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1. Introduction

In recent decades, inclusive education has been the focal point of many international
declarations related to children’s and young people’s educational rights. It is an integral
part of the societal democratic development spread out in many countries. However,
previous research on inclusive education shows that there are multiple interpretations
of inclusive education [1–3]. Some researchers have even questioned the reliability of
inclusive education, arguing that it is negligently defined (e.g., [4,5]) or maybe too difficult
to define [6] at the policy level [7] and essentially at the practical level [8,9].

Nevertheless, the gap between the goals and the practice of inclusive education do
not diminish the need for further studies. On the contrary, the problems in defining and
developing the conceptual frames for inclusive education increase the demand for more
research to achieve a broader understanding. The state of the art in the research field of in-
clusive education was embodied in our call for the special issue about sustainable inclusive
education. The call was inviting and produced a large number of diverse, interdisciplinary,
and interesting research manuscripts. This shows that inclusive education is a highly
topical issue in education. Within this field, researchers aim to develop the conceptual
frameworks and research-based practical implementations of inclusive education despite
its slippery nature.

There are several elements of inclusive education that make it difficult to characterize,
to get a grip on in research, and thus, to develop research-based implementations for the
practice level. Perhaps the most important element of inclusive education is the fact that it
involves the school system as a whole, a system where all parts effect each other through
the relations between them [10]. The school system is composed of four interconnected
levels: national/regional, community, school, and individual levels with the learner placed
at the center of the system [11]. At each level there are policies, procedures, and actors that
have a role and a responsibility in creating inclusive schools and school systems. There
are educational policies at the national and local levels, as well as at the school level, and
each classroom teacher creates their own practices and pedagogies. The whole community
around schools is involved when implementing inclusive education. All those working
in schools are interconnected in the community, from the pupils and students and their
families to the teachers, teaching assistants, and professionals working in the student health
and welfare services.

Research can examine inclusive education at these various levels and investigate how
they interact. For example, the structure of a school’s support system and its applications
may be explored [12]. There, the professional networks and their nature are essential [13].
The research may investigate the phenomenon from different points of views; for example,
from the angle of teachers’ professional actions [14,15] or pupils’ and students’ personal
experiences [16]. As an example, Qvortrup & Qvortrup [17] look at inclusive education
from physical, social, and psychological points of view. They do not take communities as
one entity but identify various smaller arenas inside the communities, in which inclusion
may appear in diverse levels. Furthermore, an individual student may feel socially included
to one or two friends at school but unable to relate to the whole class as a community [17].
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It is inevitable that, for research purposes, the focus of each study needs to be defined
in a scale in which some of the characteristics may be captured. The researchers need
to acknowledge the societal and social context in which the investigation happens. In
addition, the potential vulnerability of the participants and the ethical dimensions of the
study [18] must be considered when carrying out a study about inclusive education.

Based on the above-mentioned framework, we started our task as academic editors
for the special issue of sustainable inclusive education. In the call for the special issue, we
stated our “interest in papers that identify and analyze inclusive or exclusive perceptions,
practices, pedagogies, and structures in different contexts and aim to change unequal
power relations wherever people meet, work, and study. The perspectives may be taken at
different levels of the education system, ranging from the micro level to societal structures
as well as inclusive teacher education. The approach in the articles addressed to the Special
Issue may also be multidisciplinary and cross-sectoral, addressing how different disciplines
and sectors can be brought together to develop inclusive education systems at the school,
local, regional, or national levels. We welcome all types of research including quantitative
and qualitative approaches, case studies, reviews, and multimethod research.”

The number of submitted manuscripts surprised us. There were very many researchers
who contacted the journal with their studies. Our aim was to take an inclusive stance by
taking care that we were not pre-judgmental, and we welcomed research that had various
interpretations of inclusive education, as long as the research design and process were
clearly and logically presented and followed the ethical research guidelines. In the end,
there were 63 authors from 18 countries who published their research results in our special
issue. Altogether, there are 17 articles representing the sustainable inclusive education in
this issue.

2. Synopsis of the Articles

In our special issue, the studies focused on diverse research participants. The most
popular target groups were children and young people. The researchers explored school
students at all age levels; six studies researched students from primary to secondary
schools, and one paper focused on students in higher vocational education. The studies
included both children and young people with special education needs (SEN) or sometimes
without SEN. One study dealt with young immigrants’ problems. There were two studies
that examined parents’ views concerning inclusive education and experiences concerning
their children with SEN during the COVID-19 pandemic. Four studies explored in-service
teachers or teacher educators, and two studies were interested in pre-service teachers.
Finally, one study had a different view of inclusive education as it explored the research
literature written about inclusive education. This interesting research was conducted using
a bibliometric analysis.

The most common methodology employed in the studies was statistical analysis.
Clearly, there is a need to develop measures with which various stakeholders’ perceptions,
experiences, and conceptions can be reliably explored. There were four studies that
aimed to validate a survey concerning some elements of inclusive education; for example,
parents’ views of the methods by which their children were receiving inclusive education at
school or teachers’ attitudes towards inclusive education. Another issue that was explored
with various methods addressed the pedagogical approaches that enhance all students’
learning possibilities; another was teacher competence on inclusive education. Among
these pedagogical applications, there were courses that were designed to enhance pre-
service teachers’ self-efficacy on inclusive education—for example, a universal design for
learning model and a multiple intelligence theory implemented in science teaching—while
some courses utilized technology that enabled diverse students to access the material
despite their potential learning difficulties. In all of these studies, it was crucial to be aware
of and show the dependency of the research context on the surrounding societal and social
circumstances. When these surveys or pedagogical applications are implemented, the
results will be valid only in similar educational cultures. The pedagogical approaches
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were tested by intervention study designs, such as experiment–control groups, by mixed
methods research, or by measuring the change in participants’ experiences of the explored
matter. Purely qualitative methods were used in two studies. They were both conducted in
transnational settings, identifying the professional dilemmas that educators encounter and
the ways in which the support for diverse students in heterogeneous classes is provided.

3. Conclusions

Acting as academic editor of the special issue of Inclusive Education and Sustainability
has been an interesting and inspiring journey for us in many ways, including at the personal
and professional levels. We were surprised by the wide interest towards our issue topic
as well as by the wide variety of interpretations provided to inclusive education in the
proposed studies. Reading a wide range of studies trained us to review the general
guidelines for good research practices in the proposals. By detecting the ways researchers
had identified the limitations of their studies, and how they considered the reliability,
validity, and credibility of their studies, we could ensure that the selected articles would
provide broad and meaningful learning outcomes for our readers.

According to the United Nations [19] Sustainable Development Goal 4, it is our
responsibility to “ensure inclusive and equitable quality education and promote lifelong
learning opportunities for all.” Still, even before the COVID-19 pandemic, the world-wide
prognosis of children receiving education shows that over 200 million children and young
people will be out of school in 2030. After the pandemic, the prognosis has become even
worse [20]. Spreading out the idea of inclusive education and enhancing the participation,
learning, and agency of all learners in their learning community [21] will without doubt
affect the beliefs, attitudes, and values of people. Moreover, considering the contribution
of the researchers in our issue, the usefulness of the results and the practical applications
developed by research will certainly have a positive impact to “ensuring inclusive and
equitable quality education for all” [19].

The carefully chosen studies in this issue show that there is an urgent need to continu-
ously develop the contents and understanding of inclusive education. What would be a
better way of developing it in a sustainable manner than research?

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Florian, L. What counts as evidence of inclusive education? Eur. J. Spec. Needs Educ. 2014, 29, 286–294. [CrossRef]
2. Göransson, K.; Nilholm, C. Conceptual diversities and empirical shortcomings—A critical analysis of research on inclusive

education. Eur. J. Spec. Needs Educ. 2014, 29, 265–280. [CrossRef]
3. Krischler, M.; Powell, J.W.J.; Pit-Ten Cate, I.M. What is meant by inclusion? On the effects of different definitions on attitudes

toward inclusive education. Eur. J. Spec. Needs Educ. 2019, 34, 632–648. [CrossRef]
4. Norwich, B. Addressing tensions and dilemmas in inclusive education. In Living with Uncertainty; Routledge: London, UK, 2013.
5. Hornby, G. Inclusive special education: Development of a new theory for the education of children with special educational

needs and disabilities. British J. Special Educ. 2015, 42, 234–256. [CrossRef]
6. Hausstätter, R.S. In support of unfinished inclusion. Scand. J. Educ. Res. 2014, 58, 424–434. [CrossRef]
7. Hardy, I.; Woodcock, S. Inclusive education policies: Discourses of difference, diversity and deficit. Int. J. Incl. Educ. 2015, 19,

141–164. [CrossRef]
8. Haug, P. Understanding inclusive education: Ideals and reality. Scand. J. Disabil. Res. 2017, 19, 206–217. [CrossRef]
9. Slee, R. Critical analyses of inclusive education policy: An international survey. Int. J. Incl. Educ. 2006, 10, 105–107.
10. Anderson, J.; Boyle, C.; Deppeler, J. The ecology of inclusive education. In Equality in Education: Fairness and Inclusion; Zhang, H.,

Chan, P.W.K., Boyle, C., Eds.; Sense Publishers: Rotterdam, The Netherlands, 2014; pp. 23–34.
11. European Agency for Special Needs and Inclusive Education. Inclusive School Leadership: Exploring Policies across Europe;

Óskarsdóttir, E., Donnelly, V., Turner-Cmuchal, M., Eds.; European Agency for Special Needs and Inclusive Education: Odense,
Denmark, 2019.

12. Óskarsdóttir, E. Constructing Support as Inclusive Practice: A Self-Study; University of Iceland: Reykjavík, Iceland, 2017; Unpublished.
13. Hedegaard-Soerensen, L.; Riis-Jensen, C.; Tofteng, D.M. Interdisciplinary collaboration as a prerequisite for inclusive education.

Eur. J. Spec. Needs Educ. 2018, 33, 382–395. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/08856257.2014.933551
http://doi.org/10.1080/08856257.2014.933545
http://doi.org/10.1080/08856257.2019.1580837
http://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8578.12101
http://doi.org/10.1080/00313831.2013.773553
http://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2014.908965
http://doi.org/10.1080/15017419.2016.1224778
http://doi.org/10.1080/08856257.2017.1314113


Sustainability 2021, 13, 7798 4 of 4

14. Shani, M.; Hebel, O. Educating Towards Inclusive Education: Assessing a Teacher-Training Program for Working with Pupils
with Special Educational Needs and Disabilities (SEND) Enrolled in General Education Schools. Int. J. Spec. Educ. 2016, 31, 1–23.
Available online: https://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ1120685 (accessed on 13 July 2021).

15. Niemiec, C.P.; Ryan, R.M. Autonomy, Competence, and Relatedness in the Classroom. Applying Self-Determination Theory to
Educational Practice. Theory Res. Educ. 2009, 7, 133–144. [CrossRef]

16. Vetoniemi, J.; Kärnä, E. Being included–experiences of social participation of pupils with special education needs in mainstream
schools. Int. J. Incl. Educ. 2019. [CrossRef]

17. Qvortrup, A.; Qvortrup, L. Inclusion: Dimensions of inclusion in education. Int. J. Incl. Educ. 2018, 22, 803–817. [CrossRef]
18. Wiles, R. What Are Qualitative Research Ethics; The ‘What is?’ Research Methods Series; Bloomsbury Academic: London, UK, 2013.

[CrossRef]
19. United Nations. Sustainable Development Goals. Goal 4. Department of Economic and Social Affairs, 2015. Available online:

https://sdgs.un.org/goals (accessed on 26 June 2021).
20. UNESCO. Policy Paper 42. In Act Now: Reduce the Impact of COVID-19 on the Cost of Achieving SDG 4; UNESCO: Paris, France,

2020. Available online: En.unesco.org/gem-report/COVIDcostSDG4 (accessed on 17 May 2021).
21. Slee, R. Inclusive schooling as an apprenticeship in democracy? In The SAGE Handbook of Special Education; Florian, L., Ed.; SAGE:

London, UK, 2014; pp. 217–229.

https://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ1120685
http://doi.org/10.1177/1477878509104318
http://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2019.1603329
http://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2017.1412506
http://doi.org/10.5040/9781849666558
https://sdgs.un.org/goals
En.unesco.org/gem-report/COVIDcostSDG4

	Introduction 
	Synopsis of the Articles 
	Conclusions 
	References

