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Introduction.
Graham and Slee’s article examines the link between the outlined education policies and exercises of inclusion together with the existing challenges of the disabled youths in education. As such, it is well evident that young people from marginalized societies and those living with disabilities encounter varied forms of isolation as they continually interact with the education system and other structures in the nation. The article” An illusory interiority: Interrogating the discourse/s of inclusion” by Graham and Slee acknowledges that inclusion is a very central aspect in the education set up and in this case, all children whether disabled or not should be granted equal opportunities to educational opportunities. The article is very relevant, reliable and valid in education as it discourages against segregation of learners especially those with disabilities and recommends for total inclusion
It is evident that inclusive education has often served as an advocate for functional changes to the structure of education and also as a means of establishing a state of balance amid the populations and the diversity in education is captured in chapter 3 on “Historical Perspective of the Multicultural America”. Through inclusive education practices, different practices have been implemented to ensure that students living with disabilities are not excluded in the education system (Graham & Slee, 2008). Graham and Slee’s article can be linked to the occurrences in the contemporary societies whereby lack of inclusiveness in the education system limits the achievement of educational goals and objectives.
As it is, many societies have repeatedly practiced un-examined assumptions in education such as identity, academic lines, and differences among the people. Arguably, these factors are the key contributors to the existence of less inclusive schools and education system as well. In this concern, I proclaim that modern governments should take it as their prime responsibility to establish a state of balance amid the vulnerable groups and other people by making major recommendations to curb any aspect of exclusiveness. Chapter four of the text book is titled “Foundational Knowledge for Culturally Responsive Teaching” and this can be linked closely to Graham and Slee’s article. The chapter focuses on teaching practices which are diversified and focus on individual differences of the learners and the case of students with disabilities fits in the context. In general, the article and the chapter recommends for inclusion of all students in the learning environment in order to equip them with positive learning experiences.
In addition to this, it was apparent that normative assumptions should be deemed insufficient for integrating the perception of disability into the inclusiveness of education among other social factors (Graham & Slee, 2008). According to my understanding, every marginalized group or community should be subject to social inclusion in itself, and hence all every society must cross-examine the available forms of practicing inclusiveness. From a different perspective, the discourse of inclusion in education can be attained through psychology, thus, the involved agencies should ideally focus on the objective groups such as at-risk children, children with disabilities and indigenous children for total inclusion.  
As evident in the journal, normative perceptibility contributes by staging an informal approach that best helps in understanding the concept of exclusiveness. In investigating features of inclusivity, the journal articulates reflective model which encompasses philosophical reinforcements which are aimed at creating recommendable importance to be effected by the school. This model is subject to understanding the extent to which vulnerable individuals in the society are excluded from educational services or even how they are included in the system (Graham & Slee, 2008). The reflective model is relevant since it enables the education stakeholders to have a broad view on the concept of inclusive education. The model also assists students with disabilities to reflect on their actions in continuous learning and through this, improvement of their learning environment is achieved. 
Further, adopting general means of intervention is another notion of inclusion because it would be easy to detect students living with disabilities by accessing their societies an estimating the degree of vulnerability for inclusion. Moreover, it was clarified effectively that he concept of inclusion in education has not been entirely effective. As such, it has been difficult to trace problematic child’s behavior and also hard for teachers to interpret specific classroom characters and their causes. It is also difficult for teachers to reach and cater for each and every need of the students living with disabilities thus challenging inclusion. In the entire education system, power is unevenly distributed and power levels creates gaps among stakeholders hence inclusion is not achieved per se.
To sum up, it is evident that the article by Graham and Slee as well as the book clarified that inclusion in education is a significant factor in our modern societies. This is because it helps in identifying and making the future of children living with challenges. Apparently, inclusion establishes a state of balance amid the people by assimilating their perceptions through conceptualization and naturalization. By focusing on all learners without bias, segregation, discrimination and prejudice, the achievement of the set goals and objectives in the education set up will apparently be inevitable.
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