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TEE XSS olF Hsl v= didgus vkl Felsts @detA sk
igwel A ojust x5S FAstal A=A LotR gt

nlsrell A Arefighs ol A8A1717] % e S 7d 2] =¥ National
~Louis thgtell A A5z A 2=tk (Gabel, 2005). ©]%F A2k~ thgh(Syracuse
Univ.) ol % “The Center on Human Policy, Law, and Disability Studies” &
ol Fols Wl AEA7IHE s okal Qlth olglel: Awn|o} thE}, &
Al tigs 233 oy tigrEe] wrsEd tEddEe] Felds SFuSel A&
= 71=&ola Utk

doflghs SFugel A&7 g8 wys wol 7|&olal e vm AlgA
k2 “The Center on Human Policy, Law, and Disability Studies” & ¥ o]X]
oA WA Y FgAEo] oy EAES FHeka Ut (http://disabilitystudies.
syr.edu #1). FHHE SEXE5 Uit AE A3 2000d ol s=XE 7L
“Mental Retardation” , “Journal of Learmng Disabilities” , “Remedial and Special
Education” ¢} o] 54 Fojv} AWt EFuSS 7 steAes At
Foffste] FHE LS thFi= SR 2 Dlsablhty & Society, DSQ Journal
of Disability Policy StudleS(JDPS) RDSE 25 4= St} o] k-4l Disability
& Societyv T¥e FAES TFIL JAINE Fofgte] @3 AGE =AY T
wako g st Q17| ‘Iﬂ—foﬂ ATE A B sAol 23tstslit

FE<2 Disability study/iesE A EolY FAH =2 AL}

o] Fo WFgo T YFi Q= srEA o UEY =iE

= 7hed Ao 549 Felsto] SFugel o9

L A=A E oty Y& wso #AAAY, U] A", =wo Folgte Al
= i

¢ AEol7] "ol 554

I} F=A| o] (subject terms)©ll “special education”, “school”, student”, “inclusive”,
“e . ” “ . ” “ . ” “ ” “ . ” “ ”
inclusion’, ‘“education’, ‘curriculum , “teacher , “academic, “assessment ,

‘teach”, “IDEA” ¢} 3o] W&ol #d¥ =i5s HESSTh =3, “child(ren)”
W o] we] #HEE g ofyet LT WEES tE T e FAole
EZA 7R ¢kt). 53], EBCOhostE &3l Disability study/iesE A9 (subject
terms) & &% HAMNAM = wSol IAE §o]Eo] ARSHAAIRE, HA =2 FA

l[‘l
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of (key words) |4l @ §o15o] AHgHA GPAL =F gol mEt 4HH
o] gl A9Eel Yotk oled @ ASES ¥ AT AE taela Agsteinh,
A, Y ROl & QT SERGU okEol gelte oleA g

F AEAE Pohus] A ATolth by FAANA nETmel] o =7|7X 3
97) b5 ET 059 %, WA B I ARES O AFE HERE =
Fatsinh =@ ol gele]l AUW A 4B An Fol U WS S
o] Q7] ME] HE el TFRFAW, 1EFHE 4 FAAES F=
B ATES AR tyeld Asdssich

AR, =2 fFFolth Aoy 1hddt Q ok (abstract) ¥k YERG =S
=o] Utk FEsk A7) =, olAlo] (essay), HA 9 o] AT
ottt wetA AE A =7 ke AE(Full text)o] U}
EbubA] AV ARl =wo] obd 252 # A7 HAE didelA Alglskeith
ol e WHow HAE U =iEES &9lst Ay JDPS+ 463, Disability
& Society= 408, DSQ¥ 7#H, RDS7} 6#H, Ao} FA|o] & Disability study/
ies:E1 Ao} F 101 AbEsle =it el 47 SR SREA| oA
Fobss] Wl FHE = 129H0] Uik A=, 479 skEA 52 7]E g
% o] AF A48 HE O =% 11198 gdoz 73 HES}L o]Foj Rl

11189 =85S AES A3 Fo HAEL 12742 Yelstt) o]# 3t 12
7HA A MJES 1) FFLS, 2) SAYAE, 3) AL, 4) B 5) nHTA,
6) g4, 6) WE, 7) FA, 8) 75, 9) S5FuSAE, 10) VHSHE, 11
Zroflel oist HlE, 12) AwSo|rt. o] 7h-d vlzst ®AEQl SHIA Tl
T34, 584y studd, HES FA didt HAES 77 shte] WMo R
T4t

4. AE A =5 B2 9y

HAE O =82 U2 22 7o 455

AA, B AT A ARAFE Fol7] Hd HAESlE A oY HEA
1918 233t EFuS AE7 320] Fofslt. ¢4 AEAE He) 4] w1
HE 7] Tl digte] T3] =93ttt o]F AE g =% 108S oz
A HJES AEste] HES Ao, 93% o] UAEE IS w7bx] W



ShATh. 93% ool dA=S Rl olF 1114 =wss x4 A=sdn. 2
HEAS 7he] =il digh 24 Ax dAZ7E 95.5%%2M & 1063 ] diste] <
AE Stk HEARE Zbel dASHA xd 539 =EEel s 24 HdEs
w=oste] #E Akt

=A, AR 7 A7sd] 24l o] MR (%) EAshs B9 2y 24t
oAlA wbERste] Alakstale.

CE 1> HeH =3 1)
2l (%)
% jpps | Disability DSQ RDS AL | B @)
& Society

2000 2 6 2 . 0 10(9.0)
20014 1 7 0 . 0 8(7.2)
2002 3 2 1 . 0 6(5.4)
20034 4 3 1 . 1 9(8.1)
2004 7 4 1 0 2 14(12.6)
20054 4 2 1 1 2 10(9.0)
2006 4 5 0 1 2 12(10.8)
2007 8 6 0 4 1 19(17.1)
2008 6 3 0 0 3 12(10.8)
2009 3 2 1 0 0 6(5.4)
20109 4 . 0 0 1 5(4.5)
A (%) 46(41.4) 40(36) 7(6.3) 6(5.4) 12(10.8) | 111(100)

1) Disability & Societyx HFAFo] 20099 7AW AlFE 7] W&o 200933 20103 =5
JHFo] Ay oH, Review of Disability Studies:= 20040 25 2= 7] wjEo] 2004
Wbz =Re gl

LI L W
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<G 1>el yeRd A3 o] HT 1093 S5 uSel d8% Felghe] st
< AA S7VekA gkskth HE did e E 7kt RDS7F 2004dEl A&
¥ 131, Disability & Societys H+ =&5 712d AE(Full text)o] AA
e =F5o] 9ot weEbA 2000~20034d, 2009~2010de] IEd =55
2004~2008 el L =Fof vls] HE A =20 oA F53 5 Qi
oly3 AEs AT St E SFuFolA Fofgts A &5t A
obA7FA = EbstA] bkl shAlth. o] el gk o] ff= Gefjgto]
WSO R FAEY] Buke= AX|, AA|, AL, 3 5 thE Fokel| tisto]
7}A 7] wjE-o]tk(Albrecht et al., 2001; Longmore & Umansky, 2001). £3], %ol
g HofoA= FelE 7H AMES A CE oFe Aol SIS7] witel RDS
o} o] FefgtntE v Ao Fof ARlEe Ad W AAzte] dig AT
o Fefstl el sk A= ddd oz Aghtt oletes EeE A
9l#] ¢F= Disability & Society 9} & sh< ]Oﬂ/ﬂ“ ol oFs9]
I =wso] Wol vhFolA AL qlelth shARE, Disability & Societye©ll
6008 79| =Es 7?—8431 5o FEE A7 1008 RS WE S

Ao ol
Mo X &AL o>

-

i

>,

o

4o

rlr
LA
o> O
o L ro

JDPS+= At Frofsh= AE AR € (Consulting Editors) oy AlAlE =1
o] AFAEL] FAo] theFatdtt. shAIRE, el #HE =2 FE UFY UE
of diste] tF1 S & F AT AE O =2 4639 7hed w5 Ao
o&] A7} o]FARAY w7 ol w5 (Individuals with Disabilities Education
Improvement Act; IDEA), vl=r wS /i8 3} o] nj=9 S¢S YE&s tFa
Je EEEo 449olglon, @A 2uRto] 53t B =9l (Botswana; ‘HobEE] 7t
=7h 8 W&S thFal USlh

w72 2, DSQE F3 AES %—E%Oﬂ ROAME v &S GFAY v =
IS 7|l &3 ko v 7 7hed 4do]gl o, RDSA= 63 7t
+d 44, 7]k stEAoM s 124 7Htﬂ 8ol st kAW, JDPSK.th=
o yekel digk vlFo] o =3k

JDPS, RDS, DSQ, 71& ﬂAX]CO] nl=re] AR steA|Eo] Wol Sl Whi,
Disability & Society TheFst 7=l A7} o] Fox] 1 1t 53], 2000
W oo]% e 4099 =iE 7R vE &S oFe date 4ol
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1= (%)
=7} D1sab1.hty DSQ RDS e g
& Society
EED 14 0 0 1
=d 1 1 0 0
A 0 0 1 0
3 = 23(35.4
e P 3 0 0 0 850
ydad= 0 0 0 1
ofdd = 1 0 0 0
wl= 4 4 4 8
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<Abstract>

This study was to explore disability studies applied in special education
that is a relatively new scholarship, and attempted to apply disability
studies into South Korean special education. In order to do this study, we
did literature review on foreign studies from four journals that mostly
discuss disability studies and foreign articles that use disability study/ies as
a title or a subject term. Literature review was conducted on 111 articles
that was directly related to the education of students with disabilities. The
articles reviewed were published between 2000 and 2010.

The result of literature review shows that the studies on disability
studies applied in special education were conducted not only from the
United States but also from internationally including Europe. In addition, the
studies on disability studies applied in special education discuss ten topics
such as inclusive education, instruction strategies, assessment, educational
environment, law and policy, family participation and family attitude, the
trend of special education, the application of disability studies, attitudes on
disability and transition. The studies on inclusion were the most frequently

explored topic among ten topics.
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