Regional Workshop on the Measurement of Child Disability
Final Report

(Geneva – Switzerland, 6 to 10 July, 2015)

Article 31 of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities
(CRPD) mandates that ratifying States Parties “collect appropriate information,
including statistical and research data, to enable them to formulate and implement
policies to give effect to the present Convention”1.
Valid, reliable, and relevant data on children with disabilities are essential to
understand the situation of children with disabilities, and to assist in tracking results
against national, regional, and international conventions and goals. Data are also
important to investigate the role of environmental factors (including societal attitudes
and physical barriers) in the experience of disability. Further, data are essential to
inform policies and programs, facilitate the planning of services, and improve
participation and quality of life for children with disabilities and their families as well
as to advocate for the rights of children with disabilities.
For countries to fulfill their commitments under the CRPD as well as to inform and
support the monitoring of sustainable development goals that leave no one behind,
there is an urgent need for countries to strengthen their capacity to collect, analyze,
understand, use and disseminate data on children with disabilities in a manner that is
accurate and comparable across different settings, countries, and populations.
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1. Why a workshop in Europe and Central Asia?
Despite the overwhelming need for and interest in disability data in Europe and Central
Asia (ECA), particularly as it relates to children, children with disabilities remain
“invisible”. The Washington Group on Disability Statistics (WG) has been working with
UNICEF since 2011 on a survey module specifically designed to capture child
functioning and disability.
Following an initial introduction to the concept of disability measurement at the
TransMonEE meeting in Luxembourg in November 2015, the Regional Workshop on
the Measurement of Child Disability organized by UNICEF and the WG was intended to
help strengthen local capacities on issues related to measurement of child disability
and ensure a broad and common understanding of the statistical concepts, models,
and measures related to child disability. It was intended that, at the end of one week,
participants in the workshop would have an increased knowledge of the main issues
related to the collection, analysis, interpretation, and use of data on child disability,
and be able to develop a comprehensive data collection plan, with clear objectives,
indicators, and appropriate data collection methods and tools. Further, it was expected
that participants would have a deepened knowledge of how to read and interpret data
on children with disabilities and understand how to disseminate and use data
effectively to promote the rights of children with disabilities. Ultimately, the intent of
the workshop was to ensure that the progressive realization of the rights of all
children is made evident, through the use of statistical data, in Eastern Europe and
Central Asia.
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2. What is disability?
What is Disability? According to the UN Convention on the Rights of Persons with
Disabilities (CRPD), persons with disabilities include those who have long-term
physical, mental, intellectual or sensory impairments which in interaction with various
barriers may hinder their full and effective participation in society on an equal basis
with others. The diverse group of participants in the workshop and their varied
knowledge provided an excellent setting in which to experience the difficulties
inherent to trying to make sense of, and reach an agreement about, the complex
concept of understanding and measuring disability. Country delegations were
composed of stakeholders representing both producers and users of data on children.
Among the 112 participants, 26 countries and 6 organization were represented; 21
National Statistic Offices were in attendance, as well as representatives from various
line Ministries, UNICEF staff and civil society. The workshop enabled participants, who
often have little opportunity for collaborative work, to discuss concepts and practical
applications – discussions that were key to advancing the development of a common
understanding of disability.
Until recently, the medical view of disability prevailed in the ECA region. Traditionally,
this reductionist view has been responsible for all work related to disability, and
children with disabilities have been viewed as “defective” and in need of protection
from States. This is likely the only region in the world where nearly all professionals
working in areas related to children with disabilities were trained under the theoretical
foundations of “defectology”2, a theoretical tradition with almost 100 years of legacy.
Existing data available to UNICEF indicate that children with disabilities in the region
face important barriers in terms of access to basic services and are frequently subject
to stigmatization and exclusion. A disproportionate number of children who are
deprived of parental care or in living in formal or residential care today are children
with disabilities3. Children with disabilities and their families are usually left out due to
harmful social norms and cultural beliefs, attitudes and practices. This limits their
development and puts them at risk of neglect, abuse, exploitation and exclusion.
The overwhelming signature and ratification of the CRPD in the region 4 is relatively
recent and the paradigm shift – from a medical to a social model - that will be required
will take time and a collaborative effort. The change will also not occur evenly
throughout the region. At this time, while some countries have made great strides in
changing their conceptual frameworks and their work modes, many are still grappling
with how to effectively implement a Convention that does not comfortably align with
their traditional modus-operandi.
The absence of a common understanding of disability has been a major cause of the
lack of agreement on disability data globally. On the one hand, different terms are used
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with the same meaning, while on the other hand the same term is also used with
different meanings.
Nevertheless, in general disability is no longer understood in a reductionist way. It is
no longer viewed as an individual attribute with a clinical diagnosis that can be
subjected to treatment or prevention (medical model). A person with a disability is no
longer viewed as a victim of circumstance and needing the charity of others in order to
survive (charity model). Disability is multi-dimensional; it is a “set of characteristics
everyone shares to varying degrees and in varying forms and combinations”, and has
biological, environmental and socially constructed components.

3. Why measure disability?
In the workshop, participants had an opportunity to learn about the important
relationship between research questions and the choice of data needed to properly
answer them. The workshop participants were asked to, throughout the 5 days, engage
in a daily exercise (case study analysis5) during which they had a chance to discuss and
understand data collection challenges through the lens of specific examples.
In ECA, as well as in other regions, collecting data is the main function of many
stakeholders. In some cases, data on adults with disabilities are largely available, while
data on children with disabilities, specifically, are scarce. Although most countries in
the region are signatories to both the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) and
CRPD, and although both Conventions place the obligation of data collection on
signatories, collecting data related to children is still in its early days.
Throughout the 5 days of the workshop, the focus on data collection was on household
surveys and census, as opposed to administrative data. Tracking prevalence of
disability through the use of a survey is an important first step in generating estimates
at the level of the population, and in monitoring trends and identifying the needs and
characteristics of subgroups within persons with disabilities. Data gathered in this
manner can be used for many purposes, among which to raise awareness about the
number and overall situation of children with disabilities. Administrative data are also
important both because they are collected more frequently and because such data can
capture information on children who are not in households (i.e. in formal care). A
number of participants expressed their need for further clarification regarding
administrative data, as well as further exploration of the ways in which household
survey and administrative data complement each other.
Workshop facilitators focused on providing examples of ways in which data availability
has benefited research agendas, policies, programmes, and evidence-based
interventions. Finally, the facilitators also highlighted the use of household data in
monitoring and evaluating the impact of activities and policy changes, while
contributing to the general knowledge about childhood disability. Participants engaged
5 The case studies analyzed throughout the five days were: Education for Children with Disabilities; Cash Transfer

Programme; Autism; National Action Plan on Disability; Deinstitutionalization.
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in discussions related to collecting data via large population-based surveys, small
sample surveys, the uses and benefits of each, as well as the many challenges
associated with each option.

4. How to measure disability?
While data on disability are inadequate and much needed for the all of the population,
children represent a special group that deserves particular consideration, but that also
poses special challenges for measurement. While many countries have collected data
on disability as part of employment-related surveys on their active population, children
have been less visible in the data collection agenda. General household surveys and
censuses that include general questions about people with disabilities have also been
found to inadequately identify children with disabilities.
Children are constantly developing and in transition first from infancy to childhood,
then childhood to adolescence and finally from adolescence to adulthood. The speed
and variability of trajectories of these changes makes it challenging to identify
functional difficulties. The distribution of types of disability is also different for children
compared with adults. In adults the major problems are mobility, seeing and hearing,
personal care - especially so with advancing years, while in children the main
disabilities are related to intellectual functioning and behavior.
The workshop focused on discussing validated questions and methods that can be used
to identify children with disabilities. However, in order to serve purposes that go
beyond generating reliable prevalence estimates (i.e. that can track UNCRPD/CRC
commitments to equal access to services), the discussed disability questions will need
to be added to broader survey instruments that also collect data on children’s access
to education, health care, social protection and other entitlements.
4.1. Purpose and Objectives
The various possible purposes for data collection were presented and discussed during
the workshop. An important first step in data collection is determining its purpose. The
purpose will determine what tools and methods are most appropriate. Service
provision, determining prevalence of disability in a population, as well as the
equalization of opportunities for those with and without disability were presented
among the main “purposes” for the collection of data on disability.
In terms of prevalence, estimating the level of disability in a population (through the
operationalization of the WG/UNICEF Module on Child Functioning and Disability) is
important for several reasons. It allows policymakers, analysts, and researchers to
identify potential need for accommodation. Quantifying disability using this tool also
helps design interventions in order to prevent disability and to improve the
participation of children who already experience disabilities. For strategic planning, it
is important not only to measure the level of disability but also to monitor and
understand trends in disability prevalence.
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The WG/UNICEF Module on Child Functioning and Disability can also be used to
determine whether children with disabilities are participating in age appropriate
activities to the same extent as are children without disabilities. This is done by using
the WG/UNICEF questions to disaggregate indicators of participation by disability
status. For example, if the questions are asked in the same data collection tool as are
questions on school attendance, it possible to see whether the percent of children
attending school is the same for children with and without disability.
Another purpose for data collection related to child disability is the assessment of
environmental barriers and facilitators. Society may hinder a child’s participation
because it either creates barriers (e.g., inaccessible play areas) or fails to provide
facilitators (e.g., unavailability of trained inclusive education teachers). Assessing the
impact of the environment involves an examination of the physical environment (e.g.,
natural environment and human-made changes to environment), social environment
(e.g., support and relationships of family, peers, and community members), cultural
environment (e.g., how disability is perceived in the community), and institutional
environment (e.g., availability of assistive devices).
The findings in relation to an environmental assessment provide a rich source of
information for policy and service planning. When information on the environment is
analyzed in conjunction with information on age, sex, geographical location, and type
of functional limitation, a nuanced picture across a range of policy fields emerges. For
example, collecting information on the availability of communication assistive devices
for children living in rural areas can be used to monitor the participation of children
with such limitations in school. Data that are disaggregated on a number of dimensions
are important as disability intersects with other determinants of inequality, such as
gender and ethnicity, and can therefore assist in demonstrating transparency and
accountability in the distribution of resources to services, groups, and individuals.
A forth purpose for data collection is the design, monitoring and evaluation of services
and policies. The provision of services at the population level includes, among others,
addressing needs for housing, transportation, assistive devices and technology, and
education. Services directed to the general population may be made more inclusive or
there may be specific services targeted to children with disabilities or even a particular
sub-set of this group. At the policy development stage, data on child disability can help
identify the background characteristics of groups of children, either excluded or at risk
of exclusion, and thereby inform the planning and implementation of appropriately
targeted policies. If policies are initiated to enhance the participation of children with
disabilities, the effect on participation can be determined by comparing baseline data
to data collected after the policy changes have been implemented.
Beyond determining the purpose, it is also important to define clear and realistic
objectives. A detailed review of existing data should be carried out prior to conducting
any new data collection effort. This is essential to exposing the gaps in what is known,
and identifying what new information is needed to address the purpose identified.
Existing data might be used to develop a profile of disability among children in the
target population, or may offer insight into the process of planning new data collection
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efforts. It should, however, be borne in mind that no country in the region has yet
collected disability data using the new WG/UNICEF module.
Defining objectives requires consultation with key partners, data users, and other
stakeholders to ensure that any unique challenges are addressed early during the
design phase when modifications are easiest. Early involvement of the disability
community is imperative because they are often best informed about the needs,
priorities, and goals of persons with disabilities.
4.2. Methodologies and Tools
The workshop also focused on methodologies and tools to consider when planning
activities related to measuring childhood disability. When collecting data on child
disability five main methods are used: population censuses, population-based surveys,
administrative registries, direct assessments and qualitative studies. While a brief
description of all 5 methods was provided, including purpose, strengths and limitations
of each, and implications of use, the great majority of the workshop was dedicated to
population-based surveys.
Methods of collecting data on child disability produce different types of information.
The aim of the data collection will help to determine the most appropriate method.
While population-based surveys can provide breadth of information on multiple
domains, administrative registries can be used to determine service use; direct
assessments can provide greater depth of information on a single domain, while
qualitative studies provide insights into contexts and processes.
Population-based surveys are designed to be representative of the target population
and often cover many different topics such as health, education, labor force,
agriculture, etc. Data on disability can be collected by adding a module (refer to:
UNICEF/WG Module on Child Functioning and Disability) to an existing survey. These
data can then be analyzed according to household and child characteristics. For
example, depending on the survey, the percentages of school-age children attending
school can be compared by disability status, urban-rural residence, household wealth,
sex, and other characteristics critical for decision-making.
Generally, when measuring disability through population-based surveys, data are
gathered on children with and without disabilities, their families and the environment.
The questions must be specifically design for particular age ranges. As with all
instruments designed to capture information related to/about children, ethical
questions are of eminent concern. While a session on ethical issues was held, this was
an issue discussed at length during the presentations on methodology and tools
particularly issues related to children as respondents, and proxy respondents
(generally parents and caregivers). While it is acknowledged that some parents may
not have complete knowledge of children’s impairments or functional difficulties
especially in areas that are less visible and internalized such as emotions, the best
practice at this point is to use parental proxies.
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In population-based surveys, all interviewers must receive training concerning the
disability questions. While population-based surveys are quite flexible in depth/range
of topics they cover, there can be somewhat limited. For instance, population-based
surveys do not cover populations of vulnerable children such as institutionalized,
homeless and refugees. At this time, population-based surveys are particularly
important for UNICEF and government counterparts due to the general lack of reliable
data available of childhood disability.
When adopting an existing tool written in a language other than the original language
of the survey, the main issues to take into consideration are related to translation and
cultural appropriateness. Tools must always be checked for cultural and
developmental appropriateness to increase both reliability and validity. Care should be
taken if any changes are made to the existing tool to ensure that the concepts and
construct that are meant to be captured in the original language are maintained in the
translated version. Even small changes in wording can introduce unanticipated error
during data collection.
New tools should be designed when a tool does not exist to respond to the data
collection needs or available tools do not meet the information needs of different child
disability data collection plans. However, developing a new tool can be a lengthy
process of creating, evaluating, modifying, testing and retesting the tool, and the costs
associated with each of these steps should not be overlooked. The international
community is invested in developing tools that can be adopted in many data collection
programs as they were designed to be culturally neutral and developmentally
appropriate. New tools should take into account cultural norms, the interaction
between functional limitations and contextual factors, and consider wording and tone:
questions should be clear, concise, and inoffensive. Extensive cognitive testing of each
tool should be undertaken and, again, the workshop covered this issue, including the
presentation and discussions of various examples. Cognitive testing results can provide
useful information by documenting patterns of interpretation of questions, potential
sources of response error as well as providing a richer understanding of the type of
data that has been collected.
a. UNICEF/WG Module on Child Functioning and Disability
Workshop participants also had an opportunity to learn about the new UNICEF/WG
Module on Child Functioning and Disability under development since 2011. The
purpose of the Module is to identify the sub-population of children (aged 2-17 years)
with functional difficulties that may place them at risk of experiencing limited
participation in a non-accommodating environment. The aim of the Module is to
provide cross-nationally comparable data that can be obtained by adding the questions
to national multipurpose population surveys or to topic specific surveys (e.g., health,
education, etc.). This new tool was developed to avoid a medical approach to disability
(commonly found in existing tools) and uses the International Classification of
Functioning, Disability and Health (ICF) bio-psycho-social model of disability.
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Response options reflect the disability continuum and ask about difficulties a child may
have in doing certain activities in several domains of functioning: Seeing, Hearing,
Mobility, Self-Care, Upper Body Functioning, Communication, Learning, Emotions,
Behavior, Attention, Coping with Change, Relationships and Playing. The tool has
undergone cognitive testing in Belize, Montenegro, Oman, India and USA (3 rounds),
and field-testing of versions of the Module has been completed in 5 countries (Haiti,
India, Cameroon, Italy, El Salvador and Samoa). One last test is scheduled to take place
in Serbia. Finalization of the Module and release is planned for March 2016.
b. UNICEF/WG Module on Inclusive Education
In addition to the Module on Child Functioning, UNICEF and the WG are also
developing a Module on Inclusive Education that focuses on environmental influences
on school participation. This tool relies on parental perceptions/assessments and
captures information on children with and without disabilities in formal education
settings. An extensive review of existing tools to measure school environment and
participation found that existing measures were primarily used in smaller scale
research studies, and many of the surveys used outdated definitions of disability,
focusing on disability as a primary cause of lack of participation.
The Module under development covers four domains related to environment and
disability within the context of school participation:
 Attitudes: parental perceptions, and their perceptions of other’s attitudes
including other children and school staff;
 Getting to school: transportation including the need for assistance and aspects
of environmental and social safety;
 Accessibility: physical accessibility including entryway, corridors, bathrooms,
lunch room, classroom, common areas etc., information accessibility,
communication accessibility, and programmatic accessibility/adaptability); and
 Affordability: fees, costs, and competition for resources associated with
attendance, the availability of types of assistance including financial, assistive
devices, rehabilitation, and non-educational benefits for example, meals.
The Module also contains a section for children not currently attending school that
gathers information on reasons for not attending school. The tool is scheduled to
undergo cognitive and field-testing and is planned to be finalized by the end of 2016.

4.3. Implementation
Finally, workshop participants also discussed data collection implementation. Issues
related to training of the data collection team were discussed, to ensure high-quality
data collection in communities and countries that have few professional resources.
Workshop participants also discussed issues related to data analysis. In order to
correctly and effectively analyze the data, it is important to be familiar with the design
of the study used to generate them. It is also essential to have a thorough
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understanding of the disability measurement tools used. The focus of the disability
assessments (whether a relatively brief screen or an in-depth clinical evaluation) and
the questions that are of interest to stakeholders should guide the analytic approach.
Data analysis can be as simple as converting the number of children with disabilities
into a percentage of the overall population and disaggregating it, or as complex as
employing sophisticated modeling techniques to interpret the data.
Finally, and more importantly, data must be translated into action. Knowledge
generated through data collection should be used to promote change in the life of
children, highlight barriers to inclusion and point towards solutions geared towards
better access to services. When translating knowledge into action it is important to
consider: the approach to be taken, who are the intended knowledge users, what are
the priorities to be set, what are the key messages to be derived from the data analysis,
how impact will be measured, and what are the facilitators and barriers. Synthesis,
dissemination, exchange and application of knowledge all serve as processes to use
evidence to make an impact.
It is important to remember that where disability is a stigma, people may be reluctant
to talk about or report on it. This can be addressed through strategic communication
and awareness-raising activities. Consulting with people with disability and
organizations representing them can further enhance strategies for ensuring
accessibility, help prioritize which accessibility formats are most relevant and inspire
creative and unique solutions to specific groups. Just as important as having knowledge
to share, is the strategic dissemination and sharing of that knowledge. Developing a
simple communication strategy that outlines what information will be shared, when,
with whom and how, is needed to convert knowledge into awareness that can
generate action.

5. Regional challenges
There are many challenges to gathering accurate data on disability among children:
definition of disability; purpose of measurement; operational measures; domains of
functioning; data collection methods; reporting sources; response categories/severity
threshold/cut-off; different age-group bands. All are globally recognized and
important, although in this regional workshop three challenges were identified as
highly relevant to the ECA region: 1) definition of disability and the appropriate use of
comparable language; 2) domains of functioning (within the framework of the ICF-CY);
3) how to reconcile survey and administrative data sources.
5.1.

Definition of disability and appropriate use of comparable language

Issues related to language were raised almost immediately upon the start of the
workshop. Throughout the five days, many discussions related to definition of
disability, acceptable terminology, comparable terms, ethical use of some terms, etc.,
took place and an understanding was reached, even if not universally agreed upon.
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There was an overwhelming agreement, on the part of the participants, that the lack
of a common definition of disability in ECA is directly impacting the lack of comparable
data on children with disabilities. Thus, there is a lack of accountability towards
ensuring that children with disabilities in the region enjoy the same opportunities as
all other children. While most countries/territories in ECA have signed and/or ratified
the CRPD, and acknowledge the obligation to ensure the use of a definition of disability
that is in compliance with the CRPD, in most cases, data are still being collected in ways
that reflect a mostly-medical approach to disability.
More broadly, participants also discussed States’ responsibilities in ensuring that
negotiations during and upon the signature of the CRPD involve a large representation
of each States’ DPO constituency to ensure the language of the CRPD (translation)
reflects the spirit of the original document (written in English). Many of the workshop
participants expressed concern with some of the terms used in the Russian version of
the CRPD (used in many ECA Russian-speaking countries), namely the use of the word
“инвалидность” meaning “impairment” and “disability”. In this case, the essential
difference between “impairment” and “disability” that lies at the heart of the
Convention is, essentially, lost in translation.
Throughout the five days, attention was paid to making clear the distinctions between
some of the most commonly used terms related to children with disabilities, such as:
disability, impairment, functional limitation, functional difficulty, environmental
factor, special need, special educational need, inclusive school. Although no solutions
were found in how to ensure all language related to children with disabilities is
standardized in ECA, workshop participants are now better equipped to make the
argument that, indeed, attention should be paid to ethical and language issues when
speaking of/on behalf of children with disabilities.
5.2. Domains of functioning as a framework for questionnaire design
The overwhelming move towards signature and ratification of the CRPD in ECA has
brought about the realization that a paradigm shift in the way in which disability is
conceptualized, implies a shift in the way implementation of practices and policies
related to children with disabilities is conceptualized. Within this context, the
workshop provided much anticipated introductory discussions regarding models of
disability and the use of the ICF as a broad theoretical framework for classifying healthrelated human functioning, with an extended view that encompasses issues specific to
children and youth (ICF-CY). Both represent a shift from the medical model to the biopsycho-social model that offers a holistic approach to human functioning and disability
very much in line with that of the CRPD. In redefining the model of disability, the
questions used to assess disability in a population have also shifted:



from an impairment/medical based approach (Do you have a disability? If Yes:
Are you blind, deaf, crippled, mentally retard… etc.?), often using language that
is considered inappropriate and stigmatizing
to questions that focus on functional difficulties (Do you have difficulty walking
or climbing stairs?) that, together with information collected on environmental
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barriers that may hinder full and effective participation in society on an equal
basis with others, describe more fully the process of disability.
The ICF-CY was developed to ensure that domains relevant to toddlers, children and
youth were taken into consideration, such as acquiring language and engagement in
play. These domains of functioning informed the content of the UNICEF/WG Module.
Using the ICF-CY provided a common language and framework for the design of the
data collection module. In disability statistics, the importance of adopting a universal
perspective of disability has been recognized. Data collection tools based on ICF's
universal model will make it possible to gather more accurate and more relevant data
about the full extent of disability that are comparable across contexts. A common
definition of disability is crucial to understanding and improving outcomes for children
with disabilities as well as for increasing the power of information through the ability
to relate data from different sources, such as in service settings and at the population
level. When consistent language and concepts are used, they facilitate comparisons,
provide complementary information and help knowledge building. Synergy is enabled
between different information systems such as surveys, research and administrative
records.
Finally, and crucial for the shift in conceptualizing disability in ECA, from a statistical
point of view, collecting data on severe impairments alone provides a low prevalence
of disability in a population and does not provide a complete picture of disability, either
in an individual or in a population. For example, using a list of impairments such as
blindness and deafness will identify a small sub-population with more severe sensory
impairments and subsequent participation restrictions, but not the broader range of
people who have functional limitations and need accommodation. Furthermore,
knowing that a child is blind, deaf, has cognitive or mobility impairments does not tell
us anything about how these impairments affect the child’s participation in his or her
community. Impairments are not proxies for disability; they cover only one particular
aspect of disability. Throughout the workshop, the discussions related to the definition,
models and ICF-CY application were very well received and very lively, pointing to the
need of in-depth and inter-disciplinary technical development of capacities.
5.3. How to optimize the use of survey and administrative data sources
Due to the fact that UNICEF and the Washington Group have focused a great deal of
their work on modules/sets of questions that can be easily added to existing
population-based household surveys, workshop participants recommended that
future workshops on measuring childhood disability include tools and methodologies
for data collection and analysis using administrative sources.

6. Workshop assessment
The workshop was overwhelmingly well received. Because it was the first regional
workshop of its kind, extensive feedback was requested on each session, on the overall
content and delivery, at the end of each day. Further, a final overall evaluation was
12

also requested. Workshop participants were asked to rate the sessions as “excellent”,
“very good”, “good”, “fair” or “poor”, and provide comments as needed.
Day 1 was rated as “excellent” by 31 of respondents, and “very good” by 36
respondents. Fourteen (14) respondents rated the workshop as “good”, and 3 as “fair”.
With an extensive opening ceremony, and an introduction to the theme that many
participants were already familiar with, evaluation comments focused on time
management and housekeeping items.
Day 2 was rated as “excellent” by 33 of respondents, and “very good” by 32
respondents. Eighteen (18) respondents rated the workshop as “good”, 3 as “fair” and
1 respondent as “poor”. While some participants considered the content of the
sessions to be “too basic”, the overall interest was high, particularly on the sessions
related to choosing the right methodology for measuring childhood disability, although
participants would have liked more emphasis on data analysis (Day 4 content).
Day 3 was rated as: “excellent” by 35 participants, “very good” by 30 participants, and
“good” by 17 participants. Only 1 participant gave a “fair” rating, and 1 other
participant a “poor” rating for Day 3 sessions. Overall, the participants were very
satisfied with the presentation of UNICEF/WG Module on Child Functioning and
Disability, and to learn about the process of development, design, testing and possible
applications. Participants were also very happy with the opportunities to engage with
other participants, and mentioned that exchange among them, beyond presentations,
was very rich and productive.
Day 4 ratings were also similar to the previous 3 days: 31 participants rated the sessions
as “excellent”, 30 rated the sessions as “very good”, 15 as “good” and 1 as “fair”.
Overall, the session focused on the ICF-CY was very well received, as well as the
sessions on data analysis and interpretation. As in previous days, participants’
comments referred to the need to further contextualize the content and provided
examples to the region/countries where the workshop takes place.
Day 5 was dedicated to closing remarks and workshop certificates. The evaluation of
the overall workshop were as follows: 43 participants rated the workshop as “very
good”, 18 participants as “excellent”, and 16 participants as “good”. There were no
ratings as “fair” or “poor”. The length of the workshop was considered “adequate” by
62 participants, “tool long” by 17 participants, and “too short” by 2 participants. Fiftytwo participants rated the workshop as having “just enough” participants, while 18
rated it as having “too many participants”, while 2 participants rated the workshop as
having “too few” participants. With regards to the effectiveness of the facilitators
team, 39 participants rated the team as “effective”, 30 participants rated the team as
“very effective”, 4 as “adequate” and 2 as “somewhat adequate”.
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7. Ways Forward
As expected, the workshop created momentum in the region, great interest in the
application of the content, and also clarified/consolidated existing plans. To better
respond to country delegations’ expectations and needs (specifically related to
capacity development) a few recommendations have been proposed.
First, it has been proposed that a specific workshop be conducted on how to integrate
the UNICEF/WG Child Functioning and Disability Module in population-based surveys
(such as MICS and/or DHS) that are currently being planned; it is important to ensure
not only measuring the prevalence of childhood disability but also the monitoring of
child rights (i.e. the access of CwD to services), an analysis that can only be done when
data on disability are looked at in conjunction with data on access to health care,
schools, and protection outcomes.
Second, it has also been recommended that discussions related to integrating the
UNICEF/WG Child Functioning and Disability Module in population-based surveys be
expanded to include discussions of specific actions leading to analysis of administrative
data and qualitative research, in ways that contribute to a broader picture of the lives
of children with disabilities, available services and barriers.
Third, it has been recommended that UNICEF determine how it might be able to
respond (at country, regional and global levels) to the various requests for capacity
development. The workshop identified good-practices in the region with regards to
inter-disciplinary working groups and has generated a great deal of interest on the
application of the ICF-CY in tool design and monitoring of the CRPD implementation.
Therefore, it has been requested that UNICEF consider providing capacity
development opportunities related to the use of the ICF-CY within the context of data
collection.
With regards to ongoing actions in ECA, UNICEF (at the Country Office level) will
continue to support the national surveys in applying the new concepts and
tools/methods through the work of National Statistics Offices as well as line Ministries
and civil society. A key follow up action, for UNICEF at all levels, is the important first
step of changing the paradigm and working definitions used in the countries.
Finally, the Serbia UNICEF Country Office, in collaboration with the Serbia NSO, UNICEF
CEE/CIS RO, UNICEF HQ and the Washington Group are planning the field-testing of
the UNICEF/WG Child Functioning and Disability Module. This additional field test to
be done in the ECA Region is greatly anticipated.
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