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Résumé

Persons with disabilities have the opportunity to choose their place of residence and where
and with whom they live states the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities
(UN, 2006). Starting from this entitlement we have investigated through a multiple case
study if and how Italian, German and Swiss residential homes for people with intellectual
impairment were changing their practices.
The study was conducted in years 2015-2018 adopting a convergent parallel design mixed
methods (Creswell & Plano Clark, 2011). Reasons why we have decided to investigate this
institution relate to the time gap in which integrative practices and phenomenon of deinsti-
tutionalisation developed in the three countries. In fact, in Italy these phenomena developed
in the Seventies already (Ianes & al., 2020), but Germany and Switzerland decided to close
special schools only in recent years (Melzer, 2019). Therefore, our interest was understanding
these Countries were doing in order to begin inclusive processes though which community
could better welcome people with intellectual impairment.

The theoretical framework refers to both Disability Studies (Barnes et al., 2002; Medeghini
& al., 2013) and to Institutional Analysis (Lapassade, 1972; Hess & Weigand, 2008) also
to a fruitful dialogue between these two perspectives (Bocci & Gueli, 2019). In fact, their
joint assumption allows to bring out the disability as a social construction. Moreover, these
perspectives can show disability representations, disabling processes and the role played by
institutions both as structures and as relational spaces that generate complex dynamics be-
tween people when they embody and exercise different social roles.

Results which will be shown and discussed during the Conference suggest the presence of
a medical and childish language (in Italy in particular), the absence in Italy of a sort of
support to become adult and a sort of endless mothering in the three countries involved in
the study (Guerini, 2020).
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