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2 3243} Lachman v. Illinois State Board of Education(1978)oA 4S8 QdukskFo
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WAl A4 Board of Education of Community Consolidated School District No. 21

v. Ilinois State Board of Education (1991), Briggs v. Board of Education of
Connecticut (1989), Doe v. Board of Education of Tullahoma City Schools(1993),
Roland M. v. Concord School Committee (1990), G. D. v. Westmoreland School
District (1991), Carlisle Area School v. Scott P. (1995), Board of Education of
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The Evolution of Concept of the Least Restrictive
Environment and Rethinking of its Implication

Chung, Dong-young

Korea National University of Education

<Abstract>

The purpose of this study is to inquire out how the concept of the least
restrictive environment is evolved and what the evolution implies on determination
for placement of students with disabilities throughout debates. To achieve this
purpose, this study take reviewing the evolved contents through academic and judical
debates about the least restrictive environment and inquiring its implication as its
consideration. The results from this study appeared as follows;

First, the concept of the least restrictive environment evolved from the concept
which was emphasizing physical access to the concept which is emphasizing
transformation of the social relationship and social-cultural context according to
academic debates.

Second, the concept of the least restrictive environment evolved from the
concept which was emphasizing educational benefits of students with disabilities only
to the concept which is emphasizing educational benefits of both students with and
without disabilities according to judical debates.

As stated above, the concept of the least restrictive environment reflect not only
physical environment but also social relation and social-cultural context through
debates. Therefore, the current concept of the least restrictive environment requires
that the placement of students with disabilities should consider their peers’
educational benefits as well as their educational benefits and social relationship and
social-cultural context should be transformed.

Key words: Least Restrictive Environment, Placement of Students with Disabilities, Special

Education, Inclusive Education.
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