Online annex: our qualitative analysis in detail
For details on the methodology, limitations, and interpretation of the results, please refer to the main report.
Principal objective disability inclusion projects
1. EU4PEOPLE - BA2022AAP (social protection component)
	Amount of ODA (USD)[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Amount as per the database entry/entries that are being assessed here. The total value of some projects may be higher than the value assessed here, for example in the case of multi-year projects or complex projects with many different components.] 

	18.9 million 

	EC Directorate-General 
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex VI of the Commission implementing decision on the financing of the annual action plan in favour of Bosnia and Herzegovina for 2022: action document for EU4People (employment and social protection)

	Brief details of the project
	Support to social reforms, in order to “improve social inclusion of vulnerable target groups, and advance gender equality”.

	Reported marker score
	Principal objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Significant objective

	Rationale
	Persons with disabilities are one of the project’s target groups, and the action document briefly mentions measures that will be taken to promote their enjoyment of social protection. However, persons with disabilities are just one of the project’s target groups, so a score of “significant” seems more appropriate than a score of “principal”. (Note: the disability section of the action document itself recommends a “significant” score, but this appears to have been misinterpreted later in the reporting process). 

	Based on the project document, is there evidence that the project also meets our enhanced criteria?
	No – the project does not appear to meet the enhanced criteria for “principal objective” or for “significant objective”. There is no reference to the participation of persons with disabilities and their representative organisations in project design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation. While the action document briefly mentions some barriers faced by persons with disabilities (e.g. that Centres for Social Work lack capacity in working with children with disabilities), the document contains no evidence that there has been a full assessment of the barriers facing persons with disabilities in exercising their right to social protection. The project seeks to promote deinstitutionalisation, but the action document is ambiguous about whether the project also supports reforms that could perpetuate barriers to persons with disabilities living independently and being included in the community,[footnoteRef:2] and further research would be needed to confirm this. Monitoring and evaluation plans do not explicitly refer to disability.	Comment by Polly Meeks: The footnote refers to day care centres being considered non-CRPD compliant, but I haven’t yet managed to find a reference from the CRPD Committee to back this up. Are there any further references that you would recommend I use here? [2:  For example, the action document implies that day care centres count as non-institutional social protection (p.13), whereas the European Network on Independent Living (ENIL) says these are inconsistent with the CRPD (see ENIL, Advancing slowly, regressing quickly : first glance at the right to independent living in the European Union funding of 2021-2027, p.3). The action document also says that the ultimate objective of deinstitutionalisation efforts in Bosnia and Herzegovina is to « limit… the institutional protection to the level that is necessary » (pp.23-24) – rather than eliminating institutionalisation altogether.] 




2. EU4PEOPLE - BA2022AAP (employment component)
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	5.3 million 

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex VI of the Commission implementing decision on the financing of the annual action plan in favour of Bosnia and Herzegovina for 2022: action document for EU4People (employment and social protection)

	Brief details of the project
	Support to reforms in the employment sector in Bosnia and Herzegovina, with a view to increasing employment opportunities for youth, rural women, and “hard to employ” people.

	Reported marker score
	Principal objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Not targeted

	Rationale
	The project has broad objectives that are not disability-specific. As part of these objectives, the project aims to support “hard to employ” people, and considers that persons with disabilities are part of this category (p.26).[footnoteRef:3] However, the project action document does not mention any specific measures[footnoteRef:4] that will be taken to promote the employment of persons with disabilities. 	Comment by Polly Meeks: Is the footnote helpful, or too much stating the obvious? And if the footnote is helpful, is the wording OK? Thanks for your advice! [3:  The terminology « hard to employ » is itself problematic. EDF supports the social model of disability. According to the social model, the reason that persons with disabilities can experience inequalities in employment is not that persons with disabilities are « hard to employ » but rather that workplaces are « hard to access » as the rights of persons with disabilities are not fully upheld.]  [4:  The document does briefly mention the Fund for the Professional Rehabilitation, Training and Employment of Persons with Disabilities of Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina and Fund for Professional Rehabilitation and Employment of Persons with Disabilities of Republika Srpska, and says these will be included among relevant stakeholders. But beyond this stakeholder engagement no concrete activities to promote the inclusion of persons with disabilities are mentioned.] 




3. EU for inclusive growth through improved social service provision and quality systems for labour and education in the republic of Serbia RS2022AAP
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	8.9 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex VI of the Commission implementing decision on the financing of the annual action plan in favour of the Republic of Serbia for 2022: action document for EU for inclusive growth 

	Brief details of the project
	Support for reforms in the social care, employment and education sectors.

	Reported marker score
	Principal objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Significant objective

	Rationale
	The social care element of the project identifies persons with disabilities as a key target group, and the action document says that a disability perspective has been incorporated in activities relating to social care. However, the employment and education elements of the project do not include any explicit objectives or activities relating to disability.

	Based on the project document, is there evidence that the project also meets our enhanced criteria?
	No – the project does not appear fully to meet the enhanced criteria for “principal objective” or for “significant objective”. Positively, the social care element of the project is based on an assessment of some of the key challenges that are obstructing deinstitutionalisation of persons with disabilities, and the project’s proposed actions appear to be aligned to this assessment. And because of its focus on deinstitutionalisation, the project intrinsically focuses on persons with disabilities who have faced greater barriers to participation, such as persons with intellectual disabilities. Persons with disabilities are included implicitly but not explicitly in the project’s monitoring framework[footnoteRef:5]. On the surface, the project’s objectives on deinstitutionalisation seem consistent with doing no harm to persons with disabilities; however, civil society research has raised concerns that proposed alternatives to deinstitutionalisation may still not fully allow persons with disabilities to enjoy their right to live independently and be included in the community[footnoteRef:6]. Moreover, the project documents say nothing explicit about plans to involve persons with disabilities and their representative organisations in project implementation, monitoring and evaluation[footnoteRef:7]. [5:  They are included implicitly because the framework focuses on monitoring reform processes which, according to other sections of the document, have persons with disabilities as a key target group. ]  [6:  Lazarević and others/MDRI-S, 2022, Position of persons with disabilities in Serbia: zero report, pp.40-41]  [7:  The document that the “perspectives” of persons with disabilities were sought as part of developing Serbia’s overall strategy and action plan on deinstitutionalisation (p.16). However, MDRI-S’s research expressed concerns over the consultation process (same report as above, p.41).] 




4. UN Partnership on Rights of Persons with Disabilities
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	3.2 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-INTPA

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex 13 of the Commission Implementing Decision on the financing of the multiannual action plan for the thematic programme on Global Challenges (People) for 2022-2024 : action document for UN Partnership on Rights of Persons with Disabilities

	Brief details of the project
	Supporting countries to implement the CRPD, including through support to CRPD-compliant plans, policies and programmes and monitoring systems; knowledge sharing and capacity building. 

	Reported marker score
	Principal objective

	Revised marker score after our review
	Principal objective

	Rationale
	The overall objective of the project is to support countries in the implementation of the CRPD. The action document sets out in detail the activities that will be undertaken to help achieve this objective.

	Based on the project document, is there evidence that the project also meets our enhanced criteria?
	Yes. The project’s principal objective on promoting the rights of persons with disabilities is fully reflected throughout the project document, including its assessment of barriers, and its monitoring framework. Participation of organisations of persons with disabilities is integral to all levels of the project – from its overall governance to the detailed changes it seeks to support in individual countries. No evidence was found of planned activities that would do harm to persons with disabilities. The importance of considering under-represented groups of persons with disabilities is noted repeatedly in the document, including when setting out approaches to engaging with organisations of persons with disabilities, and also in several indicators in the results framework[footnoteRef:8].	Comment by Polly Meeks: Disclaimer: I should declare an interest here in that I know and like Ola, so in theory I may be less objective than someone with no prior knowledge of the UNPRPD. However overall I think it would be very strange if the PRPD did not score positively here, given its mandate. [8:  While the project monitoring framework does not put a strong emphasis on qualitative data (as indicated by our checklist), the inclusion of these dedicated indicators on under-represented groups achieves some of the same objectives] 




Significant objective disability inclusion projects
5. Emergency Social Safety Net (ESSN) IV TR2022
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	420.7 million (this combines two entries on CRS, of 315.5 million and 105.2 million)

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex 1 of the Commission Implementing Decision on the individual measure to continue support for basic needs and transition to livelihoods opportunities for refugees in Türkiye for 2022 : action document for Emergency Social Safety Net (ESSN) IV

	Brief details of the project
	Support to refugees in Türkiye through cash transfers

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Not targeted

	Rationale
	The action document does not mention any explicit objectives or definite steps to promote the inclusion of persons with disabilities. The document says that disability status is considered in the targeting criteria for cash transfers, but this targeting currently falls under another parallel EU-funded scheme, the C-ESSN, not the ESSN (p.12). While some people taking part in C-ESSN may transfer to ESSN in future, this was not confirmed at the time of writing the action document. The action document also mentions the possibility of designing “ad hoc” activities to support persons with disabilities to access employment (p.12), but does not commit that such activities will definitely be undertaken.



6. EU Emergency Support Programme in favour of Ukraine
	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex of the Commission Implementing Decision C(2022)1783 final on the financing of the individual measure in favour of Ukraine for 2022 : action document for the EU emergency support programme in favour of Ukraine

	Brief details of the project
	Support measures across a range of sectors (e.g. public services, agriculture, transport) to “contribute to alleviating the suffering of the population … and strengthen the country’s resilience ».

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Not targeted

	Rationale
	The project does not include any explicit objectives relating to disability inclusion. The action document states (on p.10) that “persons with disabilities will be able to enjoy the benefits on an equal basis to persons without disabilities. Their rights and dignity will be promoted and respected. » However, the document does not specify any concrete measures that will be taken to ensure this is the case.[footnoteRef:9] [9:  The document does briefly say that the project will “support … rights holders in understanding and claiming their rights and participating in the decision-making influencing their lives », and that « Particular attention will be paid to the most vulnerable such as women, children, the elderly, IDPs, persons with disabilities and veterans » (p.10, emphasis added). However, since persons with disabilities are just one of many groups on this long list, and nothing is said about concrete steps that might be needed to ensure their inclusion, this is not considered specific enough to justify a score of « significant objective ».] 




7. Individual multiannual measure for the delivery of cash support to the most vulnerable refugees in Türkiye for 2022 and 2023 TR2022
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	242.9 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex of the Commission Implementing Decision on the individual measure for the delivery of cash support to the most vulnerable refugees in Türkiye : action document for the Complementary Emergency Social Safety Net (C-ESSN) to the most vulnerable refugees – phase II

	Brief details of the project
	Support to the “most vulnerable” refugees in Türkiye through cash transfers

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Significant objective

	Rationale
	Persons with disabilities, and households that include persons with disabilities, are among the groups targeted by the cash transfers.

	Based on the project document, is there evidence that the project also meets our enhanced criteria?
	No – the project does not appear to meet the enhanced criteria for “significant objective”. Based on the project document reviewed, there was no evidence of involvement of persons with disabilities and their representative organisations in project design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation. The project does not appear to have undertaken a disability assessment, and there is no explicit mention of disability in its monitoring framework. The project document mentions that the project seeks to target “disabled and severely disabled individuals”, but does not mention any deliberate measures to tackle barriers that could prevent some under-represented disability groups from benefiting equally. Less negatively, no evidence was found of project activities that might do harm to persons with disabilities.



8. European Union (EU) Contribution to the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees (UNRWA) Programme Budgets 2022-2024
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	101.0 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex of the Commission Implementing Decision on the financing of the individual measure in favour of Palestine refugees for 2022-2024: action document for UNRWA: European Union Contribution to the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees (UNRWA) Programme Budgets 2022-24

	Brief details of the project
	Support to UNRWA to provide basic services to Palestinian refugees, and to make reforms to its management capabilities

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Significant objective (but marginal)

	Rationale
	The action document includes an indicator on disability inclusion (in education), implying that disability inclusion is a deliberate objective of the project. The document also mentions briefly how the disability inclusion objective will be promoted, through UNRWA’s disability policy and its inclusive education policy. Ideally the action document would include more explicit and detailed objectives on disability inclusion, but overall, based on the information available, it does not seem unreasonable that the project has been given a “significant objective” score.

	Based on the project document, is there evidence that the project also meets our enhanced criteria?
	No – the project does not appear to meet our enhanced criteria for “significant objective”. Positively, the project monitoring framework includes one indicator relating to disability; however, disability is not included consistently throughout the framework. The document contains no evidence that a disability assessment has been undertaken, nor that the additional barriers facing under-represented groups of persons with disabilities have been taken into account.[footnoteRef:10] There is no reference to the involvement of persons with disabilities and their representative organisations in project design, implementation and monitoring. [10:  It is true that some of these elements may be covered by UNRWA’s own disability policy; but based on the action document, there is no evidence that the EC has assessed whether this is the case. ] 




9. Support to socio-economic development for refugees and host communities in Türkiye TR2022
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	196.9 million (this combines two CRS entries of 98.4 million each)

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex II of the Commission Implementing Decision on the individual measure to continue support for basic needs and transition to livelihoods opportunities for refugees in Türkiye : action document for support to socio-economic development for refugees and host communities in Türkiye

	Brief details of the project
	Promoting income generation opportunities for refugees and host communities in Türkiye, through initiatives on entrepreneurship and employment

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score
	Not targeted

	Rationale
	The action document itself states that the project should be reported as not targeting disability, and states that “Even though children with special needs are addressed in the action with focused activities at TVET schools, inclusion and empowerment of persons with disability is neither the principal nor a very significant and deliberate objective of the action » (pp.14-15). It seems an error was made when the « significant » score was entered on the OECD-DAC database.



10. Food & Resilience Facility and EU Response to the Syrian Crisis: Improving living conditions and resilience of host communities and refugees in Lebanon
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	77.8 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex I of the Commission Implementing Decision on the special measure in favour of Lebanon for 2022: action document for food and resilience facility and EU response to the Syrian crisis: improving living conditions and resilience of host communities and refugees in Lebanon

	Brief details of the project
	Support to “poor and vulnerable social groups” in Lebanon, including through social protection, initiatives to increase agricultural production, and activities to support income generation

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Significant objective

	Rationale
	The action document says that the project will pay particular attention to ensuring that households comprising persons with disabilities benefit. It mentions plans to achieve this, including by making trainings inclusive of persons with disabilities, by advocating to small and medium enterprises to recruit persons with disabilities, and through employment quotas.

	Based on the project document, is there evidence that the project also meets our enhanced criteria?
	No – the project does not appear to meet our enhanced criteria for “significant objective”. The project document makes brief reference to some barriers faced by persons with disabilities (e.g. in accessing employment and in attending meetings), which could indicate that a disability assessment has taken place separately. No evidence was found of activities that intrinsically risk doing harm to persons with disabilities. However, the project document makes no mention of disability in the monitoring framework; there is no reference to the added barriers faced by under-represented groups of persons with disabilities; and there is no mention of plans to involve persons with disabilities and their representative organisations in project planning, implementation and monitoring.



11. PEGASE: Direct Financial Support to Recurrent Expenditures of the Palestinian Authority 2021
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	76.4 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-NEAR

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex I of the Commission Implementing Decision on the individual measure in favour of Palestine for 2021-2023: action document for PEGASE: direct financial support to recurrent expenditures of the Palestinian Authority 2021

	Brief details of the project
	Support for financing social services and for public sector reforms

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Significant objective (but marginal)

	Rationale
	The action document says that the project will seek to “identify bottlenecks and facilitate access to social services from PwDs” (p.13). The action document also mentions (pp.8 and 20) that the project will support social protection programmes for persons with disabilities. Ideally the action document would mention the inclusion of persons with disabilities more explicitly among its objectives and would provide more detail on the measures to be undertaken. Still, based on the information available, it does not seem unreasonable that the project has been given a “significant objective” score.

	Based on the project document, is there evidence that the project also meets our enhanced criteria?
	No – the project does not appear to meet our enhanced criteria for “significant objective”. The document does meet our criterion on undertaking a disability assessment, as it refers briefly to some barriers that persons with disabilities face (in relation to the implementation of social protection legislation, and the effects of the COVID-19 crisis) and expresses an intention to do further work to identify bottlenecks. The project monitoring framework also includes references to disability in some indicators (but not all those that are people-based). However, the document does not discuss additional barriers that persons with disabilities from under-represented groups may face. Nor is there any explicit mention of the involvement of persons with disabilities and their representative organisations in project design, implementation and monitoring.



12. Contribution to the Global Partnership for Education (GPE)
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	88.3 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-INTPA

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Annex 5 of the Commission Implementing Decision on the financing of the multiannual action plan for the thematic programme on global challenges (people) for 2022-2024: action document for the contribution to the Global Partnership for Education (GPE)

	Brief details of the project
	Support to the GPE’s work on education policy and financing.

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Significant objective

	Rationale
	Yes. The project includes a dedicated objective that refers to disability (together with other forms of exclusion). The action document also implies that disability inclusion will be mainstreamed across all the work that the EU is supporting, since GPE seeks to mainstream equity and inclusion across its work. 

	Based on the project document, is there evidence that the project also meets our enhanced criteria?
	No – the project does not appear to meet the enhanced criteria for “significant objective”. The project document briefly mentions some of the barriers that prevent children with disabilities accessing education, which suggests it may be drawing on disability assessment(s) produced outside the scope of the main project document. No evidence was found of activities that might do harm to persons with disabilities. The project also includes one indicator relating to disability in its monitoring framework, but disability is not explicitly mentioned in many other people-based indicators. The project document does not mention the participation of persons with disabilities or their representative organisations in project design, implementation and monitoring. It does not mention any explicit steps to ensure that under-represented groups of persons with disabilities enjoy their right to education.[footnoteRef:11] [11:  The document recognises that disability can intersect with other forms of exclusion (p.8), but does not give any detail on steps that will be taken specifically to address such intersections.] 




13. AD2. Support for Civil Society in Partner Countries
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	182.2 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-INTPA[footnoteRef:12] [12:  Not specified on the pages reviewed – instead, deduced from where the majority of grantees are located] 


	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Project records on the Team Europe Explorer/Explore ODA website.[footnoteRef:13]  [13:  To access the detailed records, the list of projects and programmes at the foot of this web page was used. The list was searched for the project’s identifier (2021000412). The « project activity » section of the project record was then reviewed. ] 


	Brief details of the project
	Grants for civil society activities in Global South countries

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Inconclusive

	Rationale
	Less information could be located online for this project than for some of the others reviewed. The best available information came from the very brief grant descriptions given on the EU’s Explore ODA website. Descriptions of 175 civil society grants were reviewed. Of these grants, 13 (around 7%) included some explicit reference to disability. (This is a low-end estimate of the total share of grants that sought to include persons with disabilities: some disability-inclusive grants might be concealed by the fact that descriptions were sometimes very brief). This could be because the EC took some deliberate steps to prioritise grantees that promote disability inclusion. Or, it could be a coincidence. More detailed information would be needed to make a definite judgement. 



14. AD1. Support for civil society at a global level
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	122.4 million

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-INTPA[footnoteRef:14] [14:  Not specified on the pages reviewed – instead, deduced from where the majority of grantees are located] 


	Main project document(s) reviewed
	Project records on the Team Europe Explorer/Explore ODA website.[footnoteRef:15]  [15:  To access the detailed records, the list of projects and programmes at the foot of this web page was used. The list was searched for the project’s identifier (2021000411). The « project activity » section of the project record was then reviewed. ] 


	Brief details of the project
	Grants for civil society activities in Global South countries

	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Inconclusive

	Rationale
	Less information could be located online for this project than for some of the others reviewed. The best available information came from the very brief grant descriptions given on the EU’s Explore ODA website. However, it appears that the full 122.4 million project budget has not yet been fully spent, and descriptions of only 4 grants are available for 2022. None of these grant descriptions mentioned disability, but these four grants may not be representative of the project as a whole, so it is not possible to conclude fully. 



15. Provisioning to the Common Provisioning Fund, compartment for the European Fund for Sustainable Development Plus
	Amount of ODA (USD)
	1347.6 million (this combines six CRS entries of 478.2 million; 391.2 million; 202.9 million; 101.4 million; 86.9 million and 86.9 million).

	EC Directorate-General
	DG-INTPA

	Main project document(s) reviewed
	· Overall regulation governing this guarantee scheme : Regulation (EU) 2021/947 of the European Parliament and of the Council ; 
· Overview of guarantee agreements signed in 2022 : 2023 Annual Report on the implementation of the European Union’s External Action Instruments in 2022 (section on EFFSD+ and EU budget guarantees) ;
· Details of the six guarantee agreements signed in 2022 : CITYRIZ ; FISEA PLUS ; MSME Platform ; EBRD Financial Inclusion and EBRD Digital Platform ; EFSD+ Window 1 with the European Investment Bank

	Brief details of the project
	These CRS entries relate to a guarantee scheme. The scheme is intended to encourage investments in projects that might otherwise be considered too high risk, by offering reimbursement from EU funds if certain risks occur[footnoteRef:16]. The Common Provisioning Fund is where the EU sets aside funds that may be needed to cover such reimbursements in future. [16:  For an introduction to the scheme, see the European Fund for Sustainable Development Plus webpage.] 


	Reported marker score
	Significant objective

	Recommended marker score after our review
	Not targeted

	Rationale
	Based on the sources reviewed, there is not enough evidence to justify that the EFSD+ guarantees signed in 2022 have disability inclusion as a significant objective. The overall governing regulation (which covers many different forms of EC financing) includes general references to the rights of persons with disabilities,[footnoteRef:17] but these references are not specific to EFSD+ guarantees. Other than that, none of the sources reviewed contained any explicit references to persons with disabilities – whereas in contrast some sources did refer to women, young people and migrants. While it is possible that some of the individual investments that receive guarantee support may be disability-inclusive, there was no evidence that disability inclusion is a systematic and significant objective of the guarantee programmes as a whole.  [17:  E.g. Article 8, paragraph 2] 




2

