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.“
Inclusive education approaches emphasize social and cultural diversity 

while systematically identifying and eliminating barriers to accessing 

have primarily focused on the education of students with disabilities. 

countries have made limited progress in creating favorable conditions for the 
education of socially disadvantaged students.

performance can be attributed to differences in cultural and social background. 

accessing education for these families. 

in the language of instruction. According to statistics from the Ministry of 

students are likely to face varying degrees of language barriers.
Social disadvantages can also stem from the placement of a child outside 

emotional support in institutional care. This is not an uncommon occurrence 



63

initiative.

disadvantaged students.

school’s size and the number of socially disadvantaged students – to implement 

of interventions: ,
, 5

For , schools can select from the following positions:
A1: Teacher assistant for students with social disadvantages

6

A3: School social pedagogue
A4: Career counselor
A5: School psychologist
A6: Inclusion coordinator
A7: Adaptation coordinator
A8: Educator for leisure activities
A9: Coordinator of the mentoring program for students
A10: Tandem teacher

In the category of , schools choose from the following 
activities:

B1: Educational interventions or tutoring

B3: Educational interventions for early adaptation
B4: Psychosocial interventions and mental health support
B5: Case management services
B6: Motivational and adaptation activities

B8: Breakfast clubs

5 Type C interventions focused on professional development and teacher training are included in 

6
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B10: Direct student support
The number of interventions forms a school may implement depends on its 

utilize funding for multiple interventions from both categories.

The primary aim of the research was to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
implemented interventions and identify which ones can be deemed truly 
effective in supporting the education of socially disadvantaged students. The 

the overall sample of socially disadvantaged students.

dents whose absenteeism has decreased in the last school year.

whose behavioral grades have improved in the last school year.

tasked with recording the following information: 
(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) the level of impact that the student’s engagement in individual activities 

„0“: The intervention did not affect the student.
„1“

impact.
„2“

derate impact.
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„3“
7

evaluator and the teachers who implemented the intervention at the school.

year results demonstrated improvement.

dividing the total score for a given intervention by the number of students in the 
observed group8

of the intervention on all students studied and the impact of the intervention 

7

 

1. T
times per month.
T
month.

3. T
per month.

 

level was established as follows:
1. T

T
shift in learning.

3. T
 

student motivation – the assessment focused on participation and educational impact. The 

1. T
small impact on their education.
T
moderate impact on their education.

3. T

8
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c
d
n

T
student in the evaluated group.
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showed improvement in any area.
 

categories of students:
“I“: 

“II“: Students at risk of social disadvantage:” Additional support for these 
students is typically managed by the teacher during standard instruction.

“III“:

“IV“: Students with social disadvantages and comprehensive support 

additional teaching support staff.

needs. Students from all nine years of elementary education were represented 

A relatively high number of students were diagnosed with some form of 

from families where a different mother tongue was spoken.“

and impact of interventions on the overall sample of students with social 
disadvantages.“
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Table 1 presents the Type A interventions – staff positions ranked by the 

with the greatest overall impact on the study group of students with social 

special education teachers. While these roles are undoubtedly desirable and 

Ranking Intervention Intensity of support – assessment
Support 0 – without 

support
1 – only 

occasionally
3 – very 

1. A3 – School social 
pedagogue 350 105 79 106 0.91

A1 – Teacher assistant 
for students with social 
disadvantage

373 76 83 108 0.88

3. 
education teacher 

94 44 81 0.66

4. 
educator 34 54 0.41

5. A6 – Inclusion 
coordinator 399 59 43 39 0.41

6. A5 – School 
psychologist 533 39 46 0.35

7. A4 – Career counselor 544 37 30

8. A10 – Tandem teacher 555 47 10

9. A7 – Adaptation 
coordinator 579 18 34 10 0.18

10. A9 – Coordinator of the 
mentoring program for 
students

0 0 0 0 0.0

the greatest impact on the education of students with social disadvantages. 

school lunches.
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Ranking Intervention Impact of support – assessment

Support 0 – without 
impact

1 – small 
impact impact

 3 – highly 

impact

1. 
learning programs

105 194

B10 – Direct 
student support 304 93 151 1.14

3. 
adaptation act. 303 117 107 113 1.05

4. B1 – Educational 

tutoring
103 85 0.95

5. B4 – Psychosocial 

mental health 
support

76 78 57 0.63

6. B9 – Events 
to promote 
cooperation with 
parents 

456 86 0.50

7. B8 – Breakfast 
clubs 551 15 44 30 0.30

8. B3 – Educational 

adaptation
580 30 9 0.15

9. 

tutoring during 
school holidays

618 11 9 0.08

10. B5 – Case 
management 618 10 5 7 0.06

marks during the last school year. 

included in the study. The purpose of this comparison was to determine which 
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these three positions are more likely to have a positive effect on improving 
marks for socially disadvantaged students.

 

Ranking Intervention Intensity of support – assessment
Support support 0 – without 

support
1 – only 

occasionally
3 – very 

1. A1 – Teacher 
assistant 
for students 
with social 
disadvantage

39 0.93 0.88

A3 – School 
social 
pedagogue

113 35 30 0.84 0.91

3.
special 
education 
teacher

45 8 0.70 0.66

4. A5 – School 
psychologist 146 11 0.53 0.35

5.
activities 
educator

166 11 10 0.34 0.41

6. A6 – Inclusion 
coordinator 160 18 14 7 0.34 0.41

7. A4 – Career 
counselor 168 8 11 0.31

8. A10 – Tandem 
teacher 168 5 5 0.31 

9. A7 – 
Adaptation 
coordinator

189 3 4 3 0.10 0.18

10. A9 – 
Coordinator of 
the mentoring 
program for 
students

199 0 0 0 0.00 0.00

and events to promote cooperation with students’ parents. The results suggest 

marks.
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Ranking Intervention Impact of support – assessment
Support support 0 – 

without 
impact

1 – only 
a small 
impact

impact
3 – highly 

impact

1.
learning programs 74 59 1.43 

B10 – Direct student 
support 88 31 51 1.22 1.14

3. B1 – Educational 91 34 0.95

4.
adaptation activities 99 35 31 34 1.00 1.05

5. B4 – Psychosocial 

health support
19 0.63 0.63

6. B9 – Events to promote 
cooperation with 
parents 

140 19 18 0.59 0.50

7. B8 – Breakfast clubs 175 0 10 14 0.31 0.30

8.

during school holidays
0 5 0.10 0.08

9. B5 – Case management 3 0.08 0.06

10. B3 – Educational 

adaptation
195 1 1 0.04 0.15

may positively impact reducing absenteeism among socially disadvantaged 
students.
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Ranking Intervention Intensity of support – assessment
Support support 0 – without 

support
1 – only 

occasionally
3 – very 

1. A1 – Teacher 
assistant for 
students with social 
disadvantage

154 38 40 40 0.88 0.88

A3 – School social 
pedagogue

155 46 30 41 0.84 0.91

3.
education teacher 158 51 37 0.79 0.66

4.
activities educator 19 18 0.44 0.41

5. A6 – Inclusion 
coordinator 15 0.41

6. A5 – School 
psychologist 18 0.41 0.35

7. A4 – Career 
counselor 19 15 14 0.33 

8. A10 – Tandem 
teacher

16 17 6

9. A7 – Adaptation 
coordinator 8 18 3 0.19 0.18

10. A9 – Coordinator 
of the mentoring 
program for 
students

0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0

parents. The research results indicate a positive effect of all these interventions 
on reducing absenteeism among students facing social disadvantages. 



ŠTÚDIE ZO ŠPECIÁLNEJ PEDAGOGIKY/STUDIES IN SPECIAL EDUCATION

Table 6 Intensity of support for students with reduced absenteeism –  
                 interventions in category B – a

Ranking Intervention Impact of support – assessment
Support support 0 – without 

impact

1 – only 
a small 
impact

moderate 
impact

3 – highly 

impact

1.
learning programs 89 43 58 1.49 

B10 – Direct student 
support 46 35 70 1.20 1.14

3.
adaptation activities 117 54 57 44 1.10 1.05

4. B1 – Educational 

tutoring
41 1.06 0.95

5. B4 – Psychosocial 

health support
174 38 31 0.69 0.63

6. B9 – Events to 
promote cooperation 
with parents 

183 34 36 19 0.60 0.50

7. B8 – Breakfast clubs 7 15 15 0.30 0.30

8. B3 – Educational 

adaptation
11 8 0.15

9.

tutoring during 
school holidays

0 6 4 0.09 0.08

10. B5 – Case 
management

5 0.06 0.06

who improved their behavioral assessments demonstrated a higher support 

students facing social disadvantages.

9

written commendation for positive behavior.
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Table 7 Intensity of support for students who improved in behavioral  
               assessments – instruments in category A – s

Ranking Intervention Intensity of support – assessment
Support support 0 – without 

support
1 – only 

occasionally
3 – very 

1. A1 – Teacher 
assistant 
for students 
with social 
disadvantage

51 9 8 15 0.84 0.88

A3 – School social 
pedagogue 50 13 10 10 0.76 0.91

3. A5 – School 
psychologist 55 10 7 11 0.69 0.35

4.
special education 
teacher

55 11 7 10 0.66 0.66

5. A6 – Inclusion 
coordinator 

58 8 10 7 0.59 0.41

6. A4 – Career 
counselor 8 6 7 0.49 

7.
activities 
educator

66 5 9 4 0.41

8. A7 – Adaptation 
coordinator 73 5 4 1 0.19 0.18

9. A10 – Tandem 
teacher 

77 1 4 1 0.14

10. A9 – Coordinator 
of the mentoring 
program for 
students

0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0

improving behavioral assessments were noted for three forms of intervention: 

The research results suggest that these three forms of intervention could 
positively affect the improvement of behavioral evaluations for students facing 
social disadvantages.
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Table 8 Intensity of support for students who improved in behavior  

Ranking Intervention Impact of support – assessment

Support support 0 – 
without 
impact

1 – only 
a small 
impact

moderate 
impact

3 – highly 

impact

1.
learning programs

36 10 1.31

B10 – Direct 
student support

38 15 13 17 1.11 1.14

3. B1 – Educational 

tutoring
37 18 16 0.95

4. B6 
adaptation activities 48 10 13 0.86 1.05

5. B4 – Psychosocial 

mental health 
support

53 8 10 0.70 0.63

6. B9 – Events 
to promote 
cooperation with 
parents 

60 7 9 7 0.55 0.50

7. B8 – Breakfast clubs 75 1 3 4 0.30

8. B5 – Case 
management 81 0 0 0.07 0.06

9. B3 – Educational 

adaptation
81 0 0 0.15

10. 

tutoring during 
school holidays

81 0 1 1 0.06 0.08

indicate which forms of intervention were utilized most intensively and which 
were more commonly employed by students who demonstrated improvement.

funding to directly support students and provide vital tutoring services. In terms 

school special education teacher are essential for the success of students facing 
social disadvantages.
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Ranking Intervention

1.

B10 – Direct student support 1.14

3. 1.05

4. 0.95

5. A3 – School social pedagogue 0.91

6. A1 – Teacher assistant for students with social disadvantage 0.88

7. 0.66

8. 0.63

9. B9 – Events to promote cooperation with parents of students 0.50

10. 0.41

 
Table 10 summarizes the areas of positive impact for interventions that 

The research results indicate a positive effect across multiple areas when 

least one surveyed area showed a positive impact from employing teaching 

tutoring and for activities designed to foster cooperation between the school 
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Table 10 Areas of positive impact for surveyed interventions in both categories

Area of positive impact

improvement of decrease in 
absences

improvement of 
behavior assessment

A1 – Teacher assistant for students with social 
disadvantage

A4 – Career counselor

A5 – School psychologist 

A6 – Inclusion coordinator 

A10 – Tandem teacher 

support

B9 – Events to promote cooperation with 
parents 

B10 – Direct student support

Discussion 

compares the uptake and effectiveness of different interventions for socially 

above.

assistants with cultural knowledge can help bridge barriers between the school 

are also recognized as contributing positively to the development of inclusive 

involvement of guidance counselors is especially important for promoting 
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on preventing early school leaving.

demonstrate the effective use of tutoring programs for students from socially 

levels of educational achievement among students from socially disadvantaged 

it is essential to encourage and develop roles that facilitate individualized 
teaching. The positions of teaching assistants and tandem teachers are 

B) School counseling should be further developed in schools that educate 

conduct career counseling.

D) The state should provide increased funding to schools that educate 
students with social disadvantages. This funding would enable schools to offer 
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have the conditions in place to identify the educational needs of students with 

Limitations and Future Directions
The main limitation of the research is that data is only available for activities 

activities – such as case management or breakfast clubs – could not be evaluated 
in the research because only a few schools selected these activities for their 

effectiveness of these less commonly used forms of intervention. 

certainly be appropriate.
______________________
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