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The Academic Network of European Disability experts (ANED) was established by the European Commission in 2008 to provide scientific support and advice for its disability policy Unit. In particular, the activities of the Network support the development of the European Disability Strategy 2010-2020 and practical implementation of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Disabled People in the EU.
This country report has been prepared to shadow the European Semester input for EU28 countries from a disability perspective. 
Note:
The statistics provided in October 2015 are based on the EU-SILC 2013. This is the most recent microdata available to researchers for analysis from Eurostat. This report may be updated as new data becomes available.
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1 Summary of the overall situation and challenges
Turkey has a solid legal basis for the improvement of disabled people’s living conditions including the realisation of their right to work, right to education and right to decent living conditions. Not only Turkey is party to the UN Convention on Rights of People with Disabilities, but also Turkey has a special Law on Disability that ensures disabled people’s rights are protected legally. Disability rights are also part of the policy agenda. Top-level policy papers including but not limited to the Development Plan of the country includes special clauses on the improvement of disabled people’s living conditions covering the domains of employment, education and poverty alleviation. Turkey has employment (minimum employment requirement), education (integration of children with special needs into mainstream schools and classrooms and the provision of special needs education when needed) and poverty alleviation policies (cash transfer schemes) that either specifically targets or openly aims at mainstreaming disability rights in the broader policy domain in question.
Despite the availability of legal guarantees on equal rights of people with disabilities, the visibility of disability-related targets in policy papers and the existence of policies for or including people with disabilities as their target groups, the empirical data presented here in this fiche demonstrates that most people with disabilities in Turkey are still lacking access to education, employment and decent living conditions and Turkey lags far behind European Union averages on these policy domains. In employment, majority of people with disabilities seem to be economically inactive. Employment rate of people with disabilities are comparably low. Unemployment rates for people with disabilities are higher than people without disabilities. In education, the share of early school leavers among people with disabilities is comparably high in Turkey, whereas tertiary educational attainment rate for people with disabilities between the ages of 30-34 is much lower than the EU average. In poverty and social inclusion, no reliable data is available to depict the current situation of people with disabilities in these domains. However, alternative data indicates that people with disabilities express their need for cash transfer support from the state. Given the fact that roughly one-third of people with disabilities already receive cash transfers from the state, the former finding might be seen as an indicator for considerable level of income poverty among people with disabilities.
According to the findings of the monitoring work on public disability spending, conducted at Istanbul Bilgi University between the years 2006 and 2011, public spending on disability has increased both in absolute terms and as a proportion of the GDP. It could be suggested that this figure shows to what extent policies are progressing over time and might have considerable positive effects in all three domains covered in this fiche. European Union also contributed to this progress by supporting both state institutions and NGOs through funding their projects on disability rights. However, not sufficient data is available to public on income and living conditions of people with disabilities and the impact assessments of policies targeting people with disabilities or including people with disabilities within its target group are still lacking. These two factors limit the analysis made on the effectiveness of policies intact and making evidence-based policy recommendations. 
2 Assessment of the situation of disabled people with respect to the Europe 2020 headline targets
2.1 Strategic targets
Table 1: Europe 2020 and agreed national targets for the general population
	
	Europe 2020 targets
	National targets


	Employment
	75% of the 20-64 year-olds to be employed
	Not applicable 

	Education
	Reducing the rates of early school leaving below 10%
	Not applicable

	
	At least 40% of 30-34–year-olds completing third level education
	Not applicable

	Fighting poverty and social exclusion
	At least 20 million fewer people in or at risk of poverty and social exclusion
	Not applicable


Relevant disability targets from national strategies or sources:
10th Development Plan of Turkey that the Grand National Assembly of Turkey approved in 2013 sets the policy targets for all sectors and covers the period between 2014-2018. 10th Development Plan has disability specific targets that are listed below:
· Full access to primary and secondary education, especially of disabled and female students, will be ensured. Grade repetition and drop outs will be decreased.

· Efficiency and auditing of education, employment and care services for the dis- abled will be increased. In this context, resources will be used more efficiently and physical environmental conditions will be made suitable for the disabled.

· Spatial planning and urban design schemes which target improvement of liv- ability for different segments of the society; giving priority to the senior citizens, the disabled and children; protect equal opportunities and equity, will be put into practice.

· Due to the decreasing population density at villages, local service delivery capacity of public institutions will be strengthened and innovative models will be developed to make it easier for aging and disabled citizens to participate in social life and to have better access to personal care and other social services.
In addition to the broader Development Plan, disability specific targets are also available in thematic strategy documents and action plans. One example was the Accessibility Strategy and National Action Plan that the Directorate of People with Disabilities prepared. The Plan covered 2010 and 2011. Another example is Turkey’s Strategy Document on the Rights of the Child, prepared by the Ministry of Family and Social Policies, which sets the policy targets for Turkey in this domain and covers the time period between 2013 and 2017. In this document, disability specific targets successfully include not only educational policy, but also health care, participation of children with disabilities in decision making processes, spatial accessibility of services for children, research on the prevention of disability at early ages and the public awareness with respect to positive image of people with disabilities.
Major shortcoming of abovementioned national policy targets is the lack of quantified and achievable targets and the absence of indicators that will be used to monitor progress.
2.1.1 A note on the use of EU data
Unless specified, the summary statistics presented in this report are drawn from 2013 EU-SILC micro data.
 The EU-SILC sample includes people living in private households and does not include people living in institutions. The proxy used to identify people with disabilities (impairments) is whether ‘for at least the past 6 months’ the respondent reports that they have been ‘limited because of a health problem in activities people usually do’.
 Responses to this question vary between countries and national data sources are added for comparison, where available.
Table 2: Self-reported ‘activity limitations’ as a proxy for impairment/disability (EU-SILC 2013)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Only the EU28 average is shown where we do not hold data for the national case.

In subsequent tables, these data are used as a proxy to estimate ‘disability’ equality in the main target areas for EU2020 – employment, education and poverty risk.
 The tables are presented by disaggregating the estimated proportion of people who report and do not report limitations for each indicator (e.g. among those who are employed, unemployed, at risk of poverty, etc.).
2.2 Employment data
Table 3: Most recent employment data, aged 20-64
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 4: Employment rate data, by age group
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 5: Trends in employment by gender and disability (aged 20-64)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015 (and preceding UDBs)
The table above shows the EU2020 headline indicator for the EU as a whole.
Alternative data on disability and employment provided by the national expert:
The most recent official data on disability is from the Survey on Problems and Expectations of Disabled People that Turkish Statistical Institute conducted. It should be noted that Turkish Statistical Institute conducted this survey with people with disabilities that are registered in the state’s National Disability Database and having medical reports showing at least 20 per cent disability. Not all people with disabilities are registered in this database. In order to get registered, people with disabilities should first get medical reports indicating their disability status. As a result, this survey results might only represent people with disabilities that are registered in the state’s National Disability Database, which as a group might not be necessarily representative of people with disabilities in Turkey. Given these limitations, according to the Survey on Problems and Expectations of Disabled People, the employment rate for people with disabilities in 2010 is 14.3 per cent for people above the age of 15. 
In a special report on labour market and disability, The Ministry of Family and Social Policies officials estimated and declared the employment rate for people with disabilities as 21.7 per cent using data from the Disability Survey in Turkey for the year 2002. Employment rate for women with disabilities was estimated as 6.7 per cent, while the same figure for men with disabilities is 32.2 per cent. 
2.2.1 Unemployment
National administrative rules and definitions of ‘unemployment’ vary, and these may affect the way in which disabled people are categorised in different countries. The following tables compare national data with the EU2020 headline indicator for the EU.
Table 6: Most recent unemployment data, aged 20-64
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 7: Unemployment rate data, by age group
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 8: Trends in unemployment by gender and disability (aged 20-64)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015 (and preceding UDBs)
The table above shows the EU2020 headline indicator for the EU as a whole.
Alternative data on disability and unemployment from national sources:
Disability Survey in Turkey, which was conducted by Turkish Statistical Institute in 2002, is still the most reliable data source. Below can be found the unemployment rates for people with disabilities (defined as people with sight, hearing, intellectual and orthopaedic disabilities) and chronically ill population. 
Table: Most recent unemployment data (15+) 
	 
	Disabled pop.
	Chronically ill pop.
	General pop.

	Unemployment rate
	15.46
	10.77
	10.3


Source: Disability Survey in Turkey 2004. Data concerning general unemployment rate was taken from Household Labour Force Survey of the same year conducted by Turkish Statistical Institution. 
2.2.2 Economic activity
Table 9: Most recent economic activty data, aged 20-64
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 10: Activity rate data, by age group
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 11: Trends in activity rates by gender and disability (aged 20-64)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015 (and preceding UDBs)
The table above shows the EU2020 headline indicator for the EU as a whole.
Alternative data on disability and economic activity provided by the national expert:
The Disability Survey in Turkey, which was conducted by the Turkish Statistical Institute in 2002, is still the most reliable data source.
Table: Most recent economic activity data (15+)
	 
	Disabled pop.
	Chronically ill pop.
	General pop.

	Economic activity rate 
	21.71
	22.87
	49.6


Source: Disability Survey in Turkey 2004. Data concerning general economic activity rate was taken from Household Labour Force Survey of the same year conducted by Turkish Statistical Institution. 
According to Disability Survey in Turkey, economic activity rate for women with disabilities was around 6.7 per cent, while it was approximately 32.2 per cent for men with disabilities in 2002. For the same year, economic activity rate for women with chronic illnesses was 7.2, whereas it was 46.58 for men with chronic illnesses. 
According to the Survey on Problems and Expectations of Disabled People, 28.7 per cent of people with disabilities want the state to increase opportunities for disabled people to find employment. Same question was also asked in Disability Survey in Turkey in 2002. In that survey, less than one tenth of people with disabilities asked for support in the area of employment. In this more recent survey, higher rate of people with disabilities asked for support in finding a job. 
In addition, again according to the Survey on Problems and Expectations of Disabled People,16.6 per cent of people with disabilities reported that they believe that they will not be accepted to any job because they are disabled. 
2.3 Education data
EU statistical comparisons are more limited concerning the education of young disabled women and men in the EU2020 target age groups. Data is available from EU-SILC (annually) as well as the Eurostat Labour Force Survey ad-hoc disability module (for 2011), but with low reliability for several countries on the key measures.
 Using a wider age range can improve reliability but estimations by gender remain indicative. EU trends are evident but administrative data may offer more reliable alternatives to identify national trends, where available.
2.3.1 Early school leavers
The EU-SILC sample for the target age group (aged 18-24) includes the following number of people reporting activity ‘limitation’ (as a proxy for impairment/disability).
Table 12: EU-SILC sample size in the target age group 18-24 versus 18-29
	
	Age 18-24
	Age 18-29

	
	No activity ‘limitation’
	Activity ‘limitation’
	No activity ‘limitation’
	Activity ‘limitation’

	EU sample
	34,413
	2,728
	56,461
	4,916


Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 13: Early school leavers aged 18-24 (indicative based on above sample size)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015

Alternative data on disability and early school leavers provided by the national expert:
Table: Early leavers from education and training (age 18-24) by type of disability

	
	Difficulty in basic act.
	No difficulty in basic act.
	Limitation in work
	No limitation in work
	Total

	Disabled (TR)
	61.9
	40.8
	64.5
	40.8
	41.9

	Non-disabled
	Not available
	Not available
	Not available
	Not available
	Not available

	Total (TR)
	41.9

	Disabled (EU)
	25.1
	12.4
	31.5
	12.3
	13.1

	Total (EU)
	13.4


(Source: Eurostat, 2011)

2.3.2 Tertiary education

The EU-SILC sample for the target age group (aged 30-34) includes the following number of people reporting activity ‘limitation’ (a proxy for impairment/disability) although the number of missing observations is larger than the number of observations for activity limitation.
Table 14: EU-SILC sample size for the target age group 30-34 versus 30-39
	
	Age 30-34
	Age 30-39

	
	No activity ‘limitation’
	Activity ‘limitation’
	No activity ‘limitation’
	Activity ‘limitation’

	EU sample
	23,851
	2,866
	50,496
	6,732


Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 15: Completion of tertiary or equivalent education (indicative based on above sample)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
The survey sample is not sufficient to provide robust trend data disaggregated by gender in the narrow EU2020 target age group. In only 11 out of 28 Member States are there more than 50 observations in the sample for both women and for men in aged 30-34 who also declare impairment/limitation. 

The following table is indicative at the EU level but gender trends at the national level should be treated with caution. In all Member States except Austria the achievement of tertiary education was higher for women than for men in both groups.
Table 16: Trends in tertiary education by disability (aged 30-34)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015 (and preceding UDBs)

Alternative data on disability and tertiary education provided by the national expert:

Table: Tertiary educational attainment (age 30-34) by type of disability

	
	Difficulty in basic act.
	No difficulty in basic act.
	Limitation in work
	No limitation in work
	Total

	Disabled (TR)
	8.8
	17.1
	6.8
	17.4
	Not available

	Non-disabled (TR)
	Not available
	Not available
	Not available
	Not available
	Not available

	Total (TR)
	16.3

	Disabled (EU)
	23.9
	35.8
	22.1
	35.9
	Not available

	Total (EU)
	34.8


(Source: Eurostat, 2011)

Table: Education status among people with disabilities in Turkey (age>6)

	Not literate
	41.6

	Literate but without a school degree:
	18.2


	Primary school:
	22.3

	Primary education/secondary education or equivalent
	10.3

	High school or higher level
	7.7


(Source: Turkish Statistical Institute - Survey on Problems and Expectations of Disabled People, 2010)

2.4 Poverty and social exclusion data
EU SILC data provides indicators of the key risks for people with disabilities. In addition to household risks of low work intensity, there are risks of low income (after social transfers), and material deprivation. These three measures are combined in the overall estimate of risk. The risks for older people do not include work intensity (Eurostat refers to the age group 0-59 for this measure). The survey does not distinguish ‘activity limitation’ (the proxy for impairment/disability) for children under the age of 16. Relevant data provided by the national expert is added where available.
Table 17: People living in household poverty and exclusion by disability and risk (aged 16-59)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 18: People living in household poverty and exclusion by disability and gender (aged 16+)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015

Table 19: Overall risk of household poverty or exclusion by disability and age (aged 16+)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015
Table 20: Trends in household risk of poverty and exclusion by disability and age (EU-SILC 2013)
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Source: EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015 (and previous UDB)

The table above shows the EU2020 headline indicator for the EU as a whole.

Alternative data on disability and risk of poverty or social exclusion provided by the national expert:
Alternative data is not available in this domain, apart from a couple of small-scale researches based on in-depth interviews with beneficiaries of disability allowance (i.e. Fatma Erbil Erdugan, 2009,The Case of Kecioren, Ankara).
According to the Survey on Problems and Expectations of Disabled People, around 38.4 per cent of people with disabilities (sampled from those registered in National Disability Database) receives regular cash transfers from the state. In addition, 85.7 per cent of people with disabilities report that they want the state to increase social assistance and support. 
3 Description of the situation and trends in relation to each target area
3.1 Employment

Turkey lacks updated data on the employment of people with disabilities. The latest reliable data on the employment of people with disabilities indicates that both the economic activity rate of people with disabilities and employment rate of people with disabilities are remarkably lower than EU average. 

Unemployment rate among people with disabilities in Turkey is lower than EU average. Low level of economic activity among people with disabilities in Turkey might result in artificially low level of unemployment. 
According to latest reliable data for Turkey, gender disparity among people with disabilities in the rate of employment, economic activity and unemployment is high. 
3.2 Education

Turkey has the lowest ranking in 32 countries with respect to the rate of early school leavers and the rate of tertiary educational attainment.

One of Europe 2020 targets is to reduce the rates of early school leaving below %10. However, Table 1 shows that Turkey is quite behind this target with the rate of 41.9 per cent among disabled whose have left education earlier. In addition to the fact that Turkey has the highest rate on this area among 32 European countries, the gap between EU average and the rate of early school leavers in Turkey is also quite high. For example, rates of early school leaving for people having a basic activity difficulty and having limitation in work are twice as the average rate of 28 European Union countries. 
The second Europe 2020 is to achieve at least 40 per cent completion of third level education for people with disabilities aged 30-34. Data is not available on the total share of people with at most a lower secondary education level. However, if the rates of people having/not having difficulties in basic activity and their limitation/non limitations at work are examined on the basis of their rates of tertiary educational attainment in comparison, Turkey appears again at the bottom rank among 32 European countries. 
Turkish Statistical Institute (TURKSTAT) provides an alternative data source on tertiary educational attainment levels of people with disabilities in Turkey. This data source is based upon the finding of the Survey on Problems and Expectations on Disabled People that was conducted in 2010. As Table 3 shows above, the rate of people with disabilities that have even high school or higher-level educational attainment is 7.7 per cent. According to Student Selection and Placement Exam Results in 2011, only 1229 candidates with disabilities could succeed in getting a place in one of the universities. In a study on official statistics of the Council of Higher Education, it is suggested that the rate of university students with disabilities among all university students was only 0.13 per cent in 2010.

Therefore, Turkey is still far behind the second Europe 2020 target of education that requires countries achieving at least 40 per cent of 30-34 year-olds completing third level education. 
3.3 Poverty and social inclusion

No reliable data is available to describe the poverty risks of people with disabilities and to measure the extent of social exclusion that people with disabilities face. 
4 Assessment of policies in place to meet the relevant headline targets

4.1 Employment

Turkey implements a positive discrimination policy for people with disabilities in employment. This policy requires public sector institutions and private sector institutions hiring at least 50 employees to hire specific rate (4 per cent and 3 per cent, respectively) of their employees from people with disabilities. In case of non-compliance, private sector institutions are subjected to pay significant amount of fines for each month of non-compliance. This policy might have a positive impact in decreasing unemployment rate among people with disabilities. 
However, the effectiveness of this policy depends on the share of workplaces hiring 50 or more workers in a given city and/or region. Therefore, in economically less developed cities or cities with less workplaces hiring 50 or more workers, this policy is not effective in increasing employment of people with disabilities. 

Turkey’s public and private sector institutions lack the know-how to mainstream disability at the workplace. In the research undertaken by the General Directorate of Services for People with Disabilities and Elderly in 2008, it has been demonstrated that employees do not know how to work alongside employees with disabilities. According to the same research findings, the share of those who do not want to work with psychologically disabled individuals and intellectually disabled individuals are 33.6 and 30.1 per cent respectively. People with psychiatric conditions and intellectual disabilities seem to be the most disadvantaged groups in employment within the general population with disabilities.
The fact that cities, workplaces and public transportation are not accessible for individuals with disabilities presents one of the major obstacles to the employment of individuals with disabilities. The Survey on Problems and Expectations of Disabled People indicates that almost 70 per cent of individuals with disabilities cannot use public transportation independently, and that 12.9 per cent of this group cannot do so because the vehicles are not accessible.
Low level of educational attainment among people with disabilities result in the exclusion of people with disabilities from the labour market and/or from decent, high skilled and high paid job opportunities.  

According to the Sabanci University’s report, the effectiveness of Turkish Employment Agency in the selection and guidance of disabled employee candidates is low. 
According to Istanbul Bilgi University’s study of public expenditures for people with disabilities, it was found that the total public resources spent on policies targeting the employment of individuals with disabilities remained lower than 1% of public disability spending. This might be interpreted as lack of political will and necessary financial support for increasing the level of employment among people with disabilities.
4.2 Education

Tackling the problem of early school leaving requires policy efforts both in the area of educational policy and social policies. While Turkey is implementing an inclusive education approach on paper, Sabanci University’s report underlines the fact that the system that is necessary for the successful execution of inclusive education does not exist in practice. Establishment of this system should include improving the physical accessibility of schools, strengthening educational staff with specialised trainings, establishing additional classrooms where specialised services that children with disabilities will be offered, increasing the number of co-teachers and teachers specialised in the education of children with special needs. In addition to these measures to be taken in educational policy, as Istanbul Bilgi University’s Centre for Sociology and Education Studies’ latest book on disability and education rightly suggests, the continued participation of children with disabilities to school depends also on the level of poverty within which households these children live. According to Bogazici University’s Social Policy Forum’s report, this applies to all children at risk of poverty, which requires the transformation of schools into safety nets for all children. Therefore, tackling income poverty effectively will serve the purpose of working towards the elimination of the problem of early school leaving.

Given the overview of educational attainment levels among people with disabilities in Turkey, increasing the rate of tertiary educational attainment rate among 30-34 year-olds with disabilities to 40 per cent seems not to be a realistic policy target for Turkey at this point. Turkey, which already started the institutionalisation of disability equality measures in universities since 2010 and improved the adjustment of centralised university placement examination, should continue investing in increasing the share of people with disabilities in higher education and making universities disability friendly. However, these efforts should be oriented towards the achievement of pre-set policy targets. In order to set these targets, the first step should be the Council of Higher Education releasing data on the participation of people with disabilities in higher education for each year to the public. In addition, Sabanci University’s report notes that the guidelines on the selection of some undergraduate programs limit access should be eliminated, the accessibility of all universities should be ensured and supporting services for students with disabilities should be made available. 
4.3 Poverty and social inclusion

Cash transfer policies including a means-tested income support scheme for the very poor people with disabilities and a cash-for-care scheme for the poor people with disabilities in need of care constitute the backbone of Turkey’s social policies targeting the disabled population. The share of expenditures on these policies is increasing since 2005. Despite this increase, high demand of people with disabilities for cash transfer policies that was described in the previous section might be interpreted as a clue for high level of poverty risk among people with disabilities and relative ineffectiveness of these policies in lifting people with disabilities out of poverty. 
4.4 Synergies between developments in the different areas
Turkish Higher Education Council and Turkish universities’ recent efforts in ensuring accessibility and inclusivity of higher education for students with disabilities are noteworthy. Increasing access of young people with disabilities to higher education can contribute to the breaking the cycle of people with disabilities systematically lacking higher educational attainment and working in jobs requiring low skill jobs only. 
Positive discrimination policy intact for people with disabilities in employment contributes both to the social inclusion of people with disabilities and to the lifting of those employed from income poverty. 
Both means-tested income support schemes for the very poor and cash-for-care schemes for the poor people with disabilities in need of care do not let beneficiaries to work while continue benefiting from these schemes. The requirement of not working might be creating a disincentive for people with disabilities to get a job due to their fear of losing a regular income source in exchange for an insecure job.
5 Assessment of the structural funds ESIF 2014-2020 or other relevant EU funds in relation to disability challenges
People with disabilities were clearly part of EU’s definition of disadvantaged groups in Turkey. In a forthcoming study of Turkey Europe Foundation, Hale Akay analyses the use of European Funds in Turkey and provides insights to the thematic distribution of EU funds to Turkey. According to this study, there has been one disability rights grant scheme that was implemented in Turkey. Main objectives of this scheme is to provide small grants to NGOs to increase their capacity, improve services for people with disabilities, contribute to social inclusion of people with disabilities by supporting activities aiming at raising consciousness among the society at large. Out of 21 projects that received European financial support, 20 of them were run by non-governmental organisations. Total amount of EU’s financial support for the disability rights grant scheme between 2005 and 2014 was around 1.4 million Euros, which is approximately less than one in thousand in the total EU grants for Turkey for the same time period. 
However, the same study demonstrates that EU funds allocated for disability rights issues are not limited to disability rights grant scheme. EU also funded government-run projects. Three exemplary projects are listed below:
· The Ministry of Health’s project titled Improving Services for People with Disabilities was implemented in 2008. Total amount of EU contribution for this project was around 1.9 Million Euros. 

· The Ministry of National Education’s project titled Improving Special Education was implemented in 2008. Total amount of EU contribution for this project was around 6.1. Million Euros.

· The Directorate of People with Disabilities’ project titled “Better Integration of People with Disabilities into Society” was implemented in 2009. Total amount of EU contribution for this project was approximately 3.2 Million Euros. 
6 Recommendations
· Turkey should regularly collect data on employment situation, educational attainment and income and living conditions of people with disabilities and share it with the public.

· Independent bodies should be authorized to conduct impact assessment of policies targeting people with disabilities or including people with disabilities within its target group. Impact assessment of these policies should include the subjective evaluation of these policies by people with disabilities that benefit from these policies.
Making workplaces and cities accessible for individuals with all kinds of disabilities must become a medium term responsibility.

· Levels of income support for people with disabilities should be increased to lift beneficiaries out of poverty. 
The physical accessibility of schools should be ensured.
Educational staff should be empowered with specialised trainings on the inclusion of students with disabilities. 
Additional classrooms where specialised services that children with disabilities will be offered should be made available.
· The number of co-teachers and teachers specialised in the education of children with special needs should be increased.
· The share of young people with disabilities that do not continue their education after the completion of their secondary schools should be decreased with the introduction of new incentives and supportive mechanisms for them (i.e. scholarship schemes).
· Income support schemes targeting poor individuals with disabilities should not lead individuals to turn away from employment. People with disabilities benefiting from income support schemes should continue benefiting from these schemes after they take up a job opportunity. 
· Individuals with certain types of disabilities (for instance, psychological and intellectual disabilities) are at risk of facing more discrimination in employment. Therefore, special measures must be taken to ensure the employment of these individuals.
· Gender disparity in the employment of people with disabilities should be eliminated with the introduction of incentives for the employment of women with disabilities.
�	� HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/europe2020/pdf/targets_en.pdf" �http://ec.europa.eu/europe2020/pdf/targets_en.pdf�. 


� 	EUSILC UDB 2013 – version 2 of August 2015.


� 	The SILC survey questions are contained in the Minimum European Health Module (MEHM) � HYPERLINK "http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/statistics_explained/index.php/Glossary:Minimum_European_Health_Module_(MEHM)" �http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/statistics_explained/index.php/Glossary:Minimum_European_Health_Module_(MEHM)�. 


� 	The methodology is further explained in the annual statistical reports of ANED, available at � HYPERLINK "http://www.disability-europe.net/theme/statistical-indicators" �http://www.disability-europe.net/theme/statistical-indicators�.


� 	For the LFS AHM data see, Early school leavers � HYPERLINK "http://appsso.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.do?dataset=hlth_de010&lang=en" �http://appsso.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.do?dataset=hlth_de010&lang=en� and tertiary educational attainment � HYPERLINK "http://appsso.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.do?dataset=hlth_de020&lang=en" �http://appsso.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.do?dataset=hlth_de020&lang=en�.
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