSTRIA		S insgesamt		802519																		28525		AUSTRIA		11787		965		15773

				Separierte		11276																		54336		BELGIUM (FLEMISH)		46091		0		8245

				Integrierte		965																		30993		BELGIUM (FRENCH)		30773		0		220

				Inkludierte		15773																		45493		FINLAND		6782		14574		24137

		BELGIUM (FLEMISH SPEAKING COMMUNITY)		S insgesamt		871920																		356803		FRANCE		75504		161351		119948

				Separierte		46091																		479741		GERMANY		399229		0		80512

				Integrierte		0																		70747		HUNGARY		33014		0		37733

				Inkludierte		8245																		33908		IRELAND		4976		2380		26552

		BELGIUM (FRENCH SPEAKING COMMUNITY)		S insgesamt		687137																		103821		NETHERLANDS		64425		0		39396

				Separierte		30773																		35894		PORTUGAL		2660		2115		31119

				Integrierte		0																		10504		SLOVENIA		2829		400		7275

				Inkludierte		220

				Part of compulsory school aged pupils without SEN		Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools		Pupils with SEN in segregated special classes in mainstream schools		Pupils with SEN in fully inclusiv settings		All compulsory school aged pupils with and without SEN		All compulsory school aged pupils with SEN

		AUSTRIA		773994		11787		965		15773		802519		28525		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Statistics Austria. Detailed statistical information for Austria is available from: http://www.statistik.at/web_de/statistiken/bildung_ und_kultur/index.html. The data presents the number of students from grade one to nine, irrespective of age.

		BELGIUM (FLEMISH)		817584		46091		0		8245		871920		54336		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Statistical yearbook of Flemish education.

		BELGIUM (FRENCH)		656144		30773		0		220		687137		30993		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: ETNIC.

		FINLAND		513886		6782		14574		24137		559379		45493		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Statistics Finland. WERA web reports: https://www.data.oph.fi/wera/wera

		FRANCE		12185297		75504		161351		119948		12542100		356803		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Ministry of National Education. Direction de l’évaluation de la prospective et de la performance (DEPP). Repères et références statistiques sur les enseignements, la formation et la recherche. Vanves: DPP, 2009. ISBN 978-2- 11-097805-9

		GERMANY		7756480		399229		0		80512		8236221		479741		Academic Year of Reference: 2007/2008, Source: KMK – Kultusministerkonferenz – the information includes 16 German Bundesländer: http://www.kmk.org/statistik/schule/statistische-veroeffentlichungen/schueler-klassen-lehrer-und- absolventen-der-schulen.html

		HUNGARY		1204618		33014		0		37733		1275365		70747		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Statistical Yearbook of Education 2008/09.

		IRELAND		615258		4976		2380		26552		649166		33908		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Department of Education and Skills.

		NETHERLANDS		2307373		64425		0		39396		2411194		103821		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Ministry of Education.

		PORTUGAL		1745626		2660		2115		31119		1781520		35894		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: MISI – www.misi.min-edu.pt

		SLOVENIA		152398		2829		400		7275		162902		10504		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Statistics Base: Ministry of Education and Sport.

		CYPRUS		92493		293		583		4569		97938		5445		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Annual Report – Ministry of Education and Culture.

		CZECH REPUBLIC		764493		30092		7026		34761		836372		71879		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: IIE (Institute for Information on Education) database.

		DENMARK		685411		12757		18986		1990		719144		33733		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Uni-C, Statistics Denmark, The Danish Educational Support Agency, Ministry of Education.

		ESTONIA		102303		3365		1459		5611		112738		10435		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Estonian Educational Information System.

		GREECE		1116344		7483		22471		0		1146298		29954		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Ministry of Education, Lifelong Learning and Religious Affairs: www.ypepth.gr

		ICELAND		32861		143		348		10159		43511		10650		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Statistics Iceland.

		LATVIA		175975		6363		1175		1519		185032		9057		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: All data for questions 1–5 is taken from the statistics report of the Ministry of Education and Science. The data is available on the website: www.izm.gov.lv

		LITHUANIA		388623		4253		855		46773		440504		51881		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Centre of Information Technologies of Education.

		LUXEMBOURG		62963		663		0		711		64337		1374		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Ministry of Education. Luxembourg: www.men.lu

		MALTA		45949		137		13		2495		48594		2645		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Ministry of Education of Malta.

		NORWAY		567081		1929		5321		41552		615883		48802		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: All statistical data is gathered from the official Compulsory School Statistics (GSI).

		POLAND		4383169		59880		0		68074		4511123		127954		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Ministry of National Education.

		SPAIN		4332915		17400		0		86943		4437258		104343		Academic Year of Reference: 2007/2008, Source: Ministry of Education. Subdirección General de Estadística. Statistics Service.

		SWEDEN		892412		516		13261		0		906189		13777		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Database of the Swedish National Agency for Education.

		SWITZERLAND		735749		16223		25422		0		777394		41645		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Education Statistics 2009, Federal Statistical Office FSO: www.statistik.admin.ch

		UNITED KINGDOM – ENGLAND		7807770		96130		16190		113600		8033690		225920		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF). SFR 14/2009 – Special Educational Needs (SEN) in England, January 2009

		UNITED KINGDOM – NORTHERN IRELAND		261527		3711		1705		7331		274274		12747		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: Northern Ireland School Census 2009/10.

		UNITED KINGDOM – SCOTLAND		602566		6659		1481		37217		647923		45357		Academic Year of Reference: 2009/2010, Source: The Scottish Government, Pupils in Scotland 2009 Statistical Bulletin and Independent School Census.

		UNITED KINGDOM – WALES		364608		3070		2843		6982		377503		12895		Academic Year of Reference: 2008/2009, Source: Schools in Wales General Statistics 2009.

						Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools		Pupils with SEN in segregated special classes in mainstream schools		Pupils with SEN in fully inclusiv settings						Pupils with SEN in segregated special schools

		802519		AUSTRIA		1.5		0.1		2.0				PORTUGAL		0.1		0-2,0

		871920		BELGIUM (FLEMISH)		5.3		0		0.9				IRELAND		0.8

		687137		BELGIUM (FRENCH)		4.5		0		0				FINLAND		1.2

		559379		FINLAND		1.2		2.6		4.3				AUSTRIA		1.5

		12542100		FRANCE		6.0		1.3		1.0				SLOVENIA		1.7

		8236221		GERMANY		4.8		0		1.0				HUNGARY		2.6		2,1-4,0

		1275365		HUNGARY		2.6		0		3.0				NETHERLANDS		2.7

		649166		IRELAND		0.8		0.4		4.1				BELGIUM (FRENCH)		4.5		4,1-6,0

		2411194		NETHERLANDS		2.7		0		1.6				GERMANY		4.8

		1781520		PORTUGAL		0.1		0.1		1.7				BELGIUM (FLEMISH)		5.3

		162902		SLOVENIA		1.7		0.2		4.5				FRANCE		6.0

		97938		CYPRUS		0.3		0.6		4.7				UNITED KINGDOM – WALES		0.8		0-2,0

		836372		CZECH REPUBLIC		3.6		0.8		4.2				SWEDEN		0.1

		719144		DENMARK		1.8		2.6		0.3				NORWAY		0.3

		112738		ESTONIA		3.0		1.3		5.0				MALTA		0.3

		1146298		GREECE		0.6		2.0		0.0				ICELAND		0.3

		43511		ICELAND		0.3		0.8		23.3				CYPRUS		0.3

		185032		LATVIA		3.4		0.6		0.8				SPAIN		0.4

		440504		LITHUANIA		1.0		0.2		10.6				GREECE		0.6

		64337		LUXEMBOURG		1.0		0		1.1				UNITED KINGDOM – SCOTLAND		1.0

		48594		MALTA		0.3		0		5.1				LUXEMBOURG		1.0

		615883		NORWAY		0.3		0.9		6.7				LITHUANIA		1.0

		4511123		POLAND		1.3		0		1.5				UNITED KINGDOM – ENGLAND		1.2

		4437258		SPAIN		0.4		0		2.0				POLAND		1.3

		906189		SWEDEN		0.1		1.5		0.0				UNITED KINGDOM – NORTHERN IRELAND		1.4

		777394		SWITZERLAND		2.1		3.3		0.0				DENMARK		1.8

		8033690		UNITED KINGDOM – ENGLAND		1.2		0.2		1.4				SWITZERLAND		2.1		2,1-4,0

		274274		UNITED KINGDOM – NORTHERN IRELAND		1.4		0.6		2.7				ESTONIA		3.0

		647923		UNITED KINGDOM – SCOTLAND		1.0		1.3		5.7				LATVIA		3.4

		377503		UNITED KINGDOM – WALES		0.8		0.8		1.8				CZECH REPUBLIC		3.6

								integriert

		germany2009/10				387792		97592

				4509574		Sek.1

				2952693		primar

		Summe Sek1+GS		7462267

		2008/09allg.+FÖS-Vollzeitschulpflicht		7990121		393491

		Dif. 2008/09		7596630

		Summe Sek1+GS		7462267

		Result PART A:		YES		NO						yes %						yes %		no%

		A		10		-9				A		53				A		53		-47

		B (FL)		4		-14				B (FL)		22				B (FL)		22		-78

		FIN		17		-2				FIN		89				FIN		89		-11

		F		16		-2				F		89				F		89		-11

		D		2		-16				D		11				D		11		-89

		H		7		-12				H		37				H		37		-63

		IRL		14		-4				IRL		78				IRL		78		-22

		NL		7		-11				NL		39				NL		39		-61

		P		12		-6				P		67				P		67		-33

		SLO		16		-4				SLO		80				SLO		80		-20

		AUSTRIA

		BELGIUM (FL)

		FINLAND

		FRANCE

		GERMANY

		HUNGARY

		IRELAND

		NETHERLANDS

		PORTUGAL

		SLOVENIA

		A7 / A8 / A9 / A10 / A11 Accommodation of the individual’s access and

		learning requirements

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that …

				accommodated to individual’s requirements.

				the architectural conditions are		staff to support the learning process is		classroom sizes are		adaptive technology is		functional assistance and care provision are

		Participant		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)						1 architectural conditions		2 staff to support the learning process		2 classroom sizes		4 adaptive technology		5 functional assistance and care provision

		Austria		YES		NO		NO		NO		NO				A		1		-1		-1		-1		-1

		Belgium (FL)		NO		NO		NO		YES		YES				B (FL)		-1		-1		-1		1		1

		Finland		YES		YES		YES and NO		YES		YES				FIN		1		1		0		1		1

		France		NO		YES		NO		YES		YES				F		-1		1		-1		1		1

		Germany		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO				D		-1		-1		-1		-1		-1

		Hungary		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO				H		-1		-1		-1		-1		-1

		Ireland		YES		YES		NO		YES		YES				IRL		1		1		-1		1		1

		Netherlands		YES		NO		YES		YES		NO				NL		1		-1		1		1		-1

		Portugal		YES		YES		YES		YES		NO				P		1		1		1		1		-1

		Slovenia		YES		YES		NO		YES		YES				SLO		1		1		-1		1		1

				A2 Free primary inclusive education						A2 Free primary inclusive education

						By statutory legislation, primary inclusive education is free.						By statutory legislation, primary inclusive education is free.

				Participant		(YES / NO)				A		1

				Austria		YES				B (FL)		-1

				Belgium (FL)		NO				FIN		1

				Finland		YES				F		1

				France		YES				D		1

				Germany		YES				H		1

				Hungary		YES				IRL		1

				Ireland		YES				NL		-1

				Netherlands		NO				P		1

				Portugal		YES				SLO		1

				Slovenia		YES

		A6 Equal access to community schools

		A3 Equal access to secondary inclusive education

		A17 Equal access to tertiary education

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that persons with disabilities have access to ...  on an equal basis with others.

				A6		A3		A17						A6		A3		A17

		Participant		the schools in their community		secondary inclusive education		vocational to lifelong learning						the schools in their community		secondary inclusive education		vocational to lifelong learning

		Austria		YES		YES		NO				A		1		1		-1

		Belgium (FL)		NO		NO		NO				B (FL)		-1		-1		-1

		Finland		YES		YES		YES				FIN		1		1		1

		France		YES		YES		YES				F		1		1		1

		Germany		NO		NO		NO				D		-1		-1		-1

		Hungary		NO		NO		YES				H		-1		-1		1

		Ireland		NO		YES		NO				IRL		-1		1		-1

		Netherlands		NO		NO		YES				NL		-1		-1		1

		Portugal		YES		YES		NO				P		1		1		-1

		Slovenia		YES		YES		NO				SLO		1		1		-1

		A4 Participation in decision making on inclusive education

				By statutory legislation, children with disabilities rsp. their parents effectively participate in the decision-making on inclusive education.				A4 Participation in decision making on inclusive education

		Participant		(YES / NO)						By statutory legislation, children with disabilities rsp. their parents effectively participate in the decision-making on inclusive education.

		Austria		YES				A		1

		Belgium (FL)		YES				B (FL)		1

		Finland		YES				FIN		1

		France		YES				F		1

		Germany		NO				D		-1

		Hungary		YES				H		1

		Ireland		YES				IRL		1

		Netherlands		NO				NL		-1

		Portugal		NO				P		-1

		Slovenia		YES				SLO		1

		A5 Categorization and assessment

				The procedures of assessment special educational needs

				support inclusive education.

		Participant		(YES / NO)						The procedures of assessment special educational needs support inclusive education?

		Austria		NO				A		-1

		Belgium (FL)		NO				B (FL)		-1

		Finland		YES				FIN		1

		France		YES				F		1

		Germany		NO				D		-1

		Hungary		NO				H		-1

		Ireland		YES				IRL		1

		Netherlands		NO				NL		-1

		Portugal		YES				P		1

		Slovenia		YES				SLO		1

		A12 Accommodation of educational measures

		A13 Facilitation of learning of Braille and sign language

		A14 Facilitation of learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that …												Braille and sign language		augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation

				educational measures are accommodated to individual’s requirements (i.e. individual curricula, didactical adaption, teaching methods, testing).		the learning of Braille and sign language is facilitated.		the learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation is facilitated.

		Participant		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)

		Austria		NO		YES and NO		YES						A		0		1

		Belgium (FL)		NO		YES		NO						B (FL)		1		-1

		Finland		YES		YES		YES						FIN		1		1

		France		NO		YES		YES						F		1		1

		Germany		NO		NO		NO						D		-1		-1

		Hungary		YES		YES and NO		NO						H		0		-1

		Ireland		YES		YES		YES						IRL		1		1

		Netherlands		NO		YES		YES						NL		1		1

		Portugal		YES		YES		YES						P		1		1

		Slovenia		YES		YES		YES and NO						SLO		1		0

				educational measures are accommodated to individual’s requirements (i.e. individual curricula, didactical adaption, teaching methods, testing)?

		A		-1

		B (FL)		-1

		FIN		1

		F		1

		D		-1

		H		1

		IRL		1

		NL		-1

		P		1

		SLO		1

		A15 Training of teachers and staff

		A16 Employment of qualified teachers

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that … inclusive education?

				the training of teachers is oriented to the requirements of		qualified teachers and staff are employed to provide effective

		Participant		(YES / NO)		(YES / NO)						the training of teachers is oriented to the requirements of		qualified teachers and staff are employed to provide effective

		Austria		NO		YES				A		-1		1

		Belgium (FL)		NO		NO				B (FL)		-1		-1

		Finland		NO		YES				FIN		-1		1

		France		YES		YES				F		1		1

		Germany		NO		NO				D		-1		-1

		Hungary		NO		YES				H		-1		1

		Ireland		NO		YES				IRL		-1		1

		Netherlands		NO		NO				NL		-1		-1

		Portugal		NO		NO				P		-1		-1

		Slovenia		YES and NO		YES				SLO		0		1

		A18 Monitoring of development of inclusive education

		Numbers and percentages of pupils/students with SEN in mainstream classes, units in mainstream schools, special learning institutions, excluded from the education system, are collected and monitored at different levels of the system.

		Participant		(YES / NO)						A18 Monitoring of development of inclusive education

		Austria		YES				A		1

		Belgium (FL)		NO				B (FL)		-1

		Finland		YES				FIN		1

		France		YES				F		1

		Germany		YES				D		1

		Hungary		YES				H		1

		Ireland		YES				IRL		1

		Netherlands		YES				NL		1

		Portugal		NO				P		-1

		Slovenia		YES				SLO		1
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Tabelle2

		Part B		B1 Children with disabilities or SEN not in regular pre-schools or child care services percentage and can be assessed as:

				B2 Children with disabilities or SEN not in regular primary schools:

				B3 Children with disabilities or SEN not in regular secondary schools:

						1		2		3		4

						very high						very low

				B1b not in regular pre-schools can be assessed as		B2b not in regular primary schools can be assessed as		B3b not in regular secondary schools can be assessed as								B1a not in regular pre-schools %		B2a not in regular primary schools %		B3a not in regular secondary schools %				B1a not in regular pre-schools %		B2a not in regular primary schools %		B3a not in regular secondary schools %

		A		2		3		4						A		–		?		?		A		–		37.4%		48.5%

		B (FL)		4		3		?						B (FL)		–		7.5%		?		B (FL)		–		–		–

		FIN		–		3		4						FIN		–		2.2%		3.4%		FIN		1.5%		14%		17%

		F		–										F		21%		–		–		F		35%		35.8%		17%

		D		3		–		–						D		29%		45%		?		D		35%		66.6%		87.5%

		H		3		1		1						H		35%		66.6%		87.5%		H		29%		45%		?

		IRL		3		3		3						IRL		35%		35.8%		17%		IRL		21%		–		–

		NL		3		3		3						NL		1.5%		14%		17%		NL		–		2.2%		3.4%

		P												P								P		–		7.5%		?

		SLO		4		3		3						SLO		–		37.4%		48.5%		SLO		–		?		?

						1		2		3		4

						none		some		most		all

				B7 Equal access to community schools

		AUSTRIA		3

		BELGIUM (FL)		–

		FINLAND		3

		FRANCE		3

		GERMANY		2

		HUNGARY		2

		IRELAND		–

		NETHERLANDS		–

		PORTUGAL		4

		SLOVENIA		2

						1		2		3		4

						no		rather not		rather yes		yes

				B18 Equal access to tertiary education																										Participant		1 –––––––––––– 2 –––––––––––– 3 –––––––––––– 4

		AUSTRIA		2																												(very negative – rather negative – rather positive – very positive)

		BELGIUM (FL)		–																										Austria		1x		11x		5x		2x		1+22+15+8=46

		FINLAND		3																																				46:19=2,4

		FRANCE		2																										Belgium (FL)		0x		10x		6x		1x		20+18+4=42

		GERMANY		2																																				42:17=2,5

		HUNGARY		3																										Finland		0x		0x		14x		6x		42+24=66

		IRELAND		–																																				66:20=3,3

		NETHERLANDS		4																										France		3x		4x		11x		2x		3+8+33+8=52

		PORTUGAL		2																																				52:20=2,6

		SLOVENIA		1																										Germany		3x		10x		5x		2x		3+20+15+8=46

																																								46:420=2,3

																														Hungary		0x		13x		3x		0x		26+9=35

		Result of Barometer assessment Part B: Practice of Inclusive Education																		positiv		negativ				positiv%		negativ%												35:16=2,2

		A		2.4						FINLAND		3.3		3.3				A		7		12		A		37		-63		Ireland		1x		10x		7x		0x		20+21=41

		B (FL)		2.5						FRANCE		2.6		2.6				B (FL)		7		10		B (FL)		41		-59												41:17=2,4

		FIN		3.3						NETHERLANDS		2.6		2.6				FIN		20		0		FIN		100		0		Netherlands		2x		7x		6x		3x		2+14+18+12=46

		F		2.6						PORTUGAL		2.6		2.6				F		13		7		F		68		-32												46:18=2,6

		D		2.3						BELGIUM (FL)		2.5		2.5				D		7		13		D		35		-65		Portugal		1x		5x		4x		9x		1+18+27+4=50

		H		2.2						SLOVENIA		2.5		2.5				H		3		13		H		19		-81												50:19=2,6

		IRL		2.4						IRELAND		2.4		2.4				IRL		7		11		IRL		39		-61		Slovenia		1x		9x		9x		1x		1+18+27+4=50

		NL		2.6						GERMANY		2.3		2.3				NL		9		9		NL		50		-50												50:20=2,5

		P		2.6						HUNGARY		2.2		2.2				P		13		6		P		72		-28

		SLO		2.5						AUSTRIA		1.6		1.6				SLO		10		10		SLO		50		-50

		B4 In practice, inclusive education of children with SEN in primary schools

		is for their parents related with direct/indirect costs

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(very high –                                                      – none)

		Austria		Direct costs		4				A		Direct costs		2				A		direct costs		4		0				A		direct		1

				Indirect costs		3						Indirect costs		1						indirect costs		3		1						indirect		-1

		Belgium (FL)		Direct costs		3				B (FL)		Direct costs		1				B (FL)		direct costs		3		1				B (FL)		direct		-1

				Indirect costs		2						Indirect costs		0						indirect costs		2		2						indirect		-2

		Finland		Direct costs		4				FIN		Direct costs		2				FIN		direct costs		4		0				FIN		direct		1

				Indirect costs		4						Indirect costs		2						indirect costs		4		0						indirect		1

		France		Direct costs		4				F		Direct costs		2				F		direct costs		4		0				F		direct		1

				Indirect costs		3						Indirect costs		1						indirect costs		3		1						indirect		-1

		Germany		Direct costs		4				D		Direct costs		2				D		direct costs		4		0				D		direct		1

				Indirect costs		3						Indirect costs		1						indirect costs		3		1						indirect		-1

		Hungary		Direct costs		2				H		Direct costs		0				H		direct costs		2		2				H		direct		-2

				Indirect costs		2						Indirect costs		0						indirect costs		2		2						indirect		-2

		Ireland		Direct costs		3				IRL		Direct costs		1				IRL		direct costs		3		1				IRL		direct		-1

				Indirect costs		3						Indirect costs		1						indirect costs		3		1						indirect		-2

		Netherlands		Direct costs		4				NL		Direct costs		2				NL		direct costs		4		0				NL		direct		1

				Indirect costs		2						Indirect costs		0						indirect costs		2		2						indirect		-2

		Portugal		Direct costs		4				P		Direct costs		2				P		direct costs		4		0				P		direct		1

				Indirect costs		4						Indirect costs		2						indirect costs		4		0						indirect		1

		Slovenia		Direct costs		3				SLO		Direct costs		1				SLO		direct costs		3		1				SLO		direct		-1

				Indirect costs		2						Indirect costs		0						indirect costs		2		2						indirect		-2

										A		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		3

										B (FL)		Direct costs		3

												Indirect costs		2

										FIN		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		4

										F		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		3

										D		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		3

										H		Direct costs		2

												Indirect costs		2

										IRL		Direct costs		3

												Indirect costs		3

										NL		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		2

										P		Direct costs		4

												Indirect costs		4

										SLO		Direct costs		3

												Indirect costs		2

		B7 Equal access to community schools

				Persons with disabilities or SEN have access to the schools in their community on an equal basis with others.

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(None            some           most            all)

		Austria		3				A		3				A		3

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		3				FIN		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3				F		3

		Germany		2				D		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		–				NL		?				NL		0

		Portugal		4				P		4				P		4

		Slovenia		2				SLO		2				SLO		2

		B18 Equal access to tertiary education

				B18

				By statutory legislation, it is assured that persons with disabilities have access vocational to lifelong learning without discrimination and on an equal basis with others.

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No       rather not      rather yes        Yes)

		Austria		–				A		0

		Belgium (FL)		3				B (FL)		3

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		2				F		2

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		4				NL		4

		Portugal		2				P		2

		Slovenia		1				SLO		1

		B5 Participation of parents in decision making on inclusive education

				In decision making processes, if parents articulate a preference for inclusive education it is followed.

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(Never      sometimes     often      always)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		1				NL		1

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		B6 Assessment procedures support inclusive education

				The practiced procedures of assessment of special educational needs support inclusive education:

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No      rather not    rather yes       Yes)

		Austria		3				A		3

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		1				D		1

		Hungary		3				H		3

		Ireland		2				IRL		2

		Netherlands		2				NL		2

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		B9 / B11 / B12

		Accommodation of the individual’s access and learning requirements

				In practice … accommodated to individual requirements

				of persons with SEN

						B11		B12

				B9		adaptive technology		functional assistance and care provision

				staff to support the learning process

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not      rather yes         Yes)										staff to support the learning process		adaptive technology		functional assistance and care provision								staff to support the learning process		adaptive technology		functional assistance and care provision

		Austria		2		2		2				A		2		2		2						A		2		2		2

		Belgium (FL)		2		2		3				B (FL)		2		2		3						B (FL)		2		2		3

		Finland		3		3		4				FIN		3		3		4						FIN		3		3		4

		France		2		1		3				F		2		1		3						F		2		1		3

		Germany		2		3		3				D		2		3		3						D		2		3		3

		Hungary		2		2		2				H		2		2		2						H		2		2		2

		Ireland		2		2		3				IRL		2		2		3						IRL		2		2		3

		Netherlands		2		2		2				NL		2		2		2						NL		2		2		2

		Portugal		2		3		1				P		2		3		1						P		2		3		1

		Slovenia		2		2		3				SLO		2		2		3						SLO		2		2		3

		B8 / B10

		Accommodation of the individual’s access and learning requirements

				In practice … accommodated to individual requirements

				of persons with SEN

				B8		B10

				architectural conditions in schools		classroom sizes

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not      rather yes         Yes)								architectural conditions in schools		classroom sizes

		Austria		2		2				A		2		2

		Belgium (FL)		2		2				B (FL)		2		2

		Finland		3		3				FIN		3		3

		France		2		1				F		2		1

		Germany		2		3				D		2		3

		Hungary		2		2				H		2		2

		Ireland		2		2				IRL		2		2

		Netherlands		3		2				NL		3		2

		Portugal		2		3				P		2		3

		Slovenia		2		2				SLO		2		2

				B13

				In practice educational measures are accommodated to individual’s requirements (i.e. individual curricula, didactical adaption, teaching methods, testing)

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not     rather yes         Yes)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		4				FIN		4

		France		2				F		2

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		3				H		3

		Ireland		2				IRL		2

		Netherlands		3				NL		3

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		B14 Facilitation of learning of Braille and sign language

		B15 Facilitation of learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation

				B14		B15

				In case of demand, it is practice, that the learning of Braille and sign language is facilitated		In case of demand, in practice the learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation is facilitated

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not     rather yes         Yes)

		Austria		2		1				A		2		1

		Belgium (FL)		4		3				B (FL)		4		3

		Finland		4		4				FIN		4		4

		France		3		3				F		3		3

		Germany		2		2				D		2		2

		Hungary		2		–				H		2		0

		Ireland		2		2				IRL		2		2

		Netherlands		3		3				NL		3		3

		Portugal		4		4				P		4		4

		Slovenia		3		3				SLO		3		3

		B16 Training of teachers and staff

		B17 Employment of qualified teachers

		Participant		B16		B17

				Training of teachers is oriented to the requirements of inclusive education		In practice qualified teachers and staff are employed to provide effective inclusive education.

				(inclusive teaching methods, incorporation of disability awareness, the use of appropriate augmentative and alternative modes, means and formats of communication, educational techniques and materials to support persons with disabilities).

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not     rather yes         Yes)

		Austria		2		2				A		2		2

		Belgium (FL)		2		3				B (FL)		2		3

		Finland		3		3				FIN		3		3

		France		1		1				F		1		1

		Germany		2		2				D		2		2

		Hungary		2		2				H		2		2

		Ireland		2		2				IRL		2		2

		Netherlands		2		2				NL		2		2

		Portugal		2		2				P		2		2

		Slovenia		2		2				SLO		2		2

		B19 Monitoring of development of inclusive education

		There is a systematic national data collection and monitoring on progress of inclusive education.

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(No        rather not     rather yes         Yes)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		4				F		4

		Germany		4				D		4

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		1				NL		1

		Portugal		3				P		3

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3





Tabelle2

		





C1 before (C1-C3)

		2009
SLO		2009
SLO		2009
SLO

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
P		2009
P		2009
P

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
NL		2009
NL		2009
NL

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
IRL		2009
IRL		2009
IRL

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
H		2009
H		2009
H

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
D		2009
D		2009
D

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
F		2009
F		2009
F

		2008		2008		2008

		2007		2007		2007

		2004		2004		2004

		2009
FIN		2009
FIN		2009
FIN

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
B (FL)		2009
B (FL)		2009
B (FL)

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000

		2009
A		2009
A		2009
A

		2006		2006		2006

		2003		2003		2003

		2000		2000		2000



on pre-school level

on primary-school level

at secondary school level

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

0,8

0,8

0,7

0,7

–

–

–

–

0,2

0,2

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

6,7

6,5

6,3

6,0

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

–

4,0

4,0

3,8

3,7

0

1.9

0

0

1.9

0

0

2.1

0

0

2.2

0

0

0.2

0

0

0.2

0

0

0.3

0

0

0.3

0

0

2.2

2.9

0

2.3

3.6

0

2.1

4.5

0

1.9

5

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2.6

0

0

3.4

0

0

3.8

0

0

0

0

0.5

3.6

6.5

0.5

3.5

5.2

0.2

3.5

5.4

0.6

3.2

4.9

0

0

0

0

0

2.1

0

0

1.9

0

0

1.5

1.2

1.4

2

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.8

6.7

4

0.8

6.5

4

0.7

6.3

3.8

0.7

6

3.7

0

2.1

2.1

0

2.1

2.1

0

2

2

0

2

2



C2 before (C4)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no  –    very few – some – important

1

2

3

4

2

4

3

3

4

3



C3 before (C7)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no – very little – rather – very positive

2

2

2

4

2

2

3

3

4

2



C4 before (C18+17)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no – very little – partly –  very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

2

2

2

3

2

1

2

2

3

1

3

2

1

2

2



C5

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no devel. – very little – partly positive – very

3

1

3

3

2

2

3

2

3

3



C6

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no – very little –  partly – very pos.

1

3

3

3

2

3

3

2

4

3



C7 before (C8+C10)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no  – very little – partly – very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

1

3

1

3

3

4

1

2

2

2

1

3

4

3

3

3

3

2

2



C8 before (C9, 11,12)

		A		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN		FIN

		F		F		F

		D		D		D

		H		H		H

		IRL		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL		NL

		P		P		P

		SLO		SLO		SLO



no – very little – partly – very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

0

1

1

2

3

3

3

3

3

2

3

0

2

3

3

2

0

2

3

3

3

2

3

2

3

3

2

2

2

2



C9 before (C13)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no – very little – partly –  very pos.

2

3

3

3

2

2

3

3

3

3



C10 before (C14+15)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no  –  very little –   partly  –  very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

1

1

3

3

3

3

2

1

2

2

3

2

3

2

3

3

2

3

2

2



C11 before (C16)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no        partly not   partly yes      yes

2

1

2

2

2

3

4

2

1

2



C16+17alt

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no          partly not     partly yes         yes

Development of teacher training and of equal access to vocational training

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

1

3

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

2

4

3

2

3

1

1

2

2



C12 before (C19)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



no – very little –  partly  –  very pos.

1

1

2

3

3

3

2

2

1

3



C13 before (C20+21)

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



no – very little – partly – very pos.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

1

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

3

3

2

3

3

3

2

3

3

3

3



C14 before (C22)

		A

		B (FL)

		FIN

		F

		D

		H

		IRL

		NL

		P

		SLO



higher  – the same  – lower  – much lower then 2010

2

3

2

2

3

2

2

1

3

3



ResultC-neu

		A		A

		B (FL)		B (FL)

		FIN		FIN

		F		F

		D		D

		H		H

		IRL		IRL

		NL		NL

		P		P

		SLO		SLO



negative             positive

24

-76

46

-54

73

-27

53

-47

32

-68

40

-60

82

-18

57

-43

70

-30

40

-60



Tabelle3

				Development of inclusive education (C1a, C2a, C3a)												Development of inclusive education

						on pre-school level		on primary-school level		at secondary school level								C1b on pre-school level		C2b on primary-school level		C3b at secondary school level

		SLO		2009		–		1.9		–								can be assessed as

				2006		–		1.9		–						SLO		–		2		–

				2003		–		2.1		–						P		–		3		–

				2000		–		2.2		–						NL		–		3		3

																IRL		4		3		3

		P		2009		–		0.2		–						H		3		3		–

				2006		–		0.2		–						D		2		2		2

				2003		–		0.3		–						F		–		–		2

				2000		–		0.3		–						FIN		4		4		3

																B (FL)		3		2		2

		NL		2009		–		2.2		2.9						A		2		3		3

				2006		–		2.3		3.6

				2003		–		2.1		4.5

				2000		–		1.9		5.0

		IRL		2009		?		?		?

				2006		?		?		?																Result of Barometer assessment Part C: Progress towards Inclusive Education

				2003		?		?		?																		How do you assess the development …

				2000		?		?		?																Participant		1 –––––––––––– 2 –––––––––––– 3 –––––––––––– 4

																												(very negative – rather negative – rather positive – very positive)

		H		2009		–		2.6		–																Austria		9x		7x		5x		0x		9+14+15=38

				2006		–		3.4		–																										38:21=1,8

				2003		–		3.8		–																Belgium (FL)		6x		7x		11x		0x		6+14+33=53

				2000		–		–		–																										53:24=2,2

																										Finland		0x		6x		14x		2x		12+42+8=62

		D		2009		0.5		3.6		6.5																										62:22=2,8

				2006		0.5		3.5		5.2																France		2x		7x		7x		3x		2+14+21+12=49

				2003		0.2		3.5		5.4																										49:19=2,6

				2000		0.6		3.2		4.9																Germany		0x		15x		7x		0x		30+21=51

																																				51:22=2,6

		F		2009		–		–		–		–														Hungary		2x		10x		7x		1x		2+20+21+4=47

				2008		–		–		2.1		30.2%																								47:20=2,4

				2007		–		–		1.9		30.5%														Ireland		0x		4x		15x		3x		8+45+12=65

				2004		–		–		1.5		32.9%																								65:22=3,0

																										Netherlands		2x		7x		12x		0x		2+14+36=52

		FIN		2009		1.2		1.4		2.0		14%																								52:21=2,5

				2006		–		–		–		25%														Portugal		3x		3x		11x		3x		3+6+33+12=54

				2003		–		–		–		28%																								54:23=2,3

				2000		–		–		–		46%														Slovenia		0x		12x		8x		0x		24+24=48

																																				48:20=2,4

		B (FL)		2009		0.8		6.7		4.0

				2006		0.8		6.5		4.0

				2003		0.7		6.3		3.8

				2000		0.7		6.0		3.7

		A		2009		–		2.1		2.1

				2006		–		2.1		2.1

				2003		–		2.0		2.0

				2000		–		2.0		2.0

		Result of Barometer assessment Part C: Progress towards Inclusive Education																				positiv		negativ						positiv%		negativ%

		A		1.8				FINLAND		2.8		FIN				9+14+15=38				A		5		16				A		24		-76

		B (FL)		2.2				FRANCE		2.6		F				38:21=1,8				B (FL)		11		13				B (FL)		46		-54

		FIN		2.8				GERMANY		2.6		D				6+14+33=53				FIN		16		6				FIN		73		-27

		F		2.6				NETHERLANDS		2.5		NL				53:24=2,2				F		10		9				F		53		-47

		D		2.6				HUNGARY		2.4		H				12+42+8=62				D		7		15				D		32		-68

		H		2.4				SLOVENIA		2.4		SLO				62:22=2,8				H		8		12				H		40		-60

		IRL		0				PORTUGAL		2.3		P				2+14+21+12=49				IRL		18		4				IRL		82		-18

		NL		2.5				BELGIUM (FL)		2.2		B (FL)				49:19=2,6				NL		12		9				NL		57		-43

		P		2.3				AUSTRIA		1.8		A				30+21=51				P		14		6				P		70		-30

		SLO		2.4				IRELAND		0		IRL				51:22=2,6				SLO		8		12				SLO		40		-60

																2+20+21+4=47

																47:20=2,4

		C4 Development of legal consistency and framework for inclusive education														?

		Developments of consistency in relevant sectors have taken place to favour inclusive education since 2003 (EYPD)														2+14+36=52

		Participant		can be assessed as												52:21=2,5

				1 –––––––––––––– 2 –––––––––––––– 3 –––––––––––––– 4												3+6+33+12=54

				(no initiatives – very few initiatives – some changes – important changes)												54:23=2,3

		Austria		1				A		1						24+24=48

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2						48:20=2,4

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		4				F		4

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		4				H		4

		Ireland		?				IRL		3

		Netherlands		3				NL		3

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		C7 Development of equal access to community schools

				How do you assess the development of

				possibilities of persons with disabilities or SEN to have access to the schools in their community on an equal basis with others?

		Participant		The development since 2003 (EYPD) can be assessed as

				1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		2				B (FL)		2

		Finland		2				FIN		2

		France		4				F		4

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		?				IRL		3

		Netherlands		3				NL		3

		Portugal		4				P		4

		Slovenia		2				SLO		2

		C18 Development of equal access to life long learning

				How do you assess the development of

				equal access of persons with SEN to life long learning service?								C17

		Participant		The development since 2003 (EYPD) can be assessed as								How do you assess the development of equal access of persons with SEN to vocational training since 2003 (EYPD)?

				1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		2				A		2		3

		Belgium (FL)		3				B (FL)		3		3

		Finland		3				FIN		3		2

		France		2				F		2		2

		Germany		3				D		3		2

		Hungary		1				H		1		2

		Ireland		?				IRL		2		3

		Netherlands		1				NL		1		3

		Portugal		2				P		2		1

		Slovenia		2				SLO		2		2

		C5 Development of participation in decision making on inclusive education since 2003

		In the decision making processes, if persons with disabilities/their advocates (parents) articulate a preference for inclusive education it is followe?.

		Participant		The development since 2003 (EYPD) can be assessed as

				1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		3				A		3

		Belgium (FL)		1				B (FL)		1

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		2				NL		2

		Portugal		3				P		3

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		C6 Development of inclusive orientation of assessment procedures

		Since 2003 (EYPD) there has been a development of assessment procedures of special educational needs to support inclusive education

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		1						A		1

		Belgium (FL)		3						B (FL)		3

		Finland		3						FIN		3

		France		3						F		3

		Germany		2						D		2

		Hungary		3						H		3

		Ireland		3						IRL		3

		Netherlands		2						NL		2

		Portugal		4						P		4

		Slovenia		3						SLO		3

		C8 / C10

		Development of the individual’s access and learning requirements

				Conditions in regular schools …

				develop to realize accessibility for persons with SEN

				C8		C10

				architectural conditions in schools		classroom sizes

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		3		1				A		3		1

		Belgium (FL)		3		1				B (FL)		3		1

		Finland		3		3				FIN		3		3

		France		4		1				F		4		1

		Germany		2		2				D		2		2

		Hungary		2		1				H		2		1

		Ireland		3		4				IRL		3		4

		Netherlands		3		3				NL		3		3

		Portugal		3		3				P		3		3

		Slovenia		2		2				SLO		2		2

		C9 / C11 / C12

		Development of the individual’s access and learning requirements

				Conditions in regular schools …

				develop to realize accessibility for persons with SEN?

				C9		C11		C12

				staff to support the learning process		adaptive technology		functional assistance and care provision

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		_		1		1		A		0		1		1

		Belgium (FL)		2		3		3		B (FL)		2		3		3

		Finland		3		3		3		FIN		3		3		3

		France		2		3		?		F		2		3		0

		Germany		2		3		3		D		2		3		3

		Hungary		2		?		2		H		2		0		2

		Ireland		3		3		3		IRL		3		3		3

		Netherlands		2		3		2		NL		2		3		2

		Portugal		3		3		2		P		3		3		2

		Slovenia		2		2		2		SLO		2		2		2

		C13 Development of accommodation of educational measures

				How do you assess the development …

				of accommodation of educational measures in inclusive settings since 2003 (EYPD) (i.e. individual curricula, didactical adaption, teaching methods, testing)?

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		3				B (FL)		3

		Finland		3				FIN		3

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		2				D		2

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		3				IRL		3

		Netherlands		3				NL		3

		Portugal		3				P		3

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		C14 Development of facilitation of learning of Braille and sign language

		C15 Development of facilitation of learning of augmentative and alternative forms?

		of communication and orientation

				How do you assess the development …

				C14		C15

				with respect to the facilitation of learning of Braille and sign language in inclusive settings, if this is necessary because of individual requirements?		with respect to the facilitation of learning of augmentative and alternative forms of communication and orientation in inclusive settings, if this is necessary because of individual requirements?

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(no development – very little – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		1		1				A		1		1

		Belgium (FL)		3		3				B (FL)		3		3

		Finland		3		3				FIN		3		3

		France		2		1				F		2		1

		Germany		2		2				D		2		2

		Hungary		3		2				H		3		2

		Ireland		3		2				IRL		3		2

		Netherlands		3		3				NL		3		3

		Portugal		2		3				P		2		3

		Slovenia		2		2				SLO		2		2

		C16 Development of teacher training

		C17 Development of equal access to vocational training

				C16		C17						C16		C17						C18		C17

				Has teacher training become more oriented to inclusive education since 2003 (EYPD)?		How do you assess the development of equal access of persons with SEN to vocational training since 2003 (EYPD)?						Has teacher training become more oriented to inclusive education since 2003 (EYPD)?		How do you assess the development of equal access of persons with SEN to vocational training since 2003 (EYPD)?						lifelong learning		How do you assess the development of equal access of persons with SEN to vocational training since 2003 (EYPD)?

		Participant		1 –––––––– 2 –––––––– 3 –––––––– 4

				(no        rather not     rather yes         yes)

		Austria		2						A		2		3				A		2		3

		Belgium (FL)		1						B (FL)		1		3				B (FL)		3		3

		Finland		2						FIN		2		2				FIN		3		2

		France		2						F		2		2				F		2		2

		Germany		2						D		2		2				D		3		2

		Hungary		3						H		3		2				H		1		2

		Ireland		4						IRL		4		3				IRL		2		3

		Netherlands		2						NL		2		3				NL		1		3

		Portugal		1						P		1		1				P		2		1

		Slovenia		2						SLO		2		2				SLO		2		2

		C19 Development of monitoring systems on inclusive education

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(very negative – rather negative – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		1				A		1

		Belgium (FL)		1				B (FL)		1

		Finland		2				FIN		2

		France		3				F		3

		Germany		3				D		3

		Hungary		3				H		3

		Ireland		2				IRL		2

		Netherlands		2				NL		2

		Portugal		1				P		1

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3

		C20 Development of activities of professional associations to promote inclusive education

		C21 Development of measures for awareness raising of governments to promote inclusive education

				How do you assess the development …

				C20		C21

				of commitment and activities of professional associations (like associations of special teachers, special schools, teacher unions) to promote inclusive education?		of measures for awareness raising of governments to promote inclusive education?

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(very negative – rather negative – rather positive – very positive)

		Austria		2		1				A		2		1

		Belgium (FL)		2		2				B (FL)		2		2

		Finland		2		3				FIN		2		3

		France		3		3				F		3		3

		Germany		3		3				D		3		3

		Hungary		3		2				H		3		2

		Ireland		3		3				IRL		3		3

		Netherlands		3		2				NL		3		2

		Portugal		3		3				P		3		3

		Slovenia		3		3				SLO		3		3

		C22 Perspectives on progression

		Can be expected that by 2015 the percentage of persons with SEN that are not included in regular schools?

		Participant		1 –––––––––– 2 –––––––––– 3 –––––––––– 4

				(higher then 2010           – the same      –     lower –       much lower then 2010)

		Austria		2				A		2

		Belgium (FL)		3				B (FL)		3

		Finland		2				FIN		2

		France		2				F		2

		Germany		3				D		3

		Hungary		2				H		2

		Ireland		2				IRL		2

		Netherlands		1				NL		1

		Portugal		3				P		3

		Slovenia		3				SLO		3
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• Einschätzung von Akteuren, dass eine 
gegebene Situation problematisch ist,

• Verbesserungen der eigenen Praxis im Sinne 
alternativer Problemlösungen möglich sind

• Neue, überlegene Praktiken möglicherweise in 
anderen Ländern gefunden werden können.

• Frage: (Wie) Können „Beispiele guter Praxis“ 
Anderer von der eigenen Organisation/ System 
übernommen werden?

Zu 2. Fachliches Modernisierungsinteresse:       
„Policy borrowing“ als Zweck 



Rogers, Everett M. (2003): Diffusions of Innovations, Fifth ed. Free Press, 
New York

Theorie der Innovation durch Diffusion

• Innovationen in Organisationen 
bedürfen einer Übernahme-
Entscheidung (‚Adoption‘)

• Übernahme-Entscheidung findet 
im Kontext anderer Akteure eines 
Feldes statt (‚kritische Masse‘)

• Innovationen müssen angepasst 
werden (‚Re-invention‘)

Was erschwert die Übernahme von Innovationen? -
Pfadabhängigkeit - Anschlussfähigkeit



• Sozialwissenschaftlicher Theorieansatz, akzentuiert 
historische Vorprägungen („history matters“) und 
Begrenztheiten von Lösungen in Organisationen und 
organisationalen Feldern (Schreyögg u.a.Maggio/Powell 1991)

Pfadabhängigkeit und Pfadbildung

Prof. Dr. Johannes Schädler

Einrichtungsgröße in Wohneinrichtungen für Menschen mit geistigen 
Beeinträchtigungen in Westfalen-Lippe (2017)



Vorphase Pfadausbildung Pfadabhängigkeit

Erzeugung und Entwicklung von Pfaden durch ‚positive 
Rückkoppelungsprozesse‘ in Organisationen und Sektoren -
Pfadabhängigkeit / Lock-in: Verengung wahrgenommener 
Handlungsmöglichkeiten als alternativlos



(Ist) Pfadabweichung und neue Pfadbildung 
möglich ?!



Zu 3. Konzeptionell – Methodische Aspekte 
Notwendigkeit der Einordnung der Behindertenhilfe in 
Wohlfahrtsstaatliche Typologie: „Wie soll Absicherung individueller 
sozialer Risiken erfolgen? 

Gøsta Esping-
Andersen (1990):
The Three Worlds 
of Welfare Capitalism: 

Einteilung ‘Bismarck’ 
oder ‘Beveridge’ 
Modell ist zu 
eindimensional!

Konservativ
Sozial-

demokratisch

Liberal

Markt

Familie Staat



Drei Welten - Typologie von Wohlfahrtsstaaten
(nach Esping Andersen 1990)

z.B. 
Großbritannien

z.B. 
Deutschland, 
Frankreich, 
Niederlande

z.B. 
Schweden, 
Norwegen, 
DänemarK

• Kritik: 
Wichtige Themen nicht berücksichtigt: Frauengleichstellung, Bildung. 
Vor allem: Zuordnung süd-, mittel und osteuropäische Ländern
wie Griechenland, Portugal oder Polen, Tschechien etc nicht möglich?

• Ergänzungen und Adaptionen der Typologie

Über alles hinweg seit 
Ende der 1980er Jahre: 
die Mega-Welle des 
Neoliberalismus ……



Blick nach Großbritannien:

- Traditionell: (steuerfinanzierter) Nationaler   Gesundheitsdienst 
(NHS) war Träger von ‚hospitals‘

- ab 1992: De-Institutionalization, massive Ökonomisierung, 
Privatisierung der Trägerstruktur, Entmachtung der Kommunen 
(county councils) durch Thatcher)
- „Devolution“: mehr Autonomie für England, Schottland, Wales, 
Nordirland
Contracting system: Trägerwettbewerb mit befr. Ausschreibungen 
- „staffed houses‘ 
- „Campus-Modelle“
- „self-directed support“ (Persönliches Budget)

Wohnbezogene Hilfen für Menschen mit 
kognitiven Beeinträchtigungen



• Traditionell: Religiöse oder private Stiftungen sind 
Träger von z.T. großen Behinderteneinrichtungen 
(Institutionen), die vom nationalen Gesundheits-
ministerium mit Gesamtpauschalen für Einzelfälle 
finanziert werden 

• Seit 2016: Finanzierung von ambulanten Hilfen für 
leichter behinderte Menschen durch Kommunen im 
Zuge von politischen Kommunalisierungsprozessen

• Pauschale Finanzierung ermöglicht flexibles 
Trägerhandeln, um den Preis eingeschränkter 
Selbstbestimmungsmöglichkeiten der Klient*innen 
mit Behinderung

• Beispiel: Stiftung A. auf Zeeland

Wohnbezogene Hilfen für Menschen mit kognitiven Beeinträchtigungen:  

Blick in die Niederlande



• Geprägt durch „Normalisierungsprinzip“ und gleiche 
‚staatsbürgerliche Rechte für Alle“, erfolgreiche 
Auflösung größerer Institutionen, max. 5 Personen 
in gemeinschaftlichen Wohnformen in Appartements

• Traditionell: Zuständigkeit der Kommunen für 
Wohlfahrtsstaat (Gesundheit, Bildung, Soziale 
Dienste), d.h. Finanzierung und Dienste, Mitte der 
1990er Jahre: Privatisierungspolitik

• Seit 1994: Gesetzgebung zur Persönlichen 
Assistenz für selbstbestimmtes Leben (LSS und 
ergänzend LASS): erforderliche Hilfen für Teilhabe 
bei Hilfebedarf von mehr als 20 Std./Woche

• Problem: Aufwändiges, konflikthaftes 
Beantragungsverfahren, da damit auch über 
Kostenträgerebene entschieden wird

Wohnbezogene Hilfen für Menschen mit kognitiven Beeinträchtigungen:  

Blick nach Schweden



• „Transformationsgesellschaft“
• Staatliches Sozial- und Gesundheitssystem mit 

zahlreichen Widersprüchen, z.B. hohe private 
Zuzahlungen verwaltet über Regionen. 

• Vor der „Wende“: Zahlreiche größere „Institutionen“  
(ca. 100 – 150 Plätze) für die Unterbringung von 
Menschen mit geistigen und anderen 
Beeinträchtigungen in verschiedenen Landesteilen, 
zentral finanziert über Einrichtungspauschalen, 

• Seit Mitte der 1990er Jahre entstehen zunehmend 
nichtstaatliche Träger, die auch verschiedene, 
inklusionsorientierte Wohnangebote entwickelt 
haben: 

• Strukturproblem: Konkurrenz etablierter Institutionen 
in staatlicher Trägerschaft und neuer Anbieter um 
fi i ll  Mitt l

Wohnbezogene Hilfen Blick nach Tschechien



• Geprägt durch „Integrationsansatz in der Schule“ 
und Erfahrungen mit der ‚Demokratischen 
Psychiatrie‘, Systematische Unterfinanzierung und 
Vernachlässigung wohlfahrtsstaatlicher Infrastruktur 
seit Anfang der 1990er Jahre

• Staatliche Gesundheitssystem, verwaltet über 
Regionen. Ergänzende Leistungen über 
Berufsgenossenschaften oder privat finanziert.

• Annahme: „Menschen mit Behinderungen wohnen in 
ihrer Familie“, erhebliche Nord-Süd-Unterschiede, 
kein flächendeckendes Angebot an wohnbezogenen 
Diensten, katholische  Einrichtungen, vereinzelt 
„Wohnkooperativen“, Ausnahme: Südtirol

• Beispiel: Reha-zentrum in Rom

Wohnbezogene Hilfen für Menschen mit kognitiven Beeinträchtigungen:  

Blick nach Italien



• Verstehen von Strukturen und Praktiken der 
Behindertenhilfe in anderen europäischen 
Ländern ist sehr voraussetzungsvoll

• Unterschiedliche Einschätzungen, ob 
europäische Entwicklungen konvergent oder 
divergent verlaufen

• Für Konvergenz spricht u.a., dass ICF und UN-
BRK länderübergreifend eine gemeinsame 
Begrifflichkeit und Zielorientierung anbieten, die 
durch EU-Programme gefördert wird

Abschließende Bemerkungen



Vielen Dank für Ihr 
Aufmerksamkeit !

Zentrum für Planung und Evaluation 
Sozialer Dienste der Universität Siegen
Adolf-Reichwein-Straße 2
57068 Siegen
Tel. 0271/740-2228
www.zpe.uni-siegen.de

http://www.zpe.uni-siegen.de/
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