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The Pros and Cons of Inclusive Education for Deaf Students and
Successful Inclusive Education: An Analysis of FGI Contents of Graduate
Students majoring Special Education
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ABSTRACT

(Purpose] The purpose of this study is to discuss the pros and cons of inclusive education for deaf
students and to explore successful inclusive education. [Methodl To this end, the focus group interview
(FGD recording data conducted for 10 graduate students majoring in special education were analyzed
after transcription. The results are as follows. [Result] First, it is a debate on the pros and cons of
inclusive education for deaf students. The pros logic is social and self-esteem development, language
ability improvement and potential ability development, positive peer relationships, educational effects of
deaf and non-disabled students, and improved awareness of disabled students. On the other hand, the
opposite logic is difficulty in communication, lack of expertise of general teachers, negative perceptions
of non-disabled students and passive attitudes of special teachers, lack of learning devices for deaf
students, and alienation from remote classes of COVID-19. Second, for the successful inclusive
education of deaf students, it is necessary to change the perception of teachers, non-disabled students
to deaf students, and to develop the expertise of special teachers and inclusive education homeroom
teachers. At the social level, it was proposed that the government and schools need to improve systems
such as administration, finance, and device support. [Conclusion] In the inclusive education of deaf
students, there is a problem in the gap between ideal and reality. For successful inclusive education,
obstacles to reality must be removed. In a school that can be called a small society, we should be able
to experience a society that lives together without distinction between disability and non-disability
through inclusive education for deaf and non-disabled students.
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<Table 1> study participants

. . inclusive education for deaf students
participants course major semester
(yes/no)
. . special class teacher, inclusive
A Master course elementary special education 1 . .
education experience (yes)
. . special class teacher, inclusive
B Master course elementary special education 1 . X
education experience (yes)
. . . kindergarten teacher. inclusive
C Master course | special early childhood education 2 . .
education experience (yes)
) ) . kindergarten teacher. inclusive
D Master course | special early childhood education 2 X X
education experience (yes)
. . . kindergarten teacher. inclusive
E Master course | special early childhood education 4 & . .
education experience (yes)
. . . kindergarten teacher. inclusive
F Master course | special early childhood education 4 i i
education experience (yes)
education for intellectual learning special class teacher, inclusive
G Master course N 2 . )
development disabilities education experience( yes)
education for intellectual learning special class teacher, inclusive
H Master course . 4 i i
development disabilities education experience (yes)
education for intellectual learning special class teacher, inclusive
I Master course N 6 ) )
development disabilities education experience (yes)
education for sensory moter special class teacher, inclusive
J Master course . 4 i X
development disoder education experience( yes)
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