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SUMMARY 
The article deals with the problem of 

disabled student’s victimization in conditions of 
inclusion in the university educational space. The 
aim of the work was to search for the correlation 
of victimization with the personality traits of 
students. The study results can be used in elabo-
ration of the correction program for unbalanced 
personality traits that contribute to victimization.  

Key words: inclusive education, victim-
hood, students with disabilities. 
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