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PRESENT SITUATION AND FUTURE PROBLEMS OF THE SCHOOLS
FOR THE BLIND IN THE UNITED STATES

— MAINSTREAMING AND INCREASE OF THE MULTIHANDICAPPED BLIND —

Yoshinori Yamada and Chikao Sato

The American schools for the blind have been faced with two problems — mainstreaming
and increase of the multihandicapped — and groped for a means of solving the problems.

The purpose of this study is to make present situation and future problems clear by means of
analyzing the data sent from nineteen schools for the blind.

The controversy between Lawrence Hapeman of Northern Illinois Umvers1ty and Sheldon
Maron of Florida State University regarding the effect of PL, 94—142 on the education of visually
handicapped children was examined in order to recognize the outline of the situation. It is sugges-
ted thaf the choice between an “optimum” residential school program and an“appropriate” public
school program cannot be discussed comprehensively, and must be based on each child.

There are two positions on mainstreaming. Some schools have accepted mainstreaming (Cali-
formia School for the Blind, Oregon School for the Blind, Montana School for the Deaf and Blind,
Utah School for the Blind, et al.), and the others have denied it (The Virginia School for the Deaf
and the Blind, Mississippi School for the Blind, et al.). Reverse mainstreaming proposed by Lavelle
School for the Blind is to be considered as a future task.

In general, the American schools for the blind have become more multihandicapped in enrolle-
ment, and are well represented by Oak Hill School. The school has 103 (99%) multihandicapped
blind children of all 104 students, and good programming components (for example, a twelve
months’ program, two shifts of professional staff, respite care, a comprehensive therapy program).
Most of the schools, however, have many problems to be solved, regarding fund, curriculum, staff,
dormitory, and so on.

By the way, mainstreaming and increase of the multihandicapped blind are also indispeﬁsable
trends in Japan. Schools for the blind in Japan must consider modification to a center — for in-
stance, a resource center, a diagnosis and evaluation center, a program development center, or a

staff training center — and / or a school for the multihandicapped blind.



