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This article needs additional quotes for verification. Please help improve this article by adding quotes to trusted sources. Non-exturse materials may be challenged and disposed of. Find sources: Zero rejects – news · newspapers · books · scholar · JSTOR (July 2015) (Learn and when to remove this
template message) Zero rejects is an educational philosophy that says that no child can be denied an education because they are uneducated. [1] It is part of the Disability Education Act (DEA), which is the main special education law that aims to guarantee free and public education for students with
disabilities. [2] Because of this policy, services that were previously inaccessible to this group of learners are already routinely provided. [3] Zero rejects also include additional components, would be the requirement that placements in general education be appropriate to age and grade, in accordance with
its philosophy of inclusion. [2] Context The origin of the zero rejection policy and THE DEA can be traced back to the Education Act for All Children with Disabilities adopted by the US Congress in 1975. [4] THE DEA replaced this law in 1990, which also underwent a succession of amendments since
1997. [4] The act aims to facilitate the movement of qualified persons with disabilities from home, their school and to mass employment. [4] One of the six fundamental principles of the DEA states that no child with a disability can be denied adequate public education free of charge. [5] Schools receiving
federal funding need to educate all children with disabilities without conditions and exceptions. [5] This principle applies irrespective of the nature or severity of the disability; no child with a disability can be excluded from a public education. The requirement to provide special education to all students with
disabilities is absolute between 6 and 17 years old. Where a State provides educational services to children without disabilities between the ages of 3 and 5 and between 18 and 21, it must also educate all children with disabilities in these age groups. Each State educational agency is responsible for
locating, identifying and evaluating all children, from birth to the age of 21, residing in the State with disabilities or who are suspected of having disabilities. This requirement is called the child-finding system. The zero-scrap principle also ensures that pupils with communicable diseases (e.g. AIDS) cannot
be excluded from schools. Secondly, the principle also lies behind children who have committed serious crimes, so that they are not suspended from school in the long term. Friend, Marilyn. special: contemporary perspectives for school professionals. 3. Allyn &amp; Bacon, Inc., 2011. References ^
Rosenfeld, S. James (February 8, 1989). The role of schools for the disabled children concerned. Education Week. Retrieved 2009-03-25. ^ a b b Ervin (2013). Differentiated training: Content area applications and other considerations for teaching in grades 5-12 in the 21st century twenty-1. Lanham, MD:
University Press of America. p. 233. ISBN 9780761860846. ^ Walsh, Jim; Kemerer, Frank, Frank. Maniotis, Laurie (2014). Educator's Guide to Texas School Law: Eighth Edition. Austin, TX: University of Texas Press. p. 123. ISBN 9780292760837. ^ a b c Reynolds, Cecil R.; Fletcher-Janzen, Elain
(2007). Encyclopedia of Special Education: A reference for the education of children, adolescents and adults with disabilities and other exceptional people, 3 volume set. Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley &amp; Sons. pp. 2183. ISBN 9780471678021. ^ a b Russo, Charles J. (2008). Encyclopedia of Education
Law. A thousand oaktrees, CA: SAGE. p. 916. ISBN 9781412940795. This article on education is a stub. You can help Wikipedia by expanding it.vte Taken from Peer reviewedDirect linkERIC Number: EJ794938Record Type: JournalPublication Date: 2005Pages: 26Abstractor: AuthorISBN: N/AISSN:
ISSN-1477-8785The Zero-Rejects Policy in Special Education: A Moral AnalysisLadenson, Robert F.Theory and Research in Education, v3 n3 p273-298 2005This article examines the zero-reject policy at the heart of American law of special education in terms of morality, examining politics in terms of the
following three moral theories: utilitarianism, Rawlsian Kantianism (justice as fairness) and neo-aristotelism, as recently developed by Martha Nusson on her account of social justice. Although at first impression, none of these theories seems to provide a framework in which to develop a plausible defense
of zero-reject policy, on a deeper analysis there are plausible arguments in support of politics from the perspective of all three theories. The analysis that supports this conclusion leads to an increased appreciation of the conceptual resources that major philosophical theories of morality provide to
understand the moral foundations of the most important educational rights, in accordance with the American law of special education, of children with severe to profound physical and cognitive disabilities. (Contains 6 notes.) SAGE publications. 2455 Teller Road, Thousand Oaks, CA 91320. Tel: 800-818-
7243; Tel: 805-499-9774; Fax: 800-583-2665; e-mail: journals@sagepub.com; Website: What is Zero Reject? The Zero Reject Principle ensures that all children receive a free and adequate public education, no matter how serious their disability is. A child cannot be excluded because a school district
feels that they are too disabled to learn, has inappropriate behavior caused by their disability, or has a contagious disease unless there is a risk that the student will infect other students. Locate, identify, and serve all students with age 3 – 21Child find obligationsTwo eligibility criteria:1. A student must be
determined to have a disability that is covered by IDEA2. Because of disability, the student needs special education and related sources of services: www.ed.gov Designed training by Zero Rejects in THE DEA, at no cost to parents or guardians, to meet the unique needs of a disabled child, including
classroom training, and training in hospitals and institutions, as well as related services (transportation, and such development , corrective, and other support services ... necessary to help a disabled child to benefit from special education.  While providing adequate free education only provides a limited
level of services for children with disabilities, THE DEA provides this unconditional guarantee.  School districts that do not comply therefore do not have significant leeway in asserting defence on the basis of a child's lack of conventional academic capacity or the high cost of the necessary services. THE
DEA adopts a zero-rejection principle, which brings to its protection sphere a wide range of children with disabilities in need of special education and related services.  The cornerstone of THE IDEA is the provision that all children with disabilities are entitled to adequate free public education, which is
composed of specially designed training, at no cost to parents or guardians, to meet the unique needs of a [disabled] child, including classroom training, and training in hospitals and institutions, as well as related services 2020 © New Straits Times , New Straits Times Press (M) Bhd. Part of Media Prima
Group. This article examines the zero-reject policy at the heart of American law of special education from the point of view of morality, by examining politics in terms of the following three moral theories: utilitarianism, Rawlsian Kantianism (justice as fairness) and neo-Aristotelianism, as recently developed
by Martha Nussbaum on account of his social justice capabilities. Although at first impression, none of these theories seems to provide a framework in which to develop a plausible defense of zero-reject policy, on a deeper analysis there are plausible arguments in support of politics from the perspective
of all three theories. The analysis that supports this conclusion leads to an increased appreciation of the conceptual resources that major philosophical theories of morality provide to understand the moral foundations of the most important educational rights, in accordance with the American law of special
education, of children with severe to profound physical and cognitive disabilities. To read the full text of this research, you can request a copy directly from the 2019 Tornjörn TännsjöThe three of the most promising theories of distributive justice are discussed in the context of population ethics. All this
allows what has been called the repugnant conclusion (i.e. the conclusion that a world, the Z world, with an enormous population of people living a life worth living, is preferable to a world with ten billion extremely happy people (world A). Utilitarianism ... [It looks complete abstract] implies the repugnant
conclusion. It urges us to move from world A to world Z. It is different with maximin/leximin theory and egalitarianism. They affect a person's morals. They refer to real people. These theories do not urge us to move from world A to world Z, but they allow such a movement. Does this spell problem for
theories? It's not, it's argued. The repugnant conclusion is, after all, acceptable. It shows the intuition that the World Z is worse than the World A tends to disappear when subjected to cognitive psychotherapy. It is not usually replaced by an intuition to the opposite effect, but there is a solid argument in the
sense that the Z-world is really better than A-world.Read moreOctober 1977 · The Journal of Moral EducationLawrence Kohlberg believes that Rawls' utilitarianism and the theory of justice are formal elaborations of different stages in the psychological development of moral reasoning. He also believes
that there are psychological reasons to favor the stage of reasoning that he believes the Rawls theory is an elaboration, and he believes that these reasons are isomorphic with philosophical criteria of adequacy... [Shows complete abstract] that are normally used in the evaluation of moral theories. I argue
that if he is right, then rawls' arguments for the philosophical superiority of his principles of justice over utilitarianism must be wrong. But, I argue if they are, then, by the assertion of isomorphism, must follow that Kohlberg's own arguments are wrong. Then I take a closer look at the supposed isomorphism
and try to show that Kohlberg confused ethics with meta-ethics in the development of his opinions. Read moreArticleFull-text availableMay 2015 · Ethics &amp; Environment Policy Alyssa R. BernsteinObstacles to the implementation of a global climate treaty include disagreements on the issues of justice
raised by the UNNUSC principle that countries should respond to climate change by taking cooperation measures in accordance with their common but differentiated responsibilities and respective capacities and their social and economic conditions. In order to circumvent such disagreements, Climate ...
[Show complete abstract] Change of Justice (2010) authors Eric Posner and David Weisbach argue against shaping treaty proposals in accordance with either distributive or corrective requirements of justice. Representative for climate, Todd Stern, take a In this article I explain the practical and theoretical
disadvantages of Posner &amp; Weisbach's wepfarist (utility) perspective and propose an alternative. I show that their arguments do not exclude John Rawls's political conception of international justice and human rights, the Peoples Act. On this basis, I am developing a concept of climate justice that
underlines the implications of some of rawls principles and adds a principle for determining the correct rates of benefits and tasks related to the climate treaty. I propose this concept as a moral framework for negotiating a treaty that promotes human well-being in line with the requirements of justice, and I
argue that a treaty proposal that meets these requirements could best meet Posner &amp; Weisbach's own feasibility criteria. View full-textOctober 1998 · Philosophical magazineSarah StroudRichard B. Brandt1. Introduction 2. What is good in itself and motivation theory 3. Varieties of rules for behavior
4. Justification of moral statements 5. Optimal social morals 6. Neonaturalism 7. Utilitarianism and distributive justice 8. Ethics required by charity? 9. Consciousness-utilitarianism and criminal law 10. Is it morally rational? Read moreJanuary 2012This article explains the distinctive features of three types
of contract-based social approaches, right-based, and convention-based opinions-focusing on major historical works and some contemporary leading figures of every tradition. Unlike utilitarianism, social contractual doctrines are not a family of substantial moral and political conceptions; rather, they are a
family of ... [Shows complete abstract] methods of justification that support different conceptions of justice: democratic egalitarianism; classical liberalism; political absolutism; utilitarianism; and even libertarianism. Critics argue that the idea of a social contract is empty because it is used to support so
many conceptions of justice and does not seem to justify any of them. However, it argues that this is a positive feature of contractorarianism that it can encompass a variety of substantive positions and provide a method of analysis and argumentation that allows discernment and assessment of implicit
assumptions in the political conceptions of justice and the conditions under which they would or could be acceptable to free and equal and rational and reasonable persons. Read moreAugust 2018In this chapter are presented and answered some seven arguments against pacifism. These include
arguments that it is incoherent internally, and that it is contrary to human nature. Also in this chapter is presented the moral support for pacifism. Pretheoretical moral intuitions are divided by pacifism, it is admitted, but the reflection provides support for pacifism. Arguing ... [Shows complete abstract] that
utilitarian, utilitarian, ethics and the ethics of virtue can all be in support of pacifism and that also the requirements of moral justice provide an argument for pacifism. Pretheoretical morality is divided on the subject of pacifism, if killing in war is ever correct, but this does not mean that no support for
pacifism or rejection of war is found in the received categories of pretheoretical morality. The argument for pacifism based on moral justice, which is discussed, comes from a consideration of the pretheoretical moral concept of justice. Read moreJanuary 1998 Mortimer SellersLiberal lawyers once
minimized the link between law and justice or morality, including the role of the law as arbiter between freedom and license. Their commitment to the rule of law as a fence against oppression has led some liberals to deny the incorporation of moral standards into the law, fearing ambiguity and unwanted
administrative discretion.1 Utilities Jeremy Bentham and John Austin sought to... [Show full summary] to draw a clear distinction between the law so it should be, 2 despite the traditional view of the law (found in Blackstone) that human normative acts contrary to justice are null and not the law at
a11.3Read moreThe Chapter-text availableJanuary 2018 Joerg Dietz Emmanuelle P. Kleinlogel This chapter argues that research on discrimination in work can be enriched by studying it as unethical behavior. Using five moral principles, namely utilitarianism, distributive justice, action justice, virtuosity
and the ethics of care, this justifies the treatment of discrimination of work as unethical behaviour. A general theme in this discussion is that non-discrimination is ... [It shows complete abstract] a fundamental human right. Next, the chapter illustrates how the variables of the individual difference that predict
unethical behavior, moral disengagement and cognitive moral development, can contribute to the progress of knowledge about discrimination in the workplace. This is followed by a similar argument for situational predictors of unethical behaviour, such as submission to the demands of organisational
authorities. Finally, the chapter discusses the role of classical interventions against unethical behaviour, such as codes of conduct and the emphasis on fairness as a moral imperative, to combat discrimination in the workplace. View full-textJuly 2005 · Aristotleian Society Additional volumeSAMUEL
SCHEFFLER Véronique Munoz-DardéArei distinctive political values? Some egalitarians seem to believe that equality is such a value. Scheffler's contribution to the symposium aims to articulate a division of moral work between the norms of personal morality and the principles of justice governing and
using this suggests that the egalitarian criticism of Rawls can be deflected. In this paper, ... [Show [Show abstract] instead, question the status of equality as an intrinsic value. I argue that an egalitarianism that focuses on equality status as valuable in itself embraces a theory of value with the worst
elements of utilitarianism (especially in its consequence), leaving behind any intuitive call that utilitarianism has. In its place, I press that we need a political conception of egalitarianism that emphasizes the role of equality as a political ideal, without assuming values with which we engage beyond those
found in the norms of personal morality. Read moreJanuary 2012John Stuart Mill defended utilitarianism; indeed, he was his leading defender in the Victorian era. Mill was also the advocate of radical reform in British politics and society, and his proposals were all rooted in the principle of utility so he
understood it. For the utility, all other moral rules were subsidiary to the principle of utility. This includes the principles of justice. But... [It shows complete abstract] this priority of giving utility has been challenged by those who have defended the primacy of justice, and there are those who thus continue to
challenge Mill's account of morality and justice. This chapter aims to provide an exposition of mill's views on these issues, and to provide, in part, at least, a defence of these views, or at least to show that they are not so wildly short of the truth, as they are presented as being. Read moreApril 1983 · Law
and Philosophy Ernest J WeinribThis paper explores how the widely recognized conception of tort law as corrective justice is to be applied to the law of negligence. Corrective justice is an order of transactions between two parties that restores them to an antecedent equality. Thus, it is incompatible with
the comprehensive aggregation of utilitarianism and is in easy harmony with the moral notions of Kantian. This... [It shows abstract] the conception of the law of negligence excludes both the maximating theories, such as those of Holmes and Posner, and Fried's venture fund, which combines Kantianism
with distributive justice rather than corrective justice. At the heart of the Kantian approach is the impermeability of self-preference. The two types of self-preference, self-preference in conception and self-preference in action can explain, respectively, for the objective and working standard The Learned
Hand, which are the two most characteristic characteristics of negligence and which are generally (and wrongly) considered to be inevitable aggregative. This corrective conception of the rule of negligence can then be compared with Epstein's conception of corrective justice on strict liability, and
arguments can be offered in favour of the superiority of the former. Read muchJanuary 2011 · ProblemosThis is the first article of two. In the first article, the polymain approach to fundamental controversies in bioethics is is Even though it began to deal with bioethical problems in the mid-20th century, but
interest in the methodological basis was clearly highlighted only at the end of this year. In the field of bioethics have emerged a lot of new questions and traditional theories of ... Ethics [looks complete abstract] seemed insufficient to answer these questions. This is one of the reasons why the search for
appropriate principles used in solving concrete bioethical problems has begun. On the other hand, the application of bioethical theories in practice has exposed the need to find such an approach that could help solve bioethical problems given the variety of moral beliefs and the inverted relationship
between doctor and patient. New ways to solve these problems if they sought and, in some cases, thinkers even combined utilitarianism and deontology into a single theory. While representing the polyprincipal approach to bioethics, it is claimed that these theories that deduce the bioethical principles of
everyday morality cannot avoid the inconsistency that is characteristic of everyday moral beliefs and for this reason cannot provide any fundamentally new and uncontroversial way to resolve bioethical controversies. Read moreLast Updated: 03 November 2020 2020
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