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WORKSHOP SESSION ON SPECIFYING RESEARCH METHODS AND OUTPUTS IN THE PROPOSAL 
This session started with a methodological review provided by Pr. Priestley. 

A questions and answers (Q&A) session followed starting with a cross cutting question: what do we need to complement the expertise that we have. 

Debbie Jolly (Regional delegate from the European Network on Independent Living & EuRADE project recipient) started basing on the example of her research outline. There is a difference in ideas about what independent living is. One of the key issues is to be found in the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (UNCRPD) article 19. About “basic assistance”, the idea is to construct a comparative view on how different states see issues surrounding independent living. 

Pr. Priestley hereby notified that conducting such a research is clearly justified. It is recognized as a fist stance topic by both the European Commission and the academic network. But the question here is : how are we going to conduct such a project?  There are many possibilities. A statistical approach seems very welcome (how many people are using personnal assistants’ schemes in European Member States). Sebastiaan Huntjens (Research Policy Adviser at the Maastricht University) asked: yes but which countries should be taken into account? Why? Hasn’t such a research already been done? If yes in which way? These are some of the questions that need to be asked in the scope of further developing the research outlines. Pr Priestley added that the real challenge in a project is to answer the following question: “how much are we going to research before starting the research?” Reviewing what has already been done is hereby essential. Whereby Debbie Jolly stated that for her, one of the main issues hereby is to closely evaluate the concrete barriers that exist for independent living.  
Pr Priestley then underlined the need for a strategy to sample the case. Whereby choosing the criteria to select the cases is central. Is it more important to have a group of countries that represent different levels of involvement for persons with disabilities? Or should other criteria be taken into account? 

Pr Lisa Waddington (EDF Chair in European Disability Law at the University of Maastricht) asked the cross cutting question about where the existing research is currently failing? “You need to find out how your research is going to fill these gaps” did she state. 
Pr Priestley then referred to the ANED project. In the scope of this project, an ad-hoc group has been set up to evaluate the institutional approach towards disability policy making. He asked Ms Jolly : “how is your study so different”? Mr Huntjens hereby underlined that the main strength coming from a DPO would be to implement this in consultations, discussions, etc. “Your connection is to the people that need to interpret the results. Your added value is the connection to the field as this is something that they lack”. “Yes, but what is the point of having further statistics on that?”  did Pr Priestley further ask? “It is important to ask ourselves about the value of the different parts of a project”. Pr Waddington added that this could be used as a basis for the question “WHY” this project and not another one.  

Discussion further went on to the project of Anniina Lavikainen (Member of the Finnish Federation of Hard of Hearing & EuRADE project recipient). The purpose of my project is to promote equality by mapping barriers. First question came from Pr. Priestley: “why do we need that for hard of hearing people?”. “Because there is no specific data about that at all, and because governments seem not to understand” did Ms Lavikainen answer.  Pr Priestley stressed the fact that there is indeed a clear need to understand what issues need to be addressed for advocacy purpose, and went on with a further question: “how do we find out what are the above mentioned barriers”? To which Ms Lavikainen answered: “because there is a need for quantitative and qualitative data. There is a need to recognize the sub-group of Hard of Hearing people.” Pr Priestley underlined that this is related to the question of targets of change. Further detailed discussion about Ms Lavikainen’s project was then led with as an aim to specify research methods and outputs in her proposal. 
The workshop then went on with the project outlined by Ines Figueiredo Alves (Consiglio Nazionale sulla Disabilita & EuRADE project recipient). After having described the key aim of her project, Pr Priestley again asked about the importance of this specific project. To which Ms Alvez answered that one of the key areas for inclusion of persons with disabilities is education. “Our question is around the different types of assistive technologies and relationships that are available in different European countries. Next step will be to provide this information to people who support, and those who use it, in order to create good practice examples. 
Luisa Bosisio Fazzi (President of the Consiglio Nazionale sulla Disabilita, and EuRADE co-recipient) underlined that the AssistID project aims at understanding what children prefer. Pr Priestley further stated that there is a need to be very clear on evaluating the success: “depending on the criteria with which you evaluate success, results of the studies are different”. Ms Alvez agreed on this and stressed the fact that assessment is very important. 
Erik Olsen questioned the level of involvement of the people who are at the scope of this research: “is something done for them”? “Yes, they would be more active participants than subjects of the study” did Ms Alvez answer. Ms Bosisio hereby underlined that persons with intellectual disability would probably want to discover where the border of the support and of the autonomy is: “until what point do they need assistance, as persons with intellectual disability also have the right to be autonomous”. 
The workshop was then organized in pairs of projects between those who were discussed and those who were not until the lunch break. The objective was hereby to define what kind of partners are needed for each kind of research, and to identify the questions that remain in order further discuss them. 
Art. 19 - Living independently and being included in the community





States Parties to this Convention recognize the equal right of all persons with disabilities to live in the community, with choices equal to others, and shall take effective and appropriate measures to facilitate full enjoyment by persons with disabilities of this right and their full inclusion and participation in the community, including by ensuring that:


Persons with disabilities have the opportunity to choose their place of residence and where and with whom they live on an equal basis with others and are not obliged to live in a particular living arrangement;


Persons with disabilities have access to a range of in-home, residential and other community support services, including personal assistance necessary to support living and inclusion in the community, and to prevent isolation or segregation from the community;


Community services and facilities for the general population are available on an equal basis to persons with disabilities and are responsive to their needs.





The ANED project in brief


ANED was created under the European Commission's PROGRESS programme in 2007. The purpose of the project is to establish and maintain an academic research network throughout the countries of the European Union (EU) and the European Free Trade Area (EFTA) to inform disability policy making at the European level. 





The academic network provides the European Commission with expertise and support to describe and analyse the situation of disabled people in the European Union and EFTA countries, and will develop the concept and methodology of mainstreaming in the main policies and strategies of the Community that are relevant for disabled people. 










