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Conclusion

» Educators would only accept only a few types of disabilities in their own child’s classroom (hearing,
visually, physical and speech impaired people)

» According to the educators’ opinion the society adapt to people with disabilities who have a mental
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Table 2: Educators accept people with mild, moderate and severe intellectual disabilities in their child's
life (N=205 Sign. ***<0,001, **0,001-0,01, *0,01-0,05)
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