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This research purposes was to study the best practices, with respect to performance results,
supportive factors and obstructive factors of the leading mainstreaming schools, as well the process to
develop special education into standards of mainstreaming schools. The qualitative research, was conducted
by collecting data through participated and non-participated observation, formal and informal interview, focus
group discussion, and documentary analysis. For data analysis, content was analyzed and then contributed
to inductive conclusion. The data was then conveyed through descriptive presenfafion.

The findings were as following:

1. The leading mainstreaming schools carried out their best practices in various dimensions. (1) They
prepared students readiness. (2) They adjusted school environment natural atmosphere which is appropriate
for disabled students. (3) They designed an individual educational program (IEP) and an individual
instructional program (IIP) for their special students to develop them to achieve their own potentials. (4) The
schools provided outdoor education activities such as field trips in order to enhance students’ first handed
experiences and provided tutoring for exceptional students who lacked certain contents.(5) They carried peer
supervision and evaluation in these schools. (6) The schools provided budgets, technology and facilities.

2. The performance was that students could develop their parents were satisfied with the students’
improved ability.

3. Supportive factors in their practices were appropriate size of classrooms, support from external
organizations, staff with positive attitude and good understanding in their missions, support from parents, and
normal students having good comprehension and attitudes toward exceptional students.

4, Obstacles factors in their practfces were teacher had high workload, the lack of special education
teacher, the lack of attention and good understanding in treating students from parents and poor economic
status of students’ families were also problematic in the practices.

5. The schools’ education development process was in line with the Deming Cycle with composed of

planning, doing, checking and actioning.





