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HOW WILLING ARE REGULAR-SCHOOL STUDENTS TO ACCEPT PEERS 
WITH DEVELOPMENTAL DIFFICULTIES?

Abstract 
The development of positive attitudes among students towards children with 
developmental difficulties is a significant precondition for successful func-
tioning of these children in regular school. This article presents the results 

of a research aimed at examining the level of readiness of regular-school students to ac-
cept peers with developmental difficulties. The sample comprised 471 fifth-grade students 
from ten primary schools in Serbia. The aim was achieved by: a) examining regular-school 
students� attitudes towards joint education with children with developmental difficulties 
and whether they would associate with and help such peers; b) examining the readiness of 
regular-school students to accept children with developmental difficulties, dependent upon 
the school�s inclusion/exclusion in the inclusive education projects; and c) examining the 
teachers� opinions on the willingness of other students to accept children with developmen-
tal difficulties. The students whose schools were included in the projects of inclusive edu-
cation expressed more positive personal attitudes towards their peers with developmental 
difficulties. This implies a necessity for a wider inclusion of schools into similar projects 
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and providing direct contacts between the two groups of students.
Keywords: children with developmental difficulties, regular-school students� 

readiness to accept children with developmental difficulties, primary school.
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