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1. INTRODUCTION 

It is envisaged that the combination of poverty, ignorance, 
war, famine and drought with the absence of adequate preventive 
and rehabilitation services could produce high prevalence of 
disability in Ethiopia. 

Ethiopia is one of the developing countries where 
information and Knowledge about the disabled segment of the total 
population is minimal. There is lack of accurate information 
about the magnitude and types of disabilities as well as their 
causes and consequences. Due to this fact, it has been found 
difficult to prepare meaningful and practical plans and programs 
of rehabilitation development including medical, social, 
psychological, educational, vocational training as well as 
employment services. 

Although data on disability are provided from population 
censuses and social surveys undertaken by the Central Statistical 
Authority they could not fully satisfy the needs of the 
Rehabilitation Agency. For the purpose of an integrated 
intervention program a comprehensive survey of disability is 
required. A quantitative survey specifically aimed at the 
disabled is of crucial importance for the planning and 
implementation of community based rehabilitation (CBR) service 
delivery. 

In order to improve the quality of life of the disabled 
population in Ethiopia and to assist their acceptance and 
integration into the social and economic life of their 
communities, the Rehabilitation Agency of the Ministry of Labour 
and Social Affairs (MLSA) designed a comprehensive Community 
Based Rehabilitation (CBR) program. The MLSA entered an agreement 
in September 1995 with the Ministry of Planning and Economic 
Development (MOPED) to implement a National Program of Capacity 
Building for Sustained Human Resource Development and Utilization 
(HRDU) to be financed by the five year country program of the 
United Nations Development Program (UNDP). The designed Package 
consists of independent projects, one of which is the disability 
survey. 

The survey is intended to provide the necessary data 
framework for the establishment, expansion and spreading of 
rehabilitation services to cover broad areas of the country. 
Furthermore it is aimed for the provision of information to 
penetrate into the remote areas where the majority of the 
disabled and the most deprived in the country live without access 
to basic rehabilitation services. 

Hence the Rehabilitation Agency initiated and developed the 
disability survey project jointly with the Central Statistical 
Authority. This baseline socio-economic survey of disabled 
population was planned and undertaken in fourteen selected 
Weredas located in three Regions, namely, in Amhara, Oromiya and 
Southern Nations Nationalities and peoples. The survey was 
conducted with financial assistance from UNDP, Netherlands 
Embassy and the Rehabilitation Agency. The C.S.A. also covered 



part of the survey cost by paying salaries of its staff who 
participated in the survey. 

Development of the survey documents and training .of ,the 
field staff were accomplished jointly by the central Statlstlcal 
Authority and the Rehabilitation Agency. preparation of the 
survey methodology, data collection, data pro?es~ing and re~ort 
writing were implemented by the Central Statlstlcal Authorlty. 

2. OBJECTIVES OF THE SURVEY 

The general objective of the survey was to collect 
demographic and social information from disabled residents of the 
survey weredas. In particular the survey aimed at collecting 
quantitative and qualitative information to: 

estimate the level and distribution of disability . 

enable a realistic and practical planning and 
programming for the provision of basic and 
comprehensive rehabilitation services, including, 
medical, social, psychological, educational, 
paramedical and vocational to the disabled. 

establish a comprehensive national rehabilitation 
structure covering the whole country phase by phase. 
Identification of areas in each phase is to be 
dictated according to priorities based on the survey 
findings on the degree of prevalence and severity of 
the problem. 

3. BASIC CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS 

The followings were the major concepts and definitions used 
in data collection of the survey. 

HOUSEHOLD: A household may be either; 

a) A one person household, that is, a person who makes 
provision for his own food or/and other essentials for 
living without combining with any other persons to 
form part of a mUlti-person household or; 

b) A mUlti-person household, that is, a group of two or 
more persons who live together and make common 
provision for, food or/and other essentials for living. 
The persons In the group may pool their incomes and 
have budget to greater or lesser extent. They may be 
blood-related or unrelated persons, or a combination 
of both. These persons are taken as members of the 
household. 

HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD: A member of the household who is regarded 
as leader of the household by other fellow members is 
a head of the household. A head can be either male or 
female . 
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DISABILITY: 'Any restriction or lack (resulting from an 
impairment) of ability to perform an activity in the 
manner or within the range considered normal for human 
being. 

IMPAIRMENT: Any loss or abnormality of psychological, 
physiological or anatomical structure or function. 

HANDICAP: A disadvantage for a given individual, resulting 
from a disability, that limits or prevents the 
fulfillment of a role that is normal (depending on 
age, sex and social and cultural factors) for that 
individual. 

4. COVERAGE 

The 1996 (1988 E. C.) socio-economic survey of disabled 
persons was designed to cover fourteen Weredas in three regions. 
The areal coverage of the survey in the S .N.N.P. Region was as 
shown in the following table. 

Areal coverage of the survey and sample distribution 

Number of sample 
Zone Wereda Farmers' Ass./Kebeles 

Rural Urban Total 

Gurage Ezhana Welene 7 1 8 

N.Omo Gofa Zuria 7 1 8 

Kucha 7 1 8 

Shekicho Masha Anderacha 7 1 8 

Yeki 7 1 8 

'l'ot.rt 1 it; t; 40 

5. SAMPLE DESIGN 

Stratified cluster sampling was used for the survey. Each 
wereda was domain of the survey for which the results were 
reported. Weredas were stratified into rural and urban areas. 
Farmers Associations in the rural and kebeles in the Urban areas 
were treated as clusters. From each of the survey weredas seven 
Farmers Associations (FAs) were systematically se l ected using 
probability proportional to size; size being estimated household 
population residing in the FAs. From each wereda urban kebeles 
were selected using the same design as in the rural part. But the 
number of sample kebeles varied from one to six based on size of 
the urban population. All households within the sample clusters 
were covered by the survey . 

6. FIELD ORGANIZATION 

The field work was organized by involving ten branch offices 
of the C. S .A. located in the survey area. A total of 45 
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enumerators, 8 field supervisors and 3 coordinators participated 
in data collection of the survey. The enumerators and supervisors 
were recruited among the field staff from the ten branch offices. 
The coordinators were professionals selected from the main office 
of C.S.A. To facilitate deployment of the field staff to their 
respective survey sites and to support supervision of the field 
work 5 vehicles (one for a wereda) were assigned. 

6.1. TRAINING 

Training on the survey documents was carried out in two 
stages. The first stage training was given for 10 professionals 
at C. S. A. 's head office by members of the survey's technical 
committee . The trained staff then offered the second stage 
training to the enumerators and supervisors at the concerned 
branch offices. The training sessions lasted three and four days 
respec tively. 

6.2. FIELD WORK 

Deployment to the survey sites, data collection and 
retrieval of completed survey documents under all branch offices 
~ook .up. to 16 days. Each enumerator started his · work by 
ldentlfYlng boundarles of the FA/kebele of his assignment with 
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the assistance of a local guide . Using a prescribed instruction 
each enumerator prepared list of all households residing in the 
FA/kebele by going from door to door. While doing the listing 
each household was screened whether it had a minimum of one 
disabled member or not . Subsequently the survey questionnaire was 
administered only to members of the households with disabled 
member/s o 

7. DATA PROCESSING 

Prior to data entry to the computer, manual editing and 
coding were undertaken on selected items of the questionnaires. 
The exercise was accomplished by 14 editors and took three days. 
The data entry was done by nine encoders. The entered data was 
verified by way of hundred percent reentry and the overall entry 
took 10 working days. After the data entry was completed machine 
editing , data weighting and tabulation on cleaned data were 
carried out. 

8. RESULTS 

In order to quantify level of disability and assess whether 
there were disparities in socio-economic status between the 
disabled and the not-disabled members of households the survey 
questionnaire included a number of variables on demographic, 
social and economic issues. The questionnaire was administered 
to all members in the households with disabled members 
irrespective of disability status . However , there were some 
questions specific to the disabled that were duly designed to 
meet the maj or goals of the survey. The resulting data are 
presented and discussed in three different parts. That is , the 
results of weredas in each region are presented in independent 
parts. Hence, this part (part III) presents the findings for five 
weredas in Southern Nations Nationalities and Peoples Region. As 
reported earlier in section 4, the survey covered five weredas 
in this region and the results of each wereda are presented in 
the following order; i . e., Ezhana Welene, Gofa Zuria, Kucha, 
Masha Anderacha and Yeki. 
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A. EZHANA WELENE WEREDA 

1. Demographic and Social Characteristics of Disabled and 
Not-Disabled Population 

1.1 Age and Sex Distribution 

Every member of the households with disabled member(s) in 
the selected Farmers' Association/Kebeles was asked to state 
his/her age and sex. The distribution of the population 
classified by age, sex and disability status is presented in 
Table 1. The table shows that 3.4 percent of the population in 
Ezhana Welene Wereda were found to be disabled. The distribution 
by sex shows higher disability rate for males (4.1 percent) than 
for females (2.8 percent). This pattern was true in all age 
groups. The table further reveals that disability rate increased 
as age advanced . The rate varied between 1.1 percent, for age 
0-14 and 10.5 percent, for age 60 years and above. 

1.2 Distribution of Convent i onal Households and Household 
Heads 

Table 2 depicts that among heads of households in Ezhana 
Welene Wereda, 9 percent of them were disabled. In this wereda 
it was observed that disability was more prevalent among female 
heads (9.7 percent) than among male heads (8.9 percent). 

Table 3 shows that among the households which consisted 
disabled member (s), nearly 90 percent reported that they had only 
one disabled member. About one-tenth (10.6 percent) of the 
households which had disabled member (s) indicated that they 
consisted 2 disabled persons. The average number of disabled 
persons per household was e stimated to be 1.1. 

1.3 Educational Characteristics 

Data on educational characteristics of the population 
collected in this survey refer to literacy status and highest 
grade completed. Each person aged 5 years and above was asked 
whether he/she was literate or illiterate, and if literate; 
highest grade completed. For simplicity of presentation, the 
highest completed grades are compiled by highest level attained. 
In Highest Level Attained, ' Level not Definable' stands for 
literate persons whose level of education is not definable, 
representing those who achieved literacy by attending religious 
schools (Church schools, or Quranic school), by self effort and 
study, . .. etc. The results are given in Table 4 . 

The compiled data indicate that 21.9 percent of the wereda 
population aged 10 years and above were literate whereas 78.1 
percent were illiterate. Of the disabled population aged 10 
years and over 9 percent were literate. This rate for the not­
disabled was observed to be 22.5 percent. The data also indicate 
that literacy was substantially high for males than for females 
for each disability status . The distribution of the literate 
population by educational level shows that the highest proportion 
(67.6 percent) had primary level of education . This was true for 
both the disabled (51.6 percent) and not-disabled (67.9 percent) 
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population. Disabled population who had secondary and above 
secondary level of education constituted 26.6 percent while the 
not - disabled in this educational category formed about 21 percent 
of the respective population. 

1.4 Marital Status 

Marital status was one of the social variables included in 
the questionnaire. Each person aged 10 years and over was asked 
if he/she was single or ever married. The data in Table 5 show 
that the highest proportion (46 percent) of the disabled were 
married, followed by single (31.7 percent). Conversely, nearly 
half (49.9 percent) of the not-disabled were single and 42.9 
percent were married. The same pattern was true for each sex. 
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TABlE 1 Distribution of PClpJlation by Broad Age Gnx.p, Disabil ity Status and Sex 

EZHAIIA lIllIE \DB)A 

Disability Status 

Age GrO\4> Disabled Not Disabled Total 
Sex 

Nurber % Nurber % Nurber % 

o . 14 Years 
Both Sexes 731 1.13 64,180 98.87 64,911 100.00 
Hale 376 1.15 32,380 98.85 32,756 100.00 
Female 355 1. 10 31,800 98.90 32,155 100.00 

15 . 29 Years 
Both Sexes 988 2.54 37,852 97.46 38,840 100.00 
Hale 453 2.62 16,831 97.38 17,284 100.00 
Female 535 2.48 21,021 97.52 21,556 100.00 

30 . 44 Years 
Both Sexes 1,394 6.16 21,248 93.84 22,642 100.00 
Hale 764 11.45 5,911 88.65 6,675 100.00 
Female 630 3.95 15,337 96 5 15,967 100.00 

45 . 59 Years 
Both Sexes 1,131 6.34 16,706 93.66 17,837 100.00 
Hale 539 8.37 5,898 91.63 6,437 100.00 
Female 592 5.19 

60 + Years 
10,BOB 94.81 11,400 100.00 

Both Sexes 961 10.45 8,233 89.55 9,194 100.00 
Male 720 12.15 5,205 87.85 5,925 100.00 
Female 241 7.37 3,028 92.63 3,269 100.00 

Total 
Both Sexes 5,205 3.39 148,219 96.61 153,424 100.00 
Male 2,852 4. 13 66,225 95.87 69,077 100.00 
Female 2,353 2.79 81,994 97.21 84,347 100.00 

TABLE 2 Distribution of Conventional Household Heads by Age Gnx.p, Disability Status and Sex 

EZHANA WlEJE ~A 

Di sabil i ty Status 

Age Group Di sabled Not Disabled Total 
Sex 

Nurber % Nurber " Nurber % 

10 . 24 Years 
Both Sexes 10 1.04 953 98.96 963 100.00 
Male 10 1.04 953 98.96 963 100.00 
Female 

25 . 39 Years 
Both Sexes 489 8.36 5,361 91.64 5,850 100.00 
Hale 402 8.79 4,173 91.21 4,575 100.00 
Female 87 6.82 1,188 93.18 1,275 100.00 

40 . 54 Years 
Both Sexes 678 7.90 7,906 92.10 8,584 100.00 
Male 434 6.69 6,057 93.31 6,491 100.00 
Female 244 11.66 1,849 88.34 2,093 100.00 

55 + Years 
Both Sexes 1,016 11.48 7,838 88.52 8,854 100.00 
Hale 903 11.82 6,734 88.18 7,637 100.00 
Female 113 9.29 1,104 90.71 1,217 100.00 

Total 
Both Sexes 2,193 9.04 22,058 90.96 24,251 100.00 
Male 1,749 8.89 17,917 91.11 19,666 100.00 
Female 444 9.68 4,141 90.32 4,585 100.00 
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TABLE 3 Distributioo of HoUseholds with Disabled MeIIbers 
by IIUItIer of Disabled Persans per Household 

EZIIANA Y1ENE ~REDA 

Households 
Disabled Persons 
per Household 

1 Person 
2 Persons 
3 Persons 
4 Personss 
5 Persons 
6 Persons 
7 Personss 
8 Persons 
9 Persons 
10 + Personss 
Total Hosehols 

NlIrber 

4,139 
492 

27 

4,658 

Number of Disabled Persons 5,205 

Ave. Disabled Persons/HH 1.1 

% 

88.86 
10.56 

.58 

100.00 

TABLE 4 Distributioo of Pop.Ilation Aged 10 Years aOO OVer by Hi!l1est 
E!b:ational level Attained. Disabil ity Status aOO Sex 

EZIIANA Y1ENE ~A 

Disability Status 
Literacy Status/ 
Level Attained/ Disabled Not Disabled 

Sex 
Number % Nurber % 

TOTAL 
Both Sexes 4,796 100.00 105,827 100 .00 
Male 2,624 54.71 45,073 42.59 
Female 2,172 45.29 60,754 57.41 

ILLITERATE 
Both Sexes 4,364 90.99 82,014 77.50 
Male 2,245 46.81 27,924 26.39 
Female 2,119 44.18 54,090 51.11 

LITERATE 
Both Sexes 432 9.01 23,813 22.50 
Male 379 7.90 17,149 16.20 
Female 53 1.11 6,664 6.30 

Level not Definable 
Both Sexes 94 21.76 2,316 9.73 
Male 89 20.60 2,272 9.54 
Female 5 1.16 44 .18 

Primary /Grade 1-6/ 
Both Sexes 223 51.62 16,163 67.87 
Male 175 40.51 11,576 48.61 
Female 48 11.11 4,587 19.26 

Secondary /Grade 7-12/ 
Both Sexes 115 26.62 4,980 20.91 
Male 115 26.62 2,999 12.59 
Female 1,981 8.32 

Above Secondary 
Both Sexes 354 1.49 
Male 302 1.27 
Female 52 .22 

12 

Total 

NlIrber % 

110,623 100.00 
47,697 43.12 
62,926 56.88 

86,378 78.08 
30,169 27.27 
56,209 50.81 

24,245 21.92 
17,528 15.84 
6,717 6.07 

2,410 9.94 
2,361 9.74 

49 .20 

16,386 67.59 
11,751 48.47 
4,635 19.12 

5,095 21.01 
3,114 12.84 
1,981 8.17 

354 1.46 
302 1.25 

52 .21 



TABLE 5 Distribution of PopuLation Aged 10 Years and OVer by MaritaL Status 
Sex am DisabH ity Status • 

E2HANA ID.EJIE ~ 

Disability Status 

Age GrOl4> Disabled Not Disabled Total 
Sex 

Nurber % NlJIber % NlJIber % 

Single 
Both Sexes 1,522 31.73 52,762 49.86 54,284 49.07 
Male 752 28.65 27,336 60.65 28,088 58.89 
Female 770 35.45 25,426 41.85 26,196 41.63 

Married 
Both Sexes 2,206 45.99 45,357 42.86 47,563 42.99 
Male 1, 61 0 61.33 17,002 37.72 18,612 39.02 
Female 596 27.44 28,355 46.67 28,951 46 . 01 

Divorced 
Both Sexes 444 9.26 1,705 1.61 2,149 1.94 
Male 176 6.70 256 .57 432 .91 
Female 268 12.34 1,449 2.39 1,717 2.73 

IJidowed 
Both Sexes 601 12.53 5,894 5.57 6,495 5.87 
Male 63 2.40 480 1.06 543 1.14 
Female 538 24.77 5,414 8.91 5,952 9.46 

Not Stated 
Both Sexes 24 .50 110 .10 134 .12 
Male 2f. .91 24 .05 
Female 110 .18 110 .17 

Total 
Both Sexes 4,797 100.00 105,828 100.00 110,625 100.00 
MaLe 2,625 100.00 45,074 100.00 47,699 100.00 
Female 2, 172 100.00 60,754 100.00 62,926 100.00 
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2. Economic Characteristics of Disabled and Not-Disabled 

population. 

Enquiries about economic characteristics of the population 
were forwarded to population aged 10 years and over. Eve~y 
eligible person was asked to state whether he/she ~as engaged ln 
any productive activities during the re~erence perlod (12 months 
prior to the survey time). Those wh~ dld not work were , further 

ked to state the reason why they dld not work and thel r means 
~~ livelihood. As regard to those who had ever been e n g a ged in 
productive activity (during and some time before t he re f erence 
p e riod), data on major industrial grou~s, ~nd employmen t status 
were collected. Each of these issues 1S d1scussed below . 

2.1 Activity Status 

Table 6 shows that of the disabled population 25. 2 percent 
were active and 74.8 percent were inactive. It was observed that 
there were more male disabled who were economically active than 
their female counterparts. However, the reverse was t r u e for the 
inactive-disabled population. This pattern was true fo r the not­
disabled population. 

2 . 2 Reason for not Working 

The majority (76 percent) of the inactive - disabled 
popul ation reported that they did not work in the r eference 
period b e cause of the ir disability, followed by those who were 
homemakers (15 percent). The remaining insignificant proport ion 
of the inactive-disabled population accounted for the rest of the 
r e asons. The highest proportion (55 percent) of the i nactive­
not - disabled population stated that their reason for not working 
was because they were homemakers. Those who asserted that it is 
due t o s c hooling that they did not work during the re ference 
period accounted for (18 percent). About 14 percent o f the 
inactive-not-disabled population forwarded that they did not work 
b e cause they were too young (see Table 7) . 

2 . 3 Means o f Livelihood 

The overwhelming maj ority (about 95 percent) of the inactive 
population in Ezhana Welene Wereda were dependent on either their 
family me mbers or persons from other households. The former me ans 
of livelihood ~ccounted for a very significant proportion, 77.5 
p ercent for d1sabled, and 88.1 percent for not-disabled (see 
Table 8). 

2 .4 Major Industrial Groups 

, The ec~:momica~ly ~ctive population who had ever been engaged 
ln produc t1ve ,:ctlv1tles were classified in major industrial 
groups. The maJ~r ,groups, i? this category included Agriculture, 
Indus t ry, (Electrlc lty, Mlnlng, Construction, and Manufacturing) 
a nd serVl c e (wholesale, retail, banking, transport and related) . 
Table 9 s hows that ~9. 2 percent of the disabled and 87.6 
percent ~f the ,economlcally active not-disabled population were 
engaged l n agrlcultural activities. 
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2 . 5 Emp loyment Status and Unemployment Rate 

Table 10 shows that about three-quarter (74.9 percent) of 
the economically active disabled population were self-employed , 
while the corresponding proportion for the not-disabled was only 
49.6 percent . Unpaid family workers constituted 20.8 percent of 
the disabled while the corresponding rate was 45 . 4 percent for 
the not-disabled population . 

The data in Table 11 reveal that unemployment rate in this 
wereda seems high (1 . 7 percent). Among the economically active 
not - disabled population, 1 . 7 percent were unemployed, while no 
economically active disabled person was found to be unemployed. 
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TABlE 6 Population Aged 10 Years an:! OYer by Disabil ity Status, 
Activity Status, Age Gnq» an:! Sex 

EZJIANA \D..ENE IiEREOA 

Age Group 

Disabil ity Activity 10 - 24 25 - 39 40 - 54 55 + Total 

DISABLED 
Active 261 302 1,209 Both Sexes 114 532 

% 12.46 39.58 21.36 22.95 25.20 

Male 83 345 180 280 888 

% 19.86 47.13 37.50 28.17 33.84 
Female 31 187 81 22 321 

% 6.24 30.56 10.92 6.83 14.77 
Inactive 3,588 Both Sexes 801 812 961 1,014 

% 87.54 60.42 78.64 77. 05 74.80 
Male 335 387 300 714 1,736 

% 80.14 52.87 62.50 71.83 66.16 
Female 466 425 661 300 1,852 

% 93.76 69.44 89.08 93.17 85.23 
Total 

Both Sexes 915 1,344 1,222 1,316 4,797 
% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Male 418 732 480 994 2,624 
% 45.68 54.46 39.28 75.53 54.70 

Female 497 612 742 322 2,173 
% 54.32 45.54 60 .72 24.47 45.30 

NOT 
DISABLED 

Active 
Both Sexes 17,386 14,209 10,831 7,464 49,890 

% 34.27 61.09 53.79 63.80 47.14 
Male 10,599 7,339 6,146 5,963 30,047 

% 43.63 97.15 95.63 87.69 66.66 
Female 6,787 6,870 4,685 ',501 19,843 

% 25.67 43.74 34.18 30.64 32.66 
Inactive 

Both Sexes 33,348 9,051 9,303 4,235 55,937 
% 65.73 38.91 46.21 36.20 52.86 

Male 13,693 215 281 837 15,026 
% 56.37 2.85 4.37 12.31 33.34 

Female 19,655 8,836 9,022 3,398 40,911 
% 74.33 56.26 65.82 69.36 67.34 

Total 
Both Sexes 50,734 23,260 20,134 11,699 105,827 

% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Male 24,292 7,554 6,427 6,800 45,073 

% 47.88 32.48 31.92 58.12 42.59 
Female 26,442 15,706 13,707 4,899 60,754 

% 52.12 67.52 68.08 41.88 57.41 
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TABLE 7 Distribution of Persons \110 did not Yortc Dlrire the Last 12 Months 
by Reason for not Workire a-d Disabil ity Status 

E2HMA IO.EJIE \EREDA 

Disability Status 

Reason for Disabled Not Disabled Total 
not \Jorking 

NLJTber % NLJTber % NLJTber % 

Job seekers 847 1.48 847 1.40 
Had job but Did not \Jork 1,262 2.21 1,262 2.08 
Students 64 1.78 10, 273 18.00 10,337 17.04 
Homemakers 538 14.99 31,399 55.02 31,937 52.66 
Di sabled 2,728 76 .03 2,728 4.50 
Too yOU'lg 50 1.39 8,192 14 .36 8,242 13.59 
Pens ioners 99 2.76 3,516 6.16 3,615 5.96 
Others 109 3.04 1,575 2.76 1,684 2.78 

Tota l 3,588 100.00 57,064 100.00 60,652 100.00 

TABLE 8 Distribution of Persons Il1o did not Work Dlrire the Last 12 Months 
by Means of Livel ihood, Disabi l ity Status a-d Sex 

EZIWIA WLEJIE ~A 

Di sability Status 
Means of Livelihood 

Sex Disabled Not Di sabled Total 

Dependent on Fami l y Menbers 
2,778 50,255 53,033 Both Sexes 

% 77.47 88.07 87.45 
Ma le 1,312 13,889 15 , 201 

% 75.58 89.04 87.69 
Female 1,466 36,366 37,832 

% 79.24 87.71 87.35 
Pens ion, House Allowance, 
House Rent 

Both Sexes 23 460 483 
% .64 .81 .80 

Male 14 102 116 
% .81 .65 .67 

Female 9 358 367 
% .49 .86 .85 

support from non Household Menbers 
508 3,845 4,353 Both Sexes 

% 14. 17 6.74 7. 18 
Male 266 911 1,177 

% 15.32 5.84 6.79 
Female 242 2,934 3,176 

% 13.08 7.08 7.33 
From Govt. and Other Organi zations 

Both Sexes 
% 

Male 
% 

Female 
% 

Others 
Bot h Sexes 277 2,501 2,778 

% 7.72 4.38 4.58 
Male 144 696 840 

% 8.29 4.46 4.85 
Female 133 1,805 1,938 

% 7.19 4.35 4.47 
Total 

Both Sexes 3,586 57,061 60,647 
% 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Male 1,736 15,598 17,334 
% 48.41 27.34 28.58 

Female 1,850 41,463 43,313 
% 51.59 72 .66 71.42 
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TABLE 9 Distribution of Ecordlically Active Pop,Ilation by Major 
IrdJstrial GMq), Disabil ity Status and Sex 

EZHANA WLENE \DEDA 

Disability Status 
Industrial Group 

Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Agriculture 
Both Sexes 1,078 43,694 44,m 

% 89.16 87.58 87.62 
Male 857 28,326 29,183 

% 96.51 94.27 94.34 
Female 221 15,368 15,589 

% 68.85 77.45 77.31 
Industry 

Both Sexes 46 1,049 1,095 
% 3.80 2.10 2.14 

Male 6 287 293 
% .68 .96 .95 

Female 40 762 802 
% 12.46 3.84 3.98 

Services 
Both Sexes 68 3,217 3,285 

% 5.62 6.45 6.43 
Male 18 606 624 

% 2.03 2.02 2.02 
Female 50 2,611 2,661 

% 15 .58 13.16 13.20 
Others 

Both Sexes 17 1,930 1,947 
% 1.41 3.87 3.81 

Male 7 828 835 
% .79 2.76 2.70 

Female 10 1,102 1,112 
% 3.12 5.55 5.51 

Total 
Both Sexes 1,209 1.9,890 51 , 099 

% 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Male 888 30,047 30,935 

% 73.45 60 .23 60.54 
Female 321 19,843 20,164 

% 26.55 39.77 39.46 
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TABlE 10 Distrib.ition at Econamically ActiYe Population by Disabil ity Status 
EJpI~t Status Ird Sex • 

EZIIMA WlEJE .aEDA 

Employment Status 
Disability Status 

Disabled % Not Disabled X Total X 

Employer 204 .41 204 .40 

Sel f Employed 905 74.86 24,753 49.61 25,658 50.21 

Goverrment Employee 2 .17 385 .77 387 .76 

Private Employee 26 2.15 437 .88 463 .91 

Producer or Service 
Co-operative Employee 

UnPaid Family ~orkers 252 20.84 22 , 642 45.38 22,894 44.80 

Others 24 1.99 1,470 2.95 1,494 2.92 

Total 1,209 100.00 49,891 100.00 51,100 100.00 

TABlE l' Distrib.ition of EcorDIically ActiYe P<p.Ilation by Disabil ity Status. 
lllether Eftplayed Dlrire the Reference Period and LreiployEflt Rate ('00) 

EZHANA \O..ENE ~ 

Unemployed 

~ithout ~ith 
Disability Status Employed ~ork ~ork Unemployment 

Experience Experience Total Rate 

Disabled 1,210 

Not Disabled 49,043 505 342 847 1.70 

Total 50,253 505 342 847 1.66 
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't and Causes of Disability and Medical 3. Type, Severl y 
Treatment. 

Every disabled person was requested to indicate the type of 

d · b' 1 . t he/she was suffering from. Moreover, these persons 
lsa l l Y . t d f th . 

were further asked to state the sever~ Y .an. cause 0 en 
disabilities. The age on which the dls~bllllty ctommetnced da~d 
whether the disabled had ever attended medlca trea . men, ~n If 
yes, the type of institution visited were also consldered In the 
survey. 

3.1 Type and Severity of Disability 

OF the disabled population in the wereda, 29.1 per c ent were 
Visually disabled followed by Locomotor and Mentally d i sabled, 
25.7 percent and 12.6 percent; respectively. Leprosy was found 
to be the least (2.4 percent) type of disability amon g the 
disabled population of the wereda. This pattern was t r ue for 
females. For males; however, almost equal size of the disabled 
reported that they were Locomotor (23.3 percent) and Visually 
(22.7 percent) disabled. The remaining pattern was simi l ar for 
the females. Blindness, among other types of impairment was 
observed to be relatively more prevalent in the wereda , (see 
Table 12 (a) ) . 

The distribution of the disabled population by sex and 
disability and impairment type I as presented in Table 1 2 (b) I 

shows that 54.8 percent were males and 45.2 percent were f e males. 
Some disability types were found to be more prevalent fo r males. 
For instance l Leprosy ,Aural l Mental and 'Visual & Aural or 
Speech' were dominant for males than for females. These 
disability types for males accounted for 79.4 percent, 78.4 
percent, 77.6 percent and 72.5 percent, in the order mentioned 
above. 

3.2 Causes of Disability 

The highest proportion (36.6 percent) of the disabled 
population stated that their causes of disabilities accounted for 
different diseases that occurred after birth. The second 
~pecified cause of disability was disabilities that took place 
l~ the womb ?f t~e mother and at delivery (i.e., before and at 
blr~h) constltutlng 15.1 percent. Disabilities that happened by 
~cc~dent formed 11.2 percent. The least cause of disability 
lndl~ated was Armament (0.9 percent) . Causes different from those 
mentloned above accounted for about 36.2 percent. This pattern 
was exactly true for each sex. 
(s e e Table 13). 

3 .3 Onset Age of Disability 

Th~ highest proportion (31.3 percent) of the disabled 
popul atlon 7eported that the onset age of their disabilities was 
0 - 4 ye ars, l.e., between their infancy and early childhood ages 
f o llowe d by 19.5 percent and 11.4 percent who indicated age 15-2~ 
years a nd 25 - 34 years; respectively. Those who reported that 
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their onset age of disabilities was between 35 and 44 years, 45 
a nd 54 years, and 55 and above years each accounted for about 8 
percent of the disabled p opulation (see Table 14) . 

3 . 4 Medical Treatment 

Slightly more than one - third (35 percent) of the disabled 
population had attended modern medical treatment of which 18.1 
percent had completed and the remaining 17 percent terminated 
before completing the treatment . 16 . 8 percent had 
completed/terminated traditional treatment. Only 0.8 percent of 
the disabled stated that their disabilities did not require any 
type of treatment and hence had not visited any medical 
institution. On the other hand , significant proportion (4 7 
percent) of the disabled visited neither modern nor traditional 
institution. This pattern was true for each sex (see Table 15) . 
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TABLE 12(a) Distribution of DisabLed popuLation by Type and Severity of 
DisabiL ity and Sex 

EZIIANA WLENE WEREDA 

Male Female Total 

Disability Type/ Number % Number % Number % 
Sever i ty 

VISUAL DISABILITY 647 22.69 865 36.81 1,512 29.07 

Tota l Bl indness 276 9.68 262 11. 15 538 10.34 
part ial Blindness lone/two eyes/ 371 13.01 603 25.66 974 18.73 

AURAL DISABILITY 214 7.51 59 2.51 273 5.25 
Total Deafness 39 1.37 15 .64 54 1.04 
Partial Deafness lone/two ears/ 175 6.14 44 1.87 219 4. 21 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 227 7.96 86 3.66 313 6. 02 

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY 665 23.33 669 28 .47 1,334 25 .65 
One or Both Legs Amputation 37 1.30 10 .43 47 .90 
One or Both Legs Paralysis 253 8.87 218 9.28 471 9. 06 
Short Leg 52 1.82 36 1.53 88 1.69 
Leg Deformi ty 122 4.28 127 5.40 249 4.79 
Elephantiasi s 127 4.45 161 6.85 288 5.54 
Other Related Impairments 74 2.60 117 4.98 191 3.67 

HAND D I SABI Ll TY 98 3.44 81 3.45 179 3.44 
One or Both Arms Amputation 21 .74 9 .38 30 .58 
One or Both Arms Paralysis 19 .67 42 1.79 61 1.17 
Other Related Impairments 58 2.03 30 1.28 88 1.69 

MENTAL DISABILITY 507 17.78 146 6.21 653 12.56 
Insanity or Mental Retardation 252 8.84 23 .98 275 5. 29 
Epi lepsy 120 4.21 88 3. 74 208 4.00 
Other Related Impairments 135 4.74 35 1.49 170 3.27 

LEPROSY 100 3.51 26 1.1 1 126 2. 42 

OTHER DISABILITIES 204 7.16 198 8.43 402 7.73 

MULTI DISABILITY 189 6.63 220 9.36 409 7.86 

TOTAL 2,851 100.00 2,350 100.00 5,201 100.00 
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TABLE 12(b) D!str!llI:'tion of Disabled Population by Type and Severity of 
D1sab1l1ty and Sex 

EZIWIA IIllBiE YEREDA 

Male Female Total 
Disability Type/ 

Severity NlIli:>er % NlIli:>er % NlIli:>er % 

VISUAL DISABILITY 647 42.79 865 57.21 1,512 100.00 
Total Bl indness 276 51.30 262 48 .70 538 100.00 
Partial Blindness lone/two eyes/ 371 38.09 603 61.91 974 100.00 

AURAL DISABILITY 214 78.39 59 21.61 273 100.00 
Tota l Deafness 39 72.22 15 27.78 54 100.00 
Partial Deafness lone/two ears/ 175 79.91 44 20 .09 219 100.00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 227 72.52 86 27 .48 313 100.00 

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY 665 49.85 669 50.15 1,334 100.00 
One or Both Legs Amputation 37 78.72 10 21 . 28 47 100.00 
One or Both Legs Paralysis 253 53.72 218 46 . 28 471 100.00 
Short Leg 52 59.09 36 40 .91 88 100.00 
Leg Deformity 122 49.00 127 51.00 249 100.00 
Elephant iasis 127 44.10 161 55 .90 288 100.00 
Other Related Impairments 74 38.74 117 61.26 191 100.00 

HAND D ISABI Ll TV 98 54.75 81 45.25 179 100.00 
One or Both Arms Amputation 21 70.00 9 30 .00 30 100 .00 
One or Both Arms Paralysis 19 31. 15 42 68.85 61 100.00 
Other Related Impairments 58 65.91 30 34.09 88 100.00 

MENTAL DISABILITY 507 77.64 146 22.36 653 100.00 
Insanity or Mental Retardation 252 91.64 23 8.36 275 100.00 
Epi lepsy 120 57.69 88 42.31 208 100.00 
Other Related Impairments 135 79.41 35 20.59 170 100.00 

LEPROSY 100 79.37 26 20.63 126 100.00 

OTHER DISABILITIES 204 50.75 198 49.25 402 100 . 00 

MULTI DISABILITY 189 46.21 220 53.79 409 100.00 

TOTAL 2,851 54.82 2,350 45 .18 5,201 100.00 
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TABLE 13 Distribution of Disabled population by Cause of Disabit ity and Sex 

EZIIANA WlENE \EREDA 

Male Female Tota l 

Cause of Number % Number % Nl.UIber % 
Di sabi l ity 

342 11.99 239 10.16 581 11.16 
Acc ident 391 13.71 393 16.70 784 15.06 
Before/at Birth 1,059 37.13 848 36.04 1,907 36.64 
After Bi rth/D i ff . Di seases/ 

39 1.37 10 .42 49 .94 
Armament 1,021 35.80 863 36.68 1,884 36.20 
Others 

Total 2,852 100.00 2,353 100 . 00 5, 205 100 . 00 

TABLE 14 Distribution of Disabled Population by Onset Age of Disabi l ity and Sex 

EZIIANA WlENE \lEREDA 

Male Female Tot a l 
Onset 

% No % Age No % No 

o . 4 Years 796 27.92 834 35.44 1,630 31.32 
5 - 9 Years 196 6.87 165 7.01 361 6 .94 

10 - 14 Years 199 6.98 157 6.67 356 6.84 
15 - 24 Years 639 22.41 377 16.02 1,016 19.52 
25 - 34 Yea rs 345 12.10 250 10.62 595 11.43 
35 - 44 Years 197 6.91 233 9.90 430 8 .26 
45 . 54 Years 172 6.03 248 10.54 420 8.07 
55 + Years 307 10.77 89 3.78 396 7.61 

Total 2,851 100.00 2,353 100.00 5,204 100 . 00 

TABLE 15 Distribution of Disabled Population by Status of Att ending 
Medical Treatment, Type of Institution and Sex 

EZHANA WlENE \/EREDA 

Male Female Total Attendance/ 
Inst i tut ion No % No % No % 

Never Attended 1,183 41.49 1,264 53 .72 2,447 47.02 
Not Requi red 24 .84 15 .64 39 .75 Terminated Modern Treatment 531 18. 63 410 17.42 941 18.08 Completed Modern Treatment 620 21.75 262 11.13 882 16.95 Terminated Tradi tiona l Treatment 208 7.30 256 10.88 464 8.92 Comp let ed Traditi ona l Treatment 275 9.65 136 5.78 411 7.90 Not St ated 10 .35 10 .42 20 .38 
Tot a l 2,851 100.00 2,353 100.00 5, 204 100 .00 
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4. Appliance 

Every disabled person was solicited to state whether he/she 
uses appliance to overcome or mitigate the problems encountered 
as a res~lt of disabil ity . Those who reported that they did not 
use appllance were further asked to reason out why they didn't 
do so. Similarly the disabled that were using appliance were also 
requested to respond whether they visited an institution for 
fo llow up, and if yes, its type . 

4.1 Status of Using Appliance 

According to Table 16, the ma jority (81 . 2 percent) were 
using any appliance during the survey period for their 
disabilities while the ir compliment (18.8 percent) were using. 
Similarly, the highest proportion of each of the sexes also 
reported that they did not use any appliance . The incidence of 
using appliance was slightly higher among females (19 . 4 percent) 
compared to males (18. 2 percent) . 

4.2 Reason for not Using Appliance 

The highest proportion (43 . 2 percent ) indicated that t hey 
did not use appliance due to financial constraint . Slightly over 
one-f ifth (23 . 2 percent) of the disabled who did not use 
appliance reasoned out that they did not do so because either 
they didn 't know any type of appliance that would be helpful for 
their disabilities or no appliance was available any where for 
use . Quite insignificant proportion (0.1 percent) of the disabled 
mentioned that environmental inconvenience hindered them from 
using appliance. Similar pattern was observed for both males and 
females (see Table 17) 

Table 18 shows that among disabled who did not use 
appliance, those who were disabled for 5-9 and 15-24 years each 
accounted for about one-fifth. This pattern was also true for 
each of the sexes. 

4.3 Type of Institution for Appliance Follow up 

One - third of the disabled population who were using 
appliance reported tha t they neither visi ted modern nor 
traditional institution in search of more appropriate appliance . 
Table 19 also shows that close to ha l f (48.9 percent) of the 
disabled who were using appliance indicated that they visited 
modern institutions whil e those who attended traditional 
institutions, for follow up, constituted 16.1 percent. 
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TABLE 16 Distribution of Disabled population by Status of Using 
Appl iance ..t Sex 

EZHANA IIlLENE IBEDA 

Male Female 

Status of Using No % No 
Appl iance 

Using 520 18.23 457 

Not Using 2,332 81.77 1,896 

Total 2,852 100.00 2,353 

% 

19.42 
80.58 

100.00 

TABLE 17 Distribution of Disabled Population Who do not USe Appl iance 
by Reason for not Using and Sex 

EZHANA WOLENE YEREDA 

Male Female 
Reason 

No % No % 

Do not Know the Use 175 7.50 148 7.81 
Financial Constraint 910 39.02 917 48.39 
Service not Available 161 6.90 58 3.06 
Don't Want 93 3.99 61 3.22 
Environmental Inconvenience 6 .26 
Don't Know Any/No Appliance 606 25.99 375 19.79 
Others 381 16.34 336 17.73 

Total 2,332 100.00 1,895 100.00 

TABLE 18 Distribution of Disabled Population Who do not Use Appl iance 
by Duration of Disability and Sex 

EZIIANA WOlENE YEREDA 

Male Female 
Duration of Disability 

(in years) No % No 

o - 4 275 11.80 275 
5 - 9 555 23.81 341 

10 - 14 270 11.58 331 
15 - 24 517 22.18 369 
25 - 34 
35 - 44 

254 10.90 362 

45 - 54 
222 9.52 106 

55 + 
89 3.82 70 

149 6.39 43 

Total 2,331 100.00 1,897 

TABLE 19 Dist~itllrtion of Disabled POJll.Ilation 1110 Use 
AppL lIn:e by Type of Institution for Follow Up 

EZIIANA Yl.ENE YEREDA 

Type of 
Institution Nurber % 

None 327 33.47 Modern 
Traditional 157 16.07 
Not Stated 478 48.93 

15 1.54 
Total 977 100.00 
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% 

14.50 
17.98 
17.45 
19.45 
19.08 
5.59 
3.69 
2.27 

100.00 

Total 

No % 

977 18.77 
4,228 81.23 

5,205 100.00 

Total 

No % 

323 7.64 
1,827 43.22 

219 5.18 
154 3.64 

6 .14 
981 23.21 
717 16.96 

4,227 100.00 

Total 

No % 

550 13.01 
896 21.19 
601 14.21 
886 20.96 
616 14.57 
328 7. 76 
159 3.76 
192 4.54 

4,228 100.00 
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5. Attitude of Household Members Towards the Disabled . 

Attitude of different persons towards the disabled would be 
different. As a result of proximity, not-disabled members of the 
households that consist the disabled are expected to be taking 
well care of the victims. So as to assess the attitude of 
household members towards the disabled , the questionnaire 
included a question. The data classified by relationship of the 
disabled and type of disability are presented , below. 

5 .1 Attitude by Relationship 

According to Table 20 , the highest proportion (88 . 9 
percent) of the disabled population reported that their members 
of households did not hide /isolated and kept alone/ them from 
the society, while 2.5 percent stated that their members did so . 
Disabled persons who couldn't specify the attitude of their 
household members towards them accounted for 5 percent . About 3 
percent of the disabled population happened to live alone and 
hence the enquiry was not relevant to them . 

5.2 Attitude by Type of Disabili t y 

The distribution of disabled population by attitude of 
members of the household towards the disabled and type of 
disability is presented in Table 21 . The table shows that Visual 
disability accounted for the highest proportion (28.5 percent) 
of the total disabled persons that were not isolated. Locomotor 
and Mentally disabled population constituted 26.6 percent and 
11.3 percent; respectively. As far as disabled population who 
were living alone as a single membered household are concerned , 
41 .3 percent of them were hampered from carrying out activities 
by Visual disability, followed by Mental (24 percent) , and 
Locomotor (15 percent) disabilities . 

5.3 Attitude by Causes of Disability 

Table 22 shows that about 36 . 6 percent of the disabled 
population who were not hided by family members 'reported that 
t heir disabilities occurred after birth due to different 
diseases, followed by disabilities that took place 
before/delivery (16 percent) . About one-tenth (11 percent) of the 
disabled persons indicated that their disabilities were caused 
by Accident. Similarly, among those who were hided by their 
household members, 32.3 percent reported that their disabilities 
were caused by different diseases that experienced af ter birth. 
Those who reported that Acc i dents and complication before/at 
birth caused their disabilities formed 20 percent, each . 
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TABlE 20 ~~~ct!or;;.:!!s:~e::i~!dt:R~a:~= ~ ~ ~ld 
EZJWIA \O.ENE I&EDA 

Relationship 

Attitude 
Child of 

% Total 
Head % spouse % Head/Spouse % Others % 

1,880 85.73 480 91.78 1,410 89.52 857 93.76 4,627 88.90 
Do not Hide 

34 6.50 36 2.29 18 1.97 130 2.50 
Hide 42 1.92 39 4.27 262 5.03 
Can't Speci fy 85 3.88 9 1.72 129 8.19 
Not Appl icable 167 7.62 167 3.21 
Not Stated 19 .87 19 .37 

Total 2,193 100.00 523 100.00 1,575 100.00 914 100.00 5, 205 100.00 

TABLE 21 Distribution of Disabled ~Lation by Atti~ o! ~ of 
HousehoLds Towards the Di Led and Type of Dlsabl L lty 

EZIIANA Yl.EtIE \EREDA 

Attitude 

Type of 
Disabil ity Can't Not 

Do not Hide % Hide % Specify % Applicable % Total % 

VISUAL 1,318 28.48 54 41.86 71 25.36 69 41.32 1, 512 29.06 
AURAL 247 5.34 10 7.75 7 2.50 10 5.99 274 5.27 
VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 286 6.18 8 6.20 19 6.79 313 6.02 
LOCCHlTOR 1,232 26.63 28 21.71 50 17.86 25 14.97 1,335 25.66 
HAND 168 3.63 10 3.57 178 3.42 
MENTAL 525 11.35 20 15.50 69 24.64 40 23.95 654 12.57 
LEPROSY 112 2.42 9 3.21 5 2.99 126 2.42 
OTHERS 373 8.06 19 6.79 10 5.99 402 7.73 
MULTI DISABILITY 366 7.91 9 6.98 26 9.29 8 4.79 409 7.86 

TOTAL 4,627 100.00 129 100.00 280 100.00 167 100.00 5, 203 100.00 

TABLE 22 DistribJtion of Disabled Pop.ILation by AttitOOe of Merilers of 
Households Towards the Disabled and cause of Disabil ity 

EZIWIA nENE \ERmA 

Cause of Disability 

Att i tude 
Before/at After Birth 

Accident Birth /Diff. Diseases/ Armament Others Total 

Do not Hide 507 741 1,694 49 1,635 % 10.96 16.02 4,626 
Hide 36.62 1.06 35.34 100.00 26 26 42 % 20.00 20 .00 32.31 

36 130 
Can't Spec i fy 28 17 79 

27.69 100.00 
% 10.69 6.49 30.15 

138 262 
Not Appl icable 19 83 

52.67 100.00 
% 11.38 65 167 

Not Stated 49.70 38.92 100.00 
% 9 9 18 50.00 50.00 100.00 

Total 580 784 1,907 % 11.15 15.07 49 1,883 5,203 36.65 .94 36.19 100.00 
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6. Migration 

All disabled persons were requested to state the number of 
years th:y were living continuously in the wereda after they 
became dlsabled. Those who mentioned that they were not living 
in t he wereda since being disabled were conside red as migrants 
to t he were da. Migrants were also asked to indicate whether 
their previous place of residence was urban or rural . Data 
regarding these variables are presented below . 

6.1 Status and Length of Migration 

Among the disabled population 92.7 percent reported that 
they had not bee n leaving their previous place of residence 
after being disabled while the remaining 7.3 pe rcent were 
migrants. Out of the migrants 45 percent and 24 . 6 percent left 
their place of origin for 1 to 4 years and 5 to 9 years i 
respectively . Those who left their previous residence before 
1985 accounted for slightly higher than one-fifth (21.2 percent) . 
The same trend was observed for males. The majority (49. 3 
percent ) of female migrants left their place of origin for 1 to 
4 years , followed by 39.7 percent who left for 10 years and 
above. Those who left for 5 0 9 years accounted for the least 
proportion (4.1 percent) (see Table 23) . 

6.2 Previous and Current Re sidence 

Regarding the previous place of residence of disabled 
migrants, more than three-quarter of them migrated from urban 
areas. Among the disabled migrants who were living in urban 
areas during the survey period, 57.1 percent migrated from rural 
areas and the rest (4 2 . 9 percent) from other urban areas . 
However, quite significant proportion (82. 1 percent) of the 
migrant-disabled who were living in rural areas had migrated 
from urban areas (see Ta b le 24). 

6.3 Reason for Migration 

The major reasons that resulted to migration of 
disabled persons in this wereda were looking for food/shelter 
(29.3 percent) and job (21.6 percent). Migrants who left their 
previous residence in search of medical treatment and appliance 
accounted for 14.5 percent and 11.9 percent i respectively . 
Significantly higher proportion of disabled males (34 . 4 per~ent 
and 24 . 9 percent) migrated in search of food/shelter and Job ; 
respectively, than disabled females (8 . 1 percent , each) (see 
Table 25). 
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TABLE 23 Distribution of DisabLed popuLation by Status ani L~ of 
Migration Since the onset of DisabiLity and Sex 

EZHANA YlLEIIE \DEDA 

MaLe FemaLe TotaL 

Status and Length 
No % No % No % 

of Migration 

Total 2,852 100.00 2,352 100.00 5,204 100.00 

Non Migrants 2,547 89.31 2,279 96.90 

Migrants 305 10.69 73 3.10 
< 1 Year 30 9.84 5 6.85 
1-4 Years 134 43.93 36 49.32 
5-9 Years 90 29.51 3 4.11 
10+ Years 51 16.72 29 39.73 

TABlE 24 Distribution of DisabLed PopuLation lotio are Migrants by PLace of 
Previous Residence ani current Residence 

EZHANA nEIIE ~A. 

Current Residence 

Previous Residence Urban Rural 
No % No % 

4,826 

378 
35 

170 
93 
80 

Total 
No % 

Urban 12 42.86 288 82.05 300 79. 16 
Rural 16 57.14 36 10.26 52 
Not Stated 27 7.69 27 

Total 28 100.00 351 100.00 379 

TABLE 25 D~strit:mion of DisabLed PopuLation lotio are Migrants by Reason for 
MIgratIon ani Sex 

EZHANA IIlI.ENE .aIDA 

Reason for MaLe FeIlBLe 
Migration No X No X 

In Search of Food/Shelter 105 34.43 6 In Search of Job 8.11 
In Search of Medical Treatlllent 76 24.92 6 8.11 
In Search of AA>l iance 44 14.43 11 14.86 
others 40 13.11 5 6.76 
Not Stated 13 4.26 46 62.16 

27 8.85 
Total 305 100.00 74 100.00 

30 

13.72 
7.12 

100.00 

92 .74 

7.26 
9.26 

44.97 
24.60 
21.16 

TotaL 

No X 

111 "l9."l9 
82 21.64 
55 14.51 
45 11.87 
59 15.57 
27 7.12 

379 100.00 



7. Vocational Training 

~n order t,o ~sse s whether the disabled persons had attended 
vocatlonal tralnlng, the survey included a question for those 
ag~d 15 y~ars and over. Those who responded affirmatively to 
thlS enqulry were further asked to indicate the type of training 
they had attended; and those who reported that they had n o t 
attended, we,re asked if they had any interest to attend , and if 
yes, to lndlcate the type of training t hey prefer . The resulting 
data a re presented below. 

7.1 Status and Type of Training Attended 

About a quarter (24. 5 percent) of the disabled persons 
aged 15 years and over stated that t hey had never attended any 
vocational training . Half (50. 3 percent) of the disabled aged 
15 years and over reported that they had attended Agricultural 
training. Those who had had Handicraft and Technical training 
accounted for 16.8 percent. The Table also shows that most of the 
not-disabled aged 15 years and over had had vocational training 
irrespective of activity status (see Table 26) . 

7.2 Status and Type of Training Preferred 

Table 27 indicates that 32 . 5 percent of the disabled 
population aged 15 years a nd above who had never attended 
vocational training stated tha t they do not want to attend any 
training in the future. On t h e other hand, those who had the 
desire to attend Handicraft, Agricultural and Technical training 
accounted for 14.4 percent, 1 . 9 percent and 1 percent; 
respectively. 10.1 percent preferred training of different kinds 
other than stated above. Significant proportion (40 .1 p ercent) 
of the disabled aged 15 years and over and had no vocational 
training stated that they like to be trained but could not cite 
a specific field of traini ng which they should pursue. This 

pattern was true for each sex, except that no female disabled of 
aged 15 years and above reported that she prefers Agricultural 
or Technical training. 
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TABlE 2h Distribrtion of Disabled population Aged 15 Years and OYer by 
Atterdance of vocational Trainilll and Activity Status 

EZHNIA IoQ.ENE I&EDA 

Activity Status 

Active Inactive Total 
Attendance 

No % No % No % 

Never Attended 93 7.69 1,005 30.79 1,098 24.54 

Agricul tural 948 78.35 1,301 39.86 2,249 50.27 

Handicraft and Technical 129 10.66 622 19.06 751 16.79 

Others 40 3.31 336 10.29 376 8.40 

Total 1,210 100.00 3,264 100.00 4,474 100.00 

TABLE "0 DisabLed PopuLation Aged 15 Years and OVer .m, have not Attended 
Vocational Trainilll by Status am Type of Trainilll Preferred and Sex 

EZHANA IoD..ENE \oHEDA 

Male Female Both Sexes 
Status/ 
Training Preferred No % No % No % 

Do not '.Iant 160 30.89 196 33.85 356 32.45 

Agricultural 21 4.05 21 1.91 
Handicraft 67 12.93 91 15.72 158 14.40 
Technical 11 2.12 11 1.00 
Other Trainings 41 7.92 70 12.09 111 10.12 
Don't Know 218 42.08 222 38.34 440 40.11 

Total 518 100.00 579 100.00 1,097 100.00 
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8. Handicap 

Each disability type does not necessarily lead to handicap. 
Handicap, as disability, is one of the major social problems to 
be given due attention. An attempt was made to assess the extent 
and type of handicap prevailed in the wereda. Every disabled 
person was asked to state whether he/she was disadvantaged to 
some opportunities due to his/her disability. Those who 
responded 'yes' were considered as handicapped and were further 
asked to indicate types of opportunity they were handicapped to. 
Five specific types of handicap were listed. This section 
discusses this variable in relation to sex and type of 
disability. 

8.1 Status and Type of Handicap 

Of the total disabled population aged 5 years and over , 94 . 6 
percent were handicapped to different advantages . Only 5.4 
percent were found to be not handicapped. 42.6 percent, 25.7 
percent and 10.5 percent of the disabled aged 5 years and above 
reported that they were handicapped to Occupation , Social 
Integration and Environmental Convenience; respectively. Similar 
pattern was observed for males, whereas for females; almost equal 
proportion of them were found to be handicapped to Training and 
Environmental Convenience (see Table 28) . 

8.2 Type of Handicap by Type of Disability 

Table 29 shows that most of the specified disability types 
contribute to the highest proportion of Occupational handicap 
than other types of handicap . This included : - Visual, Hand, 
Mental disabilities and Leprosy . On the contrary , Aural and 
'Visual & Aural or Speech' disabilities primarily led to Social 
Integration handicap. Most of the disabled Population who had 
Multiple disabilities and Other types of disability reported that 

they were disadvantaged to occupation. The data also indicate 
that among the total Aurally disabled population, 16 . 6 percent 
were not handicapped. 
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TABLE 28 Distribrtion of Disabled PopUlation Aged 5 Years and OVer by 
Type of Handicap and Sex 

EZJWIA \IllEIIE \DEDA 

Male Female Total 

Type of Handicap 
No % No % No % 

178 6.35 98 4.27 276 5.42 
Not Handi cap 

267 9.53 226 9.86 493 9.68 
Training 

1,123 40.09 1,047 45.66 2,170 42.60 
OCc~tion 697 24.88 610 26.60 1,307 25.66 
Social Integration 

329 11.75 208 9.07 537 10.54 
Environmental convenience 

54 1.93 49 2.14 103 2. 02 
Self Care 

153 5.46 55 2.40 208 4. 08 
Other 

Total 2,801 100.00 2,293 100.00 5,094 100.00 

TABLE 29 Distribrtion of DiSabled popJlation Aged 5 Years and OYer by Type of 
Handicap and Disabi l ity 

EZHANA \I1EIIE IiEREDA 

Type of Handicap 

Type of 
Social Environnental Se lf Others Total Disability Not 

Handicap Training OCcupation Integ. Conveni ence Care 

VISUAL 88 101 817 239 122 56 70 1,493 
% 5.89 6.76 54.72 16.01 8.17 3.75 4.69 100.00 

AURAL 45 49 36 121 10 10 271 
% 16.61 18.08 13.28 44.65 3.69 3.69 100.00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 40 47 43 184 314 
% 12.74 14.97 13.69 58.60 100.00 

LOCCJo1OTOR 15 110 489 280 353 21 10 1,278 
% 1.17 8.61 38.26 21.91 27.62 1.64 .78 100.00 

HAND 26 114 29 169 
% 15.38 67.46 17.16 100.00 

MENTAL 42 72 249 198 6 1 80 648 
% 6.48 11.11 38.43 30.56 .93 .15 12.35 100.00 

LEPROSY 5 16 55 20 20 10 126 
% 3.97 12.70 43.65 15.87 15.87 7.94 100 .00 

OTHERS 32 16 179 129 20 10 386 % 8.29 4.15 46.37 33.42 5.18 2.59 100.00 
MULTI DISABILITY 8 57 187 107 17 6 28 410 % 1.95 13.90 45.61 26.10 4.15 1.46 6.83 100.00 
TOTAL 275 494 2,169 1,307 5,095 % 538 104 208 5.40 9.70 42.57 25.65 10.56 2.04 4. 08 100.00 
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B. GOFA ZURIA WEREDA 

1. Demog:aphic and Social Characteristics of Disabled and 
Not Dlsabled Populat ion 

1.1 Age and Sex Distribut ion 

Every member of the house holds wi th disabled member(s) in 
the selected Farmers' Association/Kebeles was asked to sta e 
his/h~r. age and sex. The dis tribution of the population 
classlfled by age, sex and disability status is presen ed in 
Table 1., The table shows that 2 . 8 percent of the population in 
Gofa Zurla Wereda were found to be disabled . The distribution by 
sex shows higher disability rate for males (3.3 percent) than for 
females, (2.5 percent). This pattern was true in all age-groups 
excep~ In 15-29 years. The table further reveals that disability 
rate lncreased as age advanced . The rate varied between 1 . 2 
percent, for age 0-14 and 10.7 percent, for age 60 years and 
above . 

1.2 Distribution of Conventional Households and Household 
Heads 

Table 2 depicts that among heads of households in Gofa Zuria 
Wereda, 9.7 percent were disabled. In this wereda it was 
observed that disability was more prevalent among femal e heads 
(13.1 percent) than among mal e heads (8 . 8 percent) , 

Table 3 shows that a mong the households which consisted 
disabled members, nearly 90 percent reported that they had only 
one disabled member. About one-tenth (9 , 5 percent) of the 
households which had disabled member (s) indicated that they 
consisted 2 disabled persons. The average number of disabled 
persons per household was estimated to be 1.1 . 

1.3 Educational Characteristics 

Data on educational characteristics of the population 
collected in this survey refer to literacy status and highest 
grade completed. Each person aged 5 years and above was asked 
whether he/she was literate or illiterate, and if literate ; 
highest grade completed. For simplicity of presentation the 
highest completed grades are compiled by highest level attained. 
In Highest Level Attained, ' Level not ,Defir:able ' sta~ds for 
literate persons whose level of, educatlon lS nO,t deflI:a~le, 
representing those who achieved llteracy by attendlng rellglous 
schools (Church schools; or Quranic schools), by self effort and 
study, ... etc. The results are given in Table 4, below. 

The compiled data indicate that 20 . 7 p,ercent of the wereda 
popUlation aged 10 years and above ~ere llterate w,hereas 79 . 3 
percent were illiterate. Of the dlsabled populatlon aged 10 
years and over about 11 percent were literate , This rate for the 
not-disabled was observed to be about 21 percent , The data also 
indicate that literacy was substantially high for males than for 
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females for each disabil'lty status. The distribut i on of the 
literate population by educational level shows tha.t t he majority 
(over three-quarter) had primary level of educatl~n . This was 
true for both the disabled (84.6 percent) and not-dlsabled (77.5 
percent) population. Disabled population who had s ec ondary and 
above secondary level of education constituted about 12 percent 
while the not-disabled in this educational category formed 21.4 
percent of the respective population. 

1.4 Marital Status 

Marital status was one of the social variables included in 
the questionnaire. Each person aged 10 years and over was asked 
if he/she was single or ever married. The data in Table 5 s how 
that the majority (47.1 percent) of the disabled were married 
followed by single (30.1 percent). Conversely, 54 . 7 percent of 
the not -disabled were single and 36.3 percent were married. 
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TABlE 1 Distrib.rtion of Popllation by Broad Age Gru.p, Disability Statla rd Sea 

OOFA :n.IA IDmA 

Disability Status 

Age GrOl.p Disabled Not Disabled Total Sex 
NUTtler ): Nlnber 'Yo Nlnber 'Yo 

o - 14 Years 
Both Sexes 1,054 1.21 85,768 98.79 86,822 100.00 Male 536 1.30 40,689 98.70 41,225 100.00 Female 518 1.14 45,079 98.86 45,597 100.00 15 - 29 Years 
Both Sexes 1,081 2.33 45,371 97.67 46,452 100.00 Male 545 2.31 23,033 97.69 23,578 100.00 
Female 536 2.34 22,338 97.66 22,874 100.00 

30 - 44 Years 
Both Sexes 1,396 4.84 27,423 95.16 28,819 100.00 
Male 761 8.84 7,843 91.16 8,604 100.00 
Female 635 3.14 19,580 96.86 20,215 100.00 

45 - 59 Years 
Both Sexes 928 8.05 10,594 91.95 11,522 100 .00 
Male 482 8.64 5,094 91.36 5,576 100.00 
Female 446 7.50 5,500 92.50 5,946 100.00 

60 + Years 
Both Sexes 632 10.72 5,266 89.28 5,898 100.00 
Male 375 12.10 2,725 87.90 3,100 100.00 
Female 257 9.19 2,541 90.81 2,798 100.00 

Total 
Both Sexes 5,091 2.84 174,422 97.16 179,513 100.00 
Male 2,699 3.29 79,384 96.71 82,083 100.00 
Female 2,392 2.46 95,038 97.54 97,430 100.00 

TABLE 2 Distrib.rtion of Conventional Household Heeds by Age GrOLp, Disability Status an:! Sex 

OOFA 21IlIA IEREDA 

Disability Status --- _. 
Age Group Disabled No t Disabled T tal 

Sex 
NUTtler 'Yo Nlnber % NUTtler ): 

10 - 24 Years 
Both Sexes 51 2.39 2,080 97.61 2,131 100.00 
Male 51 2.43 2,047 97.57 2,098 100 .00 
Female 33 100.00 33 100.00 

25 - 39 Years 
Both Sexes 776 9.55 7,351 90.45 8,127 100.00 
Male 623 9.68 5,810 90.32 6,433 100.00 
Female 153 9.03 1,541 90.97 1,694 100.00 

40 - 54 Years 
8,006 90.63 8,834 100.00 Both Sexes 828 9.37 

Male 502 6.31 7,455 93.69 7,957 100.00 
Female 326 37.17 551 62.83 877 100.00 

55 + Years 
5,580 87.20 6,399 100.00 Both Sexes 819 12.80 

Male 612 16.20 3,166 83.80 3,778 100.00 
Female 207 7.90 2,414 92.10 2,621 100.00 

Total 
9.71 23,017 90.29 25,491 100.00 Both Sexes 2,474 

Male 1,788 8.82 18,478 91. 18 20,266 100.00 
Female 686 13.13 4,539 86.87 5,225 100 .00 
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TABLE 3 Distributioo at Households with Di~ 
by IlUlber at Disabled PersCI1S per 

OOfA ZlJtIA IBEDA 

Households 
Disabled Persons 
per Household Nurber % 

1 Person 4,000 88.95 
428 9.52 2 Persons 60 1.33 3 Persons 

4 Persons 
5 Persons 9 .20 6 Persons 
7 Persons 
8 Persons 
9 Persons 
10 + Persons 

4,497 100 .00 Total Households 

Number of Disabled Persons 5,090 

Ave. Disabled Persons/HH 1.1 

TAIIlE 4 Distributioo at Pop.Ilatioo Aged 10 Years and Oller by H i~t 
EdJcatiCl18l Level Attained, Disabi l i ty Status and sex 

OOfA 2lRIA IDEDA 

Disabi l ity Status 
Li teracy Status/ 

Disabled Not Disabled Total Level Attained/ 
Sex 

NlIli:>cr % NUTber % NlITber % 

TOTAL 
Both Sexes 4,530 100 .00 118,569 100.00 123,099 . 100.00 
Male 2,441 53.89 51 ,490 43 .43 53,931 43.81 
Female 2,089 46. 11 67,079 56 .57 69,168 56.19 

ILLITERATE 
Both Sexes 4,012 88.57 93,554 78.90 97,566 79.26 
Male 1,980 43 .71 33,617 28.35 35,597 28.92 
Female 2, 032 44 .86 59,937 50.55 61 ,969 50.34 

LITERATE 
Both Sexes 518 11.43 25,015 21.10 25 ,533 20.74 
Male 461 10.18 17,873 15 .07 18,334 14 .89 
Female 57 1.26 7, 142 6.02 7, 199 5.85 

Level not Def inable 
Both Sexes 17 3.28 242 .97 259 1. 01 
Male 17 3.28 226 .90 243 .95 Female 16 .06 16 .06 Primary I Grade 1-6/ 
Both Sexes 438 84.56 19,380 n.47 19,818 77.62 Male 389 75.10 13,928 55.68 14,317 56.07 Female 49 9.46 5,452 21.79 5,501 21.54 Secondary /Grade 7-12/ 
Both Sexes 41 7.92 4,805 19.21 4,846 18.98 Male 
Female 

34 6.56 3,180 12 .71 3,214 12.59 
Above Secondary 7 1.35 1,625 6.50 1,632 6.39 

Both Sexes 22 4.25 588 2.35 610 2.39 Male 
Female 21 4.05 539 2.15 560 2.19 

1 .19 49 .20 50 .20 
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TABLE 5 
Distribut!oo ~ .PqJ.Jlation Aged 10 Years Ini Over by .... rital Statui 
SeX ani Dlsatn\1ty Status • 

OOFA ZlJIIA \EREDA 

Di sabi l i ty Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Di sabled Total 

Sex NUTber % NUTber % Nurocr % 

Single 
Both Sexes 1,364 30. 10 64,824 54.67 66,188 53.T1 

Male 
T36 30.15 32,476 63 .07 33,212 61 .58 

Female 
628 30.05 32,348 48.22 32,976 47.67 

Marri ed 
Both Sexes 2,135 47 .12 42 ,987 36.25 45,122 36.65 

Ma le 
1,414 57.93 17,700 34 .37 19 ,114 35 .44 

Fema le 
721 34 .50 25,287 37 .70 26,008 37.60 

Di vorced 
Both Sexes 

315 6.95 4,881 4.1 2 5,196 4.22 

Male 
151 6.19 842 1.64 993 1.84 

Fema le 
164 7.85 4, 039 6.02 4,203 6.08 

lIidowed 
Both Sexes 

717 15.82 5,829 4.92 6,546 5.32 

Male 
140 5.74 440 .85 580 1.08 

Fema le 
5T1 27.61 5,389 8.03 5,966 8.63 

Not Stated 
Both Sexes 

49 .04 49 .04 

Male 
33 .06 33 .06 

16 .02 16 .02 

Female 
Total 

Both Sexes 
4,531 100.00 118, 570 100.00 123,101 100.00 

Male 
2,441 100 .00 51,491 100 .00 53,932 100 .00 

Fema le 
2,090 100.00 67,079 100.00 69 ,169 100.00 
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2. 
Economic Characteristics of Disabled and Not-Disabl.§£l 

population. 

" about economic characteristics of t h e POPUlat l' 
Enqulrles dOd 01 
forwarded to population age 1 years an over, E"e~ 

:~re ible person was ~s~ed to ~tate whether he/she v:as engaged il 
g d t ' ve actiV1.tles dur1.ng the reference p e r lod. Thosewh any pro uc 1 h h ( 

d'd t work were further asked to state t e reas o n w y they di{ 
lt no k and their means of livelihood . As regard t o those wh, 

no wor , "(d ' \ 
had ever been engaged in produ~tlve actlvlty ~rln~ and so~ 
time before the reference perlod) I data on rna] or lndustria] 
group, and employment status were collected. Each of thesl 
issues is discussed below. 

2.1 Activity Status 

Table 6 shows that of the disabled population 38. 4 perc~ 
were active and 61.6 percent were inactive. It was observed that 
there were more male disabled who were economically active than 
their counterpart females , However, the reverse was true for the 
inactive-disabled population . The activity rate increased witl 
age up to age 54 years where it declined thereafter . This 
pattern was true for the not-disabled population . 

2.2 Reason for not Working 

The majority (60,6 percent) of the inactive-disabled 
population reported that they did not work in the re ference 
period because of their disability, followed by those who wen 
homemakers (27.6 percent) . The remaining insignificant proportion 
of the inactive-disabled population accounted for the rest of the 
reasons. The highest proportion (57 percent) of the i nactive· 
not-disabled population stated that their reason f or not working 
was because they were homemakers. Those who asserted that it is 
due to schooling that they did not work during t he r eference 
period accounted for one - fifth. 16.4 percent of the i nactive· 
not-disabled population forwarded that they did not work because 
they were too young (see Table 7) , 

2.3 Means of Livelihood 

, ~he overwhe,lmi~g majority (more than 95 percent) of the 
lnactlve populatlon ln Gofa Zuria Wereda were dependent on either 
their family members or persons from other households The former 
me ans of livelihood accounted for a very significant 'proportion, 
65 .3 percent for disabled, and 87.8 percent for not-disabled (see 
Table 8) . 

2.4 Major Industrial Group 

The ec~:momically active population who had ever been engaged 
in p roductlve ~ctivities were classified by major industrial 
ir~ups, The maJ~r ,groups in this category included Agriculture, 
a~d us t ry, (Elfctrlclty, Mining, Construction

l 
and Manufacturing) 

Tabl~er;lc~ wholesale, retail, banking, transport and related), 
percen t) s o~ws t~hat d ~lightly higher than three-quarter (77. 2 

e lsabled and about 83 percent of t~ 
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economically active not - disab led populat ion were engaged in 

agricultural activities. 

2. 5 Employment Status an d Unemployment Ra e 

Table 10 shows that 82 .1 percent of the economically active ­
disabled population were se l f-employed , while t he corresponding 
proportion for the not-disabled wa s only 50 . 1 percent . Unpaid 
fami ly workers constituted 15 . 1 percent of the disabled while the 
corresponding rate was 46.3 percent for the not - disabled 

population. 
The data in Tab l e 11 reveal that among the economically 

active not-disabled p opulat i on 0.4 percent were unemployed, while 
0.1 percent of the e conomical l y active disabled population were 

found to b e unemployed . 
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TAIIlf 6 
Pop.Ilatian Aged 10 years an:! over by Disabil ity Status. 
Activity Status. Age GI'OI4l an:! SeX 

OOFA ZUUA \BEDA 

Age Group 

Disabil ity Activity 10 - 24 25 - 39 40 - 54 55 + Total 

DISABLED 
Active 606 523 271 1,738 

Both Sexes 338 
% 30.15 44.66 46.99 28.89 38.37 

Male 304 469 337 235 1,345 

% 49.35 66.15 67.13 38.34 55 . 12 

Female 34 137 186 36 393 

% 6.73 21.14 30.44 11.08 18.81 

Inactive 667 2,791 Both Sexes 783 751 590 
% 69.85 55 .34 53 .01 71.11 61.63 

Male 312 240 165 378 1,095 
% 50.65 33.85 32.87 61.66 44.88 

Female 471 511 425 289 1,696 
% 93.27 78.86 69.56 88.92 81.19 

Total 
Both Sexes 1,121 1,357 1, 113 938 4,529 

% 100 .00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Male 616 709 502 613 2,440 

% 54.95 52.25 45. 10 65.35 53 .88 
Female 505 648 611 325 2,089 

% 45.05 47.75 54.90 34.65 46.12 
NOT 

DISABLED 
Active 

Both Sexes 28,324 14,648 10,904 2,788 56,664 
% 41.47 53.83 72.41 34 .88 47.79 

Male 20,448 7,209 7,894 2,309 37,860 
% 61.91 99.54 98.90 71.31 73.53 

Female 7,876 7,439 3,010 479 18,804 
% 22.33 37.25 42.53 10.07 28.03 

Inactive 
Both Sexes 39,982 12,562 4, 155 5,206 61,905 

% 58.53 46.17 27.59 65.12 52.21 
Ma le 12,580 33 88 929 13,630 

% 38.09 .46 1.10 28.69 26.47 
Female 27,402 12,529 4,067 4,277 48,275 

% 77.67 62.75 57.47 89.93 71.97 
Total 

Both Sexes 68,306 27,210 15,059 7,994 118,569 
% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Male 33,028 7,242 7,982 3,238 51,490 
% 48.35 26.62 53.00 40 .51 43.43 

Female 35,278 19,968 7,077 4,756 67,079 
% 51.65 73.38 47.00 59.49 56.57 
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TABLE 7 
Distribution of Pe~ lila did not Work DlrirG the last 12 Months 
by Reason for not Worlmll am Disability Status 

IDA ZlIIIA \8EDA 

Disability Status 

Reason for Di sabled Not Di sabled Total 

not 'Working NUTher " NlJTber " NUTher " 
Job seekers 

1 .04 198 .32 199 .31 

Had Job bJt Did not 'Work 17 .fIJ 708 1.14 T2.5 1.12 

students 
117 4.16 12,444 20.01 12,561 19.33 

Homemakers 
782 27.82 35,460 57.03 36, 242 55 .77 

Disabled 
1,702 60.55 

1,702 2.62 

Too young 
93 3.31 10,171 16.36 10, 264 15.79 

pensioners 
36 1.28 1,173 1.89 1,209 1.86 

63 2.24 2,021 3.25 2,084 3. 21 

others 

Tota l 
2,811 100.00 62,175 100.00 64,986 100.00 

TABLE 8 
Distribution of Persons lila did not Work OUrirg the Last 12 Months 
by Means of Livelihood. Disability Status an:! Sex 

IDA ZlIIIA \EREDA 

Di sability Status 

Means of Livelihood Disabled Not Di sabled Tota l 

Sex 

Dependent on Family Members 1,835 54,597 56,432 

Both Sexes 
% 

65.30 87.81 86 .84 

Male 
662 12,084 12,746 

% 
59.48 87.35 85.27 

Female 
1,173 42,513 43,686 

69.12 87.94 87.30 

% 
Pension, House Allowance, 
House Rent 67 577 644 

Both Sexes 
% 

2.38 .93 .99 

Male 
33 138 171 

% 
2.96 1.00 1.14 

Female 
34 439 473 

2.00 .91 .95 

% 
support from non Household Members m 6,165 6,938 

Both Sexes 
% 

27.51 9.92 10 .68 

Male 
344 1,521 1,865 

% 
30.91 10 .99 1l .l.8 

Female 
429 4,644 5,073 

25.28 9.61 10.14 

% 
From Govt. and Other organizations 106 622 T2.8 

Both Sexes 3.77 1.00 1.12 

% 49 
49 

Male 4.40 
.33 

% 57 622 679 

Female 3.36 1.29 1.36 

% 
Others 29 215 244 

Both Sexes 1.03 .35 .38 

% 25 91 116 

Male 2.25 .66 .78 

% 4 124 128 

Female .24 .26 .26 

% 
Total 

2,810 62,176 64,986 

Both Sexes 100.00 100 .00 100.00 

% 1,113 13,834 14 ,947 

Male 39.61 22 .25 23.00 

% 1,697 48,342 50,039 

Female fIJ.39 77.75 77 .00 

% 
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TABLE 9 
Distribution of EC(lI'DIicaLLy Active PopIlation by Major 
IrdJstrial GI"Ql4l. Disability Status and SeX 

OOfA ZlRIA ":REDA 

Disability Status 

Industrial Group Disabled Not Disabled Tota l 

Agri cul ture 1,343 46, TlO 48,113 
Both Sexes 

% TI.23 82.54 82.38 

Male 1,263 36,029 37.292 

% 93.83 95.16 95 .1 2 

Female 80 10,741 10,821 

% 20.36 57.12 56.37 

IrdJstry 
Both Sexes 248 2,924 3,172 

% 14.26 5.16 5.43 

Male 29 373 402 
% 2.15 .99 1.03 

Female 219 2,551 2,770 
% 55.73 13.57 14.43 

Services 
Both Sexes 126 6,445 6,571 

% 7.25 11.37 11.25 
Male 32 1,048 1,080 

% 2.38 2.77 2.75 
Female 94 5,397 5,491 

% 23.92 28.70 28.60 
Others 

Both Sexes 22 525 547 
% 1.27 .93 .94 

Male 22 410 432 
% 1.63 1.08 1.10 

Female 115 115 
% .61 .60 

Total 
Both Sexes 1,739 56,664 58,403 

% 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Male 1,346 37,860 39,206 

% TI.40 66.81 67. 13 
Female 393 18,804 19,197 

% 22.60 33.19 32 .87 
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TABlE 10 
Distributic:n of ECOIlIIIically Active Pop.Ilatian bf D-5IIb- l -eq,loyment Status and Sex , I I Ity Statui , 

OOFA ZlJUA \ERf1)A 

Disabi l i ty Status 
Empl oyment Status Disabled X Not Disabled 1- Totol 

.06 33 .06 34 
Employer 

Sel f Eflllloyed ' ,426 82.05 28, 402 50.12 29,828 

Government Employee 26 1.50 844 1.49 870 

private Employee 
3 .17 148 .26 151 

producer or Service 
Co-operative Employee 

.06 582 1 _03 583 

Unpaid Family Workers 263 15.13 26, 246 46.32 26 ,509 

18 1.04 410 .72 428 

Others 

Total 
1,738 100 .00 56, 665 100 .00 58 ,403 

TABLE 11 Di s t riWtic:n of EcQl'Olically Active popllati an by Disabil ity Status , 
\I1ether eq,loyed DUring the Reference period and ~laylDlt Rate ('00) 
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X 

.06 

51 .07 

1.49 

.26 

1.00 

45.39 

_73 

100.00 



3. Type. Severity and Causes of Disability and Medical 

Treatment. 

Every disabled person was requested to indicate the type of 
disability he/she was suffering from. These,per~ons.w~r~ further 
asked to state the severity and cause of the1r d1sab1l1t1e,s. The 
age on which the disability commenced and ~hether the d1sabled 
had ever attended medical treatment, and 1f yes, the type of 
institution visited were also considered in the survey. 

3.1 Type and Severity of Disability 

Half of the disabled population in the wereda were Locomotor 
disabled, followed by visually and Aurally disabled, 19.7 percent 
and 10.6 percent; respectively. Leprosy was found to be the 
least (0.2 percent) type of disability among the disabled 
population of the wereda. This pattern was true for males. For 
f emales; however, the distribution depicted a slightly d if ferent 
patte rn on Hand and Mental disability types for which the former 
(3.8 pe rcent) was relatively less prevalent than the lat er (4.6 
percent). The data also show that Elephantiasis was relatively 
t he most prevalent (34.3 percent) impairment type observed in the 
we r eda. This was followed by Partial Blindness and Partial 
De afness which accounted for about 15 percent and 10 percent; 
r e spectively (see Table 12(a)). 

The distribution of the disabled population by sex and 
disability and impairment type, as presented in Table 1 2 (b) , 
s hows that 53 percent were males and 47 percent were females. 
Some ?isability types were found to be more prevalent for males. 
For 1nstance, Hand, Aural, 'Visual & Aural or Speech' and 
L,?com'?t,?r were dominant for males than for females. These 
d1s ab1l1ty types for males accounted for 69.9 percent , 63.4 
percent, 60.9 percent and 54.3 percent in the order mentioned 
above. On the other hand, Mental disability was common for 
females (62.1 percent). Other and Multi-disabilities were also 
found t o b e more frequent for females (86.9 percent and 67.9 
p e r cent; respect.i vely) than for males (13.1 percent and 32.1 
pe rcent; respect1vely). 

3.2 Causes of Disability 

the irC~~~~e~o 7i g~rc~~i,o~ the disabled population stated that 
that occu r red °aft 1S~, 1 1t1es ~ccounted for different diseases 
of d isability f er d1rth . Acc1dent, the second specified cause 
in t he womb of' thorme h8 . 3 ~ercent. Disabilities that took place 
3 .5 percent The ~ mo~ er (1. e., ~efore and at birth) constituted 
(1. 4 perce~t). c~~:esca~~~fof d1sability indicated was Armament 
accounte d for about 18 e erent. from those mentioned above 
each s ex, exce t th t p rcent. Th1S pattern was exactly true for 
disabil i ty was Pcause~ bno Afemale respondent indicated that her 

y rmament (see Table 13). 

3.3 Onset Age of Disability 

The highest proportion ( 
population reported that th 20.5 percent) of the disabled 
between 15 and 24 e onset age of their disabilities was 

years, followed by 17.2 percent and 16.3 
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percent who indicated age 0 - 4 years and 25-34 years; 
respe'?t~v~ly. Those who reported that their onse age of 
disabllltles was between 5 and 9 years , 10 and 14 years , a 35 
and 44 years each accounted for about one-tenth of the disabled 
population. Table 14 further reveal s tha t age 4 5 years and above 
was observed to be the least onset age o f disabili y , for abou 
13 percent of the disabled population. This pat ern was rue for 

each sex. 

3 .4 Medical Treatment 

Half of the disabled population had a t tended modern medical 
treatment of which half had completed and t he remaining half 
terminated attendance before completing the treatment . About 11 
percent had completed/terminated traditiona l t reatment . Only 0 . 04 
per cent of the disabled stated that the ir disabiliti~S. did not 
r e quire any type of treatment and hence had not Vlslted c:--

ny 

medical institution. On the othe r h and, significant propo tlon 
(37.6 percent) of the disable d vi s i ted neither mo ern nor 
traditional institution. This was t r ue for bo h male and female 

populations (see Table 1 5) . 
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TABLE 12(8) 
Distributim of Disabled PopUlatim by Type mel severi ty of 

Disabi lity ani SeX 
OOfA 2IJUA \EREDA 

Male Female Total 

o i sabil i ty Type/ Nurber % NUlber % Nurber % 

Severi ty 

VI SUAL DISAB ILITY 
501 18.55 505 21.12 1,006 19.76 

Total Bl indness 
85 3.15 158 6.61 243 4.77 

Partia l Bl indness / one/two eyes / 416 15.40 347 14.51 763 14 .98 

AURAL DISABILITY 
343 12.70 198 8.28 541 10.62 

Tota l Deafness 
29 1.07 29 .57 

Partia l Deafness / one/two ears / 314 11.63 198 8.28 512 10.05 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 112 4.15 72 3.01 184 3.61 

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY 1,397 51.72 1,177 49.23 2,574 50.55 

One or Both Legs Amputat ion 26 .96 26 .51 

One or Both Legs Paralysis 259 9.59 84 3.51 343 6.74 

Short Leg 54 2.00 1 .04 55 1.08 

Leg Deformi ty 100 3.70 18 .75 118 2.32 

El~DntiDsis 803 29.73 941 39.36 1,744 34.25 

Other Related Impairments 155 5.74 133 5.56 288 5.66 

HAND 01 SABI L1TY 211 7.81 91 3.81 302 5.93 

One or Both Anns Amputation 1 .04 1 .02 

One or Both Anns Paralysis 94 3.48 17 .71 111 2.18 

Other Related Impa i rments 116 4.29 74 3.09 190 3.73 

MENTAL DISAB ILITY 66 2.44 108 4.52 174 3.42 

Insani ty or Mental Retardat ion 18 .67 51 2.13 69 1.36 

Epi lepsy 30 1.11 56 2.34 86 1.69 

Other Re lated Impa irments 18 .67 1 .04 19 .37 

LEPROSY 9 .38 9 .18 

OTHER DISABI LITIES 18 .67 11 9 4.98 137 2.69 

MULTI DISABI LITY 53 1.96 112 4.68 165 3.24 

TOTAL 2,701 100.00 2,391 100.00 5,092 100.00 
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TABLE 12(b) D!str!b:'tion of Disabled Population by Type and SeYef" ' at 
Dl sabll1 tv and Sex 1 tv 

OOFA llJtlA IBEDA 

Ma le Fcoolc Totol 

Disability Type/ 
Severi ty NlJT'ber ~ NUTbcr ~ UTbcr " 

VISUAL DI SABILITY 501 49.80 505 50.20 1,006 100.00 

Total Bl indness 85 34.98 158 65.02 243 100.00 

Partial Bl indness / one/two eyes / 416 54 .52 347 45.48 763 100.00 

AURAL DISABILITY 
343 63.40 198 36.60 541 100.00 

Total Deafness 29 100 .00 
7:9 100.00 

Part ial Deafness / one/two ears / 314 61.33 198 38.67 512 100.00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 112 60 .87 72 39.13 184 100 .00 

LOCOMOTOR DISABIL ITY 
1,397 54.27 1,177 45 .73 2,574 100.00 

one or Both Legs AmpUtation 26 100.00 
26 100.00 

one or Both Legs Paralysi s 259 75 .51 84 24 .49 343 100 .00 

Short Leg 
54 98.18 1 1.82 55 100.00 

Leg Deformi ty 
100 84 .75 18 15.25 118 100.00 

Elephanti as is 
803 46.04 941 53.96 1,744 100.00 

Other Related Impa i rments 
155 53 .82 133 46.18 288 100.00 

HAND DISABILITY 
211 69.87 91 30.13 302 100.00 

One or Both Arms AmpUtat ion 
1 100.00 

1 100.00 

One or Both Arms Para lys is 94 84 .68 17 15.32 ", 100.00 

Other Related Impai rments 
116 61.05 74 38.95 190 100.00 

MENTAL DISABIL ITY 
66 37.93 108 62.07 174 100.00 

Insanity or Mental Retardat ion 
18 26 .09 51 73 .91 69 100.00 

Epi lepsy 
30 34.88 56 65.12 86 100.00 

Other Related Impa irments 
18 94 .74 1 5.26 19 100.00 

9 100.00 9 100.00 

LEPROSY 

OTHER DISABILITI ES 
18 13 .14 119 86.86 137 100.00 

MULTI DISABILITY 
53 32 .12 112 67 .88 165 100.00 

2,701 53.04 2,391 46.96 5,092 100.00 

TOTAL 
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TAIIlE 13 
Distribution of Disabled pop.Ilation by cause; of Disability and SeX 

OOFA ZlJtIA \&fDA 

Male Female Total 

Cause of Nuroer % Nuroer % Nurber % 

Disabil i ty 

Accident 253 9.37 170 7. 11 423 8.31 

86 3.19 93 3.89 179 3.52 
Before/ at Birth 1,763 65.32 1,741 72.78 3,504 68.83 
After Birth/D iff. Diseases/ 
Armament 73 2.70 73 1.43 

Others 524 19.41 388 16.22 912 17.91 

Total 2,699 100.00 2,392 100.00 5,091 100.00 

TAIIlE 14 Distribution of Disabled pop.Ilation by (Q;et Age of Disabi l ity and SeX 

OOFA ZlJtIA \EREDA 

Male Fema le Total 

onset 
Age No % No % No % 

0 - 4 Years 466 17.27 411 17.18 877 17.23 

5 - 9 Years 327 12.12 274 11 .45 601 11.81 

10 - 14 Years 254 9.41 257 10.74 511 10.04 
15 - 24 Years 51 4 19.04 530 22.16 1, 044 20.51 
25 - 34 Years 408 15.12 420 17.56 828 16.26 
35 - 44 Years 319 11 .82 269 11.25 588 11 .55 
45 - 54 Years 179 6.63 87 3.64 266 5.22 
55 + Years 232 8.60 144 6.02 376 7.39 

Tota l 2,699 100.00 2,392 100.00 5,091 100.00 

TABLE 15 D is~ribut ion of Disabled Population by Status of Attendire 
Mechca l TreatlEnt, Type of Institution am Sex 

OOFA ZlRIA \lEREDA 

Male Fema le Total 
Attendance/ 
Institution No % No % No % 

Never At tended 872 32.31 1,040 43.50 1,912 37.56 

Not Requi red 1 .04 1 .04 
Terminated Modern Treatment 

.04 2 

Completed Modern Treatment 
705 26.12 522 21.83 1,227 24. 11 

Terminated Traditional Treatment 
880 32.60 463 19.36 1,343 26.39 

Completed Traditiona l Treatment 
99 3.67 163 6.82 262 5.15 

Not Stated 
141 5.22 179 7.49 320 6.29 

1 .04 23 .96 24 .47 

Tota l 2,699 100.00 2,391 100.00 5,090 100.00 
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4. Appliance 

Every disabled person wI ' , 
was using appliance t , as so lClted to state whe h r he/she 

o ove rcome or mitiga e he 1 
e ncountered by disability Thos e who d h r~ ems 

l' f· repor e a hey l. not 
~se a pp s~ar:~e ~ere urth,er asked to reason out why hey didn ' t 

o so . l.ml. ar y, the dl.sabled that were using appliance were 
al so requested to respond whether they Vl' Sl.' t d ' , t ' f " e an l.ns l. u l.on or 
fo llow up, and l.f yes, ltS type . 

4. 1 Status of Using Appliance 

According tc? Table 16, t he overwhelming majority (93 .4 
percent) o~ the dl.sab~ed ~ere not using any appliance uring the 
survey perl.od fo~ thel.r,d~sabi l i t ies while their compliment (6 . 2 
percent) were uSl.ng. Slmllarly , the highest proportion of each 
of the sexes a~so , reported t hat they d id not use any ppliance . 
However , the lncldence of no t using was more glaring among 
females (97.5 percent) compared to males (89,7 percent) , 

4.2 Reason for not Using Appliance 

The hig:hest proportion (4 0, 5 percent) indicated ha he 
reason f or not using appliance was financial constrain , Sligh ly 
over one -fifth (23.5 percent ) of the disabled who did no use 
appliance reasoned out that they did not do so because either 
they did n ' t know any type of appliance that would be help ul for 
their disabilities or no appli ance was available any where for 
use. Those who said that service was not available in heir 
vicinity constituted 19 percen t . Quite insignific n proportion 
(0 . 02 percent) of the disabled mentioned that env'ronmen al 
inconvenie nce hindered them f r om using appliance . Similar at tern 
was observed for both male s a nd females (see Tabl 1 7). 

Ta ble 18 shows that among the disabled who did not use 
appliance, those who were disab l ed for 0 -4 , 5-9 and 15 24 y ears 
each accounted for close to a quarter. Thos e who were d isabled 
for a very long period (55 years and above) and did not use 
appliance constituted insigni f i cant proportion (0,3 ercen ) . 
This p attern is also true for each of the sexes . 

4 .3 Type of Institution for Appliance Follow up 

One-third of the disabled population who used appliance 
reported that they neither vis ited mode r n nor traditional 
institution in search of more appropriate appliance. Table 19 
also s hows that slightly higher than one-~hird (33 , 8 percent) ~nd 
about a quarter (28 percent ) of the dlsable d who werE~ ':lsl.ng 
a l ' . d' t d that they v isited modern and tradl.tl.onal pp l.ance l.n l.ca e 
institutions; respectively, for f ollow up. 
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TABlE 16 
Dlstrlbutlon of Dlsabled Popllatlon by Status of USi~ 
AAll i mce and SeX 

OOFA Z1JI.IA \BEDA 

Male Female 

Status of Using No % No % 
Appl iance 

277 10.26 36 1.51 
Using 2,422 89.74 2,333 97.53 
Not Using 23 .96 
Not Stated 

Total 2,699 100.00 2,392 100.00 

TABLE 17 Distribution of Disabled popJlation \110 do not Use AAlliance 
by Reason for not USi~ aM SeX 

OOFA ZUtIA \EREDA 

Male Female 

Reason 
No % No % 

Do not Know the Use 247 10.19 173 7.41 
Financial constraint 911 37.60 1,017 43.57 
Service not Available 498 20.55 411 17.61 
Don't \lant 153 6.31 100 4.28 
Environmental Inconvenience 1 .04 
Don't Know Any/No Appliance 548 22.62 570 24.42 
Others 66 2.72 62 2.66 

Total 2,423 100.00 2,334 100.00 

TABlE 18 Distribution of Disabled PqlUlation \110 do not USe AAll iance 
by Duration of Disabi l ity aM Sex 

OOFA ZUtIA \EREDA 

Male Female 
Ourati~1 of Disability 

(in years) 

o . 4 
5 - 9 

10 - 14 
15 - 24 
25 - 34 
35 - 44 
45 - 54 
55 + 

Total 

TABLE 19 

No % No 

546 22.54 589 
553 22.83 603 
348 14.37 307 
646 26.67 553 
220 9.08 182 
54 2.23 66 
44 1.82 33 
11 .45 1 

2,422 100.00 2,334 

Dlst~ibution of Disabled PqlUlation 1110 Use 
ARllllo:e by Type of Imti tution for Follow ~ 

Type of 
Institution 

None 
Modern 
Traditional 
Not Stated 

Total 

OOFA ZlIlIA \oOEDA 

NUTtler % 

104 33.12 
106 33.76 
88 28.03 
16 5.10 

314 100.00 

54 

% 

25.24 
25.84 
13.15 
23.69 
7.80 
2.83 
1.41 

.04 

100.00 

Total 

No % 

313 6.15 
4,755 · 93.40 

23 .45 

5,091 100.00 

Total 

No % 

420 8.83 
1,928 40.53 

909 19.11 
253 5.32 

1 .02 
1,118 23.50 

128 2.69 

4,757 100 .00 

Total 

No % 

1,135 23.86 
1,156 24.31 

655 13.77 
1,199 25.21 

402 8.45 
120 2.52 
77 1.62 
12 .25 

4,756 100.00 
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5 . 
Attitude of Household Member T d s owar s 

Attitude of different per different As a result of ~o~s towards t he disable woul be . proXlmlty not -disabl d mb h 
households that consist th d.' e me ers 0 e 
well care of the disabled e T lsabled are expec ed 0 e aking . 0 assess the at ;tu e of ho s h ld 
member s towards the di bl d ' ...., ' u e 0 " ,sa e, the quest~onna~re ~ncluded a 
ques tlon . ,The ?-a,ta class~fied by relationship of the disabled d 
type of d~sab~l~ty are presented, below, 

5.1 Attitude by Relationship 

ACco~ding to Table 20 the highes t proportion (88.2 ercent) 
of the dlsa?led po¥mlation reported th t their members 0 

hou~eholds ~ld not h~de /isolated and kept alone/ t hem from he 
s,?c~ety, wh~le 1.6 percent stated that their members id so . 
Dlsabled persons who couldn' t specify the at itude of hei 
household members ~owards them accounted for 3.6 percent . Abou 
6 percent of the d~sabled population happened to live alone and 
hence the enquiry was not relevant to hem . 

5.2 Attitude by Type of Disability 

The distribution of disabled population by attitude of 
members of the household towards the disabled and ype of 
disability is ' presented in Table 21. The table shows hat 
Locomotor disability accounted for the highest proportion (50.6 
percent) of the total that isolated disabled persons ha were 
not isolated. Visually and Aurally disabled popula' on 
constituted 19.8 percent and 10. 6 percent ; respectively. As ar 
as disabled population who were living alone as a single membe ed 
household are concerned, about 41 percent of t hem were hampere 
from carrying out activities by Locomotor disability , followed 
by Multiple (24 percent), Hand (17. 3 percent ) and Visu 1 (13.4 

percent) disabilities. 

5.3 Attitude by Causes of Disability 

Table 22 showS that 70 percent of the disabled population 
who were not hided by family members reported hat their 
disabilit ies occurred after birth due to dif ferent diseases , 
fol l owed by Accident (6.8 percent). 3 . 6 percent of the disabled 
persons who stated that their household ~embers d,d not ,solate 
them indicated that their disab,l, t,eS were 'nduced by 
complicat ions occurred before/at birth. Similarly, among t hose 
who were hided by their household members ,. 61.7 percent reported 
that their dis~ilities were caused ~ d,fferent d,seases that 
experienced after birth. Those who reported that Acc ,dents caused 

their disabilities formed 17.3 percent . 
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" ed l t "cn ~ Attituie of Meabers of 6 TABLE 20 Distribrtion of Dl~ D"~ed ~ Relationship to Head of Household 
HoUseholds T~rds t 1 

OOfA UIA \8EDA 

Relationship y 

Child of 
b 

Att it l.de 
% Spouse % Head/spouse % Others % Total % i 

Head t 

2,029 82.01 619 92.66 1,325 92 .85 519 99.24 4,492 88.22 f 
Do not Hide 

4 .16 16 2.40 60 4.20 1 .19 81 1.59 t 
Hide 

128 5.17 33 4.94 19 1.33 3 .57 183 3.59 
Can' t Spec ify 

313 12.65 313 6.15 
Not Appl i cable 23 1.61 23 .45 
Not Stated 

Total 2,474 100.00 668 100.00 1,427 100.00 523 100 .00 5,092 100.00 

TABLE 21 Distribrtion of Disabled ~lation ~ Attitu:te o! ~ of 
Households T~rds the Di led ani Type of Dlsablll ty 

OOfA UIA WEREDA 

Atti t l.de 

Type of 
Can' t Not Disabi l ity 

Do not Hide % Hide % Specify % Appl icable % Total % 

VISUAL 915 20 .37 49 23 .90 42 13.42 1,006 19.76 
AURAL 531 11.82 1.23 9 2.88 541 10.63 
VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 182 4.05 1 .32 183 3.60 
LOCOOTOR 2,291 51.01 62 76 .54 93 45.37 128 40.89 2,574 50.57 
HAND 207 4.61 41 20. 00 54 17.25 302 5.93 
MENTAL 134 2.98 17 20.99 22 10.73 2 .64 175 3.44 
LEPROSY 9 .20 9 .18 
OTHERS 135 3.01 1 .32 136 2.67 
MULTI DISABI LITY 87 1.94 1.23 76 24.28 164 3.22 

TOTAL 4,491 100.00 81 100.00 205 100 .00 313 100.00 5,090 100.00 

TABlE 22 Distribrtion of Disabled POJ1Ilation by Attinde of Medlers of 
Households Towards the Disabled ani Cause of Disabil ity 

OOFA ZUUA WEREDA 

Cause of Disabi lity 

Att i tude 
Before/at After Birth 

Accident Bi rth /D iff. Oiseases/ Armament Others Tota l 

Do not Hide 307 161 3,143 % 6.84 3.58 65 815 4,491 
Hide 14 69.98 1.45 18.15 100.00 

% 17.28 50 1 16 81 
Can' t Speci fy 41 17 

61. 73 1.23 19.75 100 .00 
% 22 .53 9.34 

60 5 59 182 
Not Appl icable 38 1 

32.97 2.75 32.42 100.00 
% 12.14 .32 

250 2 22 313 
Not Stated 23 79 .87 .64 7.03 100.00 

% 100. 00 23 

Total 
100.00 

423 179 % 8.31 3.52 
3,503 73 912 5,090 68.82 1.43 17.92 100.00 
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6. Migration 

All disabled persons were requested t t t h mb 
h 

. ,os a e e nu er 0 

yearS t ~y were l~v~ng continuously i n the wereda af e hey 
became d~sabled. Those who mentioned that th l' . , d'" ey were no ~Vl.n 
l.n the were a s~~ce belng dlsable d were considered as mi ran s 
to t~e wereda. M~gran~s were also asked to indica e whe her he 
prev~ous ~lace ~f res~dence was urban or rural . Data regar in 
these var~ables are presented below. 

6.1 Status and Length of Migrat ion 

Ar:nong the disabl~d popu,lation 96 . 3 pe rcent repo ted ha 
they d~d not leave thelr prevlous place of r esidence fter bein 
disab~ed while the remaining 3.7 percent were migrants. OU 0 
th~ ~~grant s 43.9 percent and 35.8 percent l ef heir place 0 
orlg

ln 
for more than 10 years and 5 to 9 years ; espectively . 

The same trend was observed for each sex separa ely (see Table 

23) • 

6 . 2 Previous and Current Residence 

Regarding the previous place of residence of disabled 
migrants, about three-quarter of them migrate d from rural areas. 
Among the disabled migrants who were living in u rban areas during 
the survey period, 60.4 pe rcent migrated from rur 1 a eas n he 
rest from other urban areas. Simi larly I quite sign' icant 
proportion (82.8 percent) of the migrant -disabled who were living 
in rural a reas had also migrated from rural reas out of he 

wereda (see Table 24) . 

6.3 Reason for Migration 

The major reasons that resul ted to migration of dis bled 
persons in this wereda were looking for job (4 5.

5 
percent), and 

food/shelter (22.5 percent). Significantly hi gher proport,on of 
d isabled males (35.7 percent) migrated in search of food/sh~lter 
than disabled females (2.7 percent) . On the contrary; relaOvely 
more disabled females (52 percent) than disabled males (41.1 
percent) left their former place of residence looking for job 

(see Table 25) 
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TA8LE 23 
Distribution of Disabled PqlUl~ti~ t;¥ StatuS and Lqth of 
Migration since the onset of DIsabILIty and SeX 

OOfA ZlIlIA \EREDA 

Male Female 

Status and Length % No % 
of Migration No 

Total 2,699 100.00 2,391 100.00 

Non Migrants 2,587 95.85 2,316 96.86 

Migrants 112 4.15 75 3.14 

< 1 Year 27 24.11 2 2.67 

1-4 Years 7 6.25 2 2.67 

5-9 Years 32 28.57 35 46.67 

10+ Years 46 41.07 36 48.00 

TABlE 24 Distribution of Disabled population who are Migrants by Place of 
Previous Residence ant CUrrent Residence 

OOFA ZlIlIA \EREDA 

Current Residence 

Previous Residence Urban Rural 
No % No % 

Urban 21 39.62 23 17.16 
Rural 32 60.38 111 82.84 

Total 53 100.00 134 100.00 

Total 

No % 

5,090 100.00 

4,903 96.33 

187 3.67 
29 15.51 
9 4.81 

67 35.83 
82 43.85 

Total 
No % 

44 23.53 
143 76.47 

187 100.00 

TABlE 25 D!stritlUt:ion of Disabled Population .... 0 are Migrants ~. Reason for 
MIgratIon ant Sex U7 

OOfA ZlRIA IiEREDA 

Male Female Tota l 
Reason for 
Migration No % No % No % 

In Search of Food/Shelter 40 35.71 
In Search of Job 

2 2.67 42 22.46 

In Search of Medical Treatment 
46 41.07 39 52.00 85 45.45 
2 1.79 

In Search of Appliance 3 2.68 
2 1.07 

Others 
1 1.33 4 2. 14 

21 18.75 33 44.00 54 28.88 

Total 112 100.00 75 100.00 187 100.00 
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7. v ocational Training 

In order to assess whether the d' bl d , 1 t ' , 1.sa e persons ad a ded 
vocatlOna ralnlngi the survey i ncluded a ' age d l S years and over ~h quest1.on 0 hose . lose who responded aff' '1 
this enquiry were further ' k d " 1.rma 1.ve y 0 as e to 1.nd1.cate the ype of raining 
t hey had attended; ~nd those who reported hat hey had no 
attended, we,re asked 1.f they had any interest to a ten , and if 
yes, to l ndlcate the type of training they pref Th 1 ' 
data are presented below. er . e resu >ng 

7.1 Status and Type of Training Attended 

About 9 out of 10 disabled persons aged lS ye s nd over 
stated that they had never attended any voca ion raining . 
Nearly one-tenth of the dis~bled aged 15 years and over repor ed 
t hat they had attended Agr1.cultural training . The p t ern was 
almost similar by activity status (see Table 26) , 

7.2 St atus and Type of Training Preferred 

Table 27 indicates that 13.1 percent of the disabled 
population aged 15 years and above who had never a ende 
vocational training stated that they do not wan 0 a tend any 
training in the future . On the other hand , those who had the 
desire to attend Handicraft, Agricul tural and Technical inin 
accounted fo r 20.1 percent, 15 . 9 percent and 2 , 6 percen ; 
respectively . 37 .3 percent prefe r red training of different kinds 

other t han stated above. 
Among the disabled males aged 15 years and above ha had 

not attended but had the interest t o attend voca ional training, 
30.S percent, 19.1 percent and 4. 9 percent repor ed hat hey 
prefer to at tend Agricultural, Handicraft and Technical training ; 
respectively . On the other hand, the majority (52.8 percent) of 
the females stated that they would like to attend 0 her tra1.nl.

n
g

s 

such as typing, home-economics, . .. etc ., follow~d,by 2 .1 percen 
who mentioned that they prefer Handi craft tra1.n1.ng . 
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TABlE?/J Distribution of DisabLed popuLation Aged 15 Years ad OVer ~ 
Atterdln;e of vocationaL Traini~ ad Activity Status 

OOFA ~IA IoEREDA 

Activity Status 

Atterdance 
Active Inactive 

No % No % 

Never Attended 1,309 81.81 2,303 94.54 

Agricultural 269 16.81 107 4.39 

Handicraft and Technical 1 .06 25 1.03 

Others 21 1.31 1 .04 

Total 1,600 100.00 2,436 100.00 

' TotaL 
No 

3,612 

376 
26 
22 

4,036 

TABlE £l Disabled population Aged 15 Years ard OYer .m have not Attended 
Vocational Trainire by Status ard Type of Traini~ Preferred ard Sex 

OOFA ~IA IoEREDA 

Male Female 

Status! 
Training Preferred No % No % 

Do not lIant 217 11.73 255 14.46 

Agricultural 564 30.49 12 .68 
Hand icraft 
Technical 

354 19.14 372 21.09 

Other Trainings 
91 4.92 4 .23 

Don't Know 
416 22.49 931 52.78 

Not Stated 
206 11.14 190 10.77 

2 .11 

Total 1,850 100.00 1,764 100.00 
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% 

89.49 

9.32 
.64 
.55 

100.00 

Both Sexes 

No % 

472 13.06 

576 15.94 
726 20.09 
95 2.63 

1,347 37.27 
396 10.96 

2 .06 

3,614 100.00 
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8 . H.andicap. 

Each disability type does not n '1 1 , d' b' , ecessar~ y ea 
Bandlcap, as lsa ll~ty, is one of the ma' ' 

b
e given due attention An tt Jor soc~a l problems , . a empt was made to assess 

and type of handlcap" Every disabled person was aske 0 s 
whether he/she was d~sadvantaged to some op 't' d , /h d' b' l' por un~ ~es ue 
h1.S , er lsa 1. 1.ty, Those who r esponded ha hey were 
handlcapped wer,e further ask~d to indicate types of op or unity 
t~ey were ?and~capped ~o . F~ve specific types of h ndicap were 
11.sted. Thls ~ect:o~ d~scusses this var iable in relat ion to sex 
and type of dlsabl.ll.ty, 

8 . 1 status and Type of Handicap 

Of the total disabled population aged 5 years and over , 93 , 7 
percent were handicapped to different advantages , Only 6 , 3 
percent were found to be not handicapped. 42 . 8 perc en , 23.7 
percent and 11 percent of the disabled aged 5 years an above 
reported that they were Occupational, Social Integrat ion an Self 
Care handicapped; respectively. Exactly simil r pa tern was 
observed for each sex (see Table 28) . 

8.2 Type of .Handicap by Type of Disabil ity 

Table 29 shows that most of the speci fied disability ypes 
primarily led to occupational handicap. This inclu ed : - Vi sual , 
Locomotor , Hand and Mental disabilities. On the con rary , Aur 
and 'Aural & Visual or Speech ' disabilities mainly led to soc ' al 
Integrat ion handicap. population who had Multiple sand 0 her 
types of disability reported that they were primarily handicapp d 
to Social Integration and occupation. The data lso ndl.ca e 
that of the total Visually disabled population , 18 . 1 perc en we e 

not handicapped. 
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· l t· Aged 5 Years and OVer by 
TABlE 2.8 Distritution of D1sabled PopJ a lon 

Type of Hcrdicap IRI Sex 

OOFA ZIJUA ISEDA 

Male Female Total 

Type of Handicap No % No % No % 

260 9.64 56 2.43 316 6.32 
Not Handicap 

124 4.60 113 4.91 237 4.74 
Training 1,154 42.80 987 42.88 2,141 42.84 
Occl4l'lt i on 585 21.70 597 25.93 1,182 23 .65 
Social Integration 

64 2.37 93 4.04 157 3.14 
Environmental Convenience 

309 11.46 239 10.38 548 10.96 
Self Care 200 7.42 217 9.43 417 8.34 Other 

Total 2,696 100.00 2,302 100.00 4,998 100.00 

TABLE ~ Distritution of Disabled POJXIlation Aged 5 Years and OVer by Type of 
Hardicap ard Disabi l ity 

OOFA ZUUA \,EREDA 

Type of Hardi cap 

Type of 
Disabi I ity Not Soc ia l Environnental Self Others Total 

Hardicap Training Occupation Integ. Convenience Care 

VISUAL 177 24 371 157 18 40 193 980 
% 18.06 2.45 37.86 16.02 1.84 4.08 19.69 100.00 

AURAL 46 118 76 265 35 540 
% 8.52 21.85 14.07 49.07 6.48 100.00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 14 46 2 69 9 1 25 166 
% 8.43 27.71 1.20 41.57 5.42 .60 15.06 100.00 

LOCCMlTOR 56 42 1,264 503 129 393 147 2,534 
% 2.21 1.66 49.88 19.85 5.09 15.51 5.80 100.00 

HAND 19 2 227 39 16 303 
% 6.27 .66 74.92 12 .87 5.28 100.00 

MENTAL 3 4 65 34 35 34 175 % 1.71 2.29 37.14 19.43 20.00 19.43 100.00 
LEPROSY 

9 9 % 
100.00 100.00 

OTHERS 1 60 60 127 % 3 3 .79 47.24 47.24 2.36 2.36 100.00 
MULTI DISABIL ITY 1 76 85 164 % .61 1 1 46.34 51.83 .61 .61 100.00 
TOTAL 316 237 2,141 4,998 % 1,182 157 547 418 6.32 4.74 42.84 23.65 3.14 10.94 8.36 100.00 



tal 

980 
.00 

540 
1.00 

166 
),00 

,534 
0.00 

303 
0.00 

175 
0.00 

9 
10.00 

127 
)0.00 

164 
)0.00 

~998 
00.00 
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C. KUCHA WEREDA 

1 . Demo ra hic and Social Ch Not-Disabled population aracterist ics of Oisa 

1.1 Age and Sex Distribution 

Every member of the househol . . the selected Farmers' ASsoc' t ' dj w>th d>sable d ember{s) in 
his/her age and sex, Th:

a 
.{i

on 
Kebeles was asked 0 s a e 

classified by age, sex and disa~tI>butwn of the popula ion 
Table 1 . The table shows that 2 > >ty s tatus is presen e in 
Kuch a wereda were found to be d , ·3 b1ercent of ,the population in 
showS higher disability rate f >sa ~d , The d >stributio

n 
by sex 

females (2 . 2 percent) " Th' or ma es (
2

. 4 perc en ) han or 
groUPS 0-14 years and' 30-3>: Peaattern was true only for he ag

e
-

for the res t of the a y r; where the conve se was rue 
disabil ity rate incr~:~~ro~~s, The Jable f urther eveals ha 
between 1 percent, for age 0 -14 :~~ ; ~anced , The ra e va 'ed and abov e. . percent , for a e 60 years 

Distribution of conventional House holds an H h) Heads ouse 0 1. 2 

Table 2 depicts that among heads of households i n Kuch 
Wereda, 5.2 percent of them were disabled. In t his we eda . 
observed that disability was more preval ent among emale>h :~: 
(6 .4 percent ) than among male heads (5 percent ) . 

, Table 3 shows that among the households which cons's ed 
dlsabled member(s), about 90 percent r eported that they h 
one d~sabled member, Households which had 2 disable me 
const~tuted 8.8 percent. While only 0 .5 percent indica 
they c on sisted 3 disabled persons. The aver age number of dis 
persons per household was estimated to be 1 . 1 . 

1 .3 Educational characteristicS 

Data on educational characteri stiCS of the population 
coll ected i n this survey refer to l itera cy s tatuS and highest 
grade completed. Each person aged 5 years and above was asked 
whether he/she was literate or i lliterate , and if litera e ; 
highest grade completed. For simplicity of presentation, the 
h lghest completed grades are compiled by highest level at ained. 
In Highest level attained, 'Level not Definable ' stands for 
literate persons whose level of education is not definable , 
representing those who achieved l i t e r acy by attendi ng religiouS 
s chool s (Church schools; or Quranic s chools), by self effort and 
stu dy, . .. etc. The results are given i n Table 4 , below, 

The compiled data indicate t hat 15, 2 percent of the wereda 
popu lation aged 10 years and above were l>te

rate 
whereas 84.8 

percent were illiterate, Of t he disabled population aged 10 
years and over 8,3 percent were literate. This rate for the not­
disabled was 15.4 percent , The data al so >ndl

cate 
that l>teracy w~s substantiallY high for males than for , females for each 

d,sability status. The distr>but>on of the l>te
rate 

opulatl0n 
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by educational level shows that the, overwh,elming majority /94 
percent/ had primary level of educatlon. ~hlS was true for both 
the disabled (94 . 2 percent) and not-dlsabled (94 percent) 
population. Population who h~d secon~ary level ,of 7ducation 
constituted about 6 percent lrrespectlve of thelr dlsability 
status. No person reported that his/her level of education was 
above secondary. 

1.4 Marital Status 

Marital status was one of the social variables included in 
the questionnaire. Each person aged 10 years and over was asked 
if he/she was single or ever married. The data in Table 5 show 
that the majority (45.1 percent) of the disabled were married 
followed by single (30.8 percent). Conversely, half (50 percent) 
of the not-disabled were single and 43.5 percent were married. 
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TABLE 1 DistriWtion of Pop.Ilation by Broad Age G~ Disab' l ' ty , 1 1 Status and Sex 

IC1DtA \DB)A 

D i sabil fty Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Disabled Total 
Sex 

NlJlber % NllTber % NlJlber % 

o - 14 Years 
Both Sexes 389 .95 40,690 99 .05 41, 07'9 100 .00 
Male 254 1.20 20 ,862 98.80 21 ,116 100 .00 
Female 135 .68 19,828 99 .32 19,963 100 .00 

15 - 29 Years 
Both Sexes 459 2.16 20,750 97.84 21, 209 100 .00 
Mal e 217 2.10 10,1 04 97.90 10, 321 100.00 
Female 242 2.22 10,646 97.78 10,888 100.00 

30 - 44 Years 
Both Sexes 455 3.47 12,642 96.53 13,097 100 .00 
Male 223 3.95 5,421 96.05 5,644 100 .00 
Female 232 3.11 7,221 96.89 7, 453 100 .00 

45 - 59 Years 
Both Sexes 405 6.31 6,018 93.69 6,423 100. 00 

Male 185 5.7'9 3,010 94.21 3, 195 100.00 

Female 220 6.82 3,008 93.18 3,228 100.00 

60 + Years 
Both Sexes 229 7.66 2,760 92.34 2,989 100 .00 

Male 113 7.32 1,431 92 .68 1,544 100 .00 

Female 116 8.03 1,329 91.97 1,445 100.00 

Total 
Both Sexes 1,937 2.28 82,860 97.72 84 ,7'97 100. 00 

Male 992 2.37 40 ,828 97 .63 41,820 100 .00 

Female 945 2.20 42,032 97.80 42,977 100.00 

TABLE 2 DistriWtion of conventional Household Heads t1( Age GrC1p, Disabi lity Status ird Sex 

WCHA \EREDA 

Disabi lity Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Disabl ed Tota l 

Sex 
Nurber % Nurber % Nurber % 

10 - 24 Years 97.31 743 100.00 
Both Sexes 20 2.69 723 

Male 19 2.56 723 97.44 742 100. 00 

Female 1 100.00 1 100 .00 

25 - 39 Years 4,558 96.20 4,738 100 .00 
Both Sexes 180 3.80 
Male 170 4.15 3,925 95 .85 4,095 100 .00 

Female 10 1.56 633 98.44 643 100.00 

40 - 54 Years 4,995 95.1 1 5,252 100.00 
Both Sexes 257 4.89 
Male 207 4.55 4,345 95 .45 4, 552 100.00 

Female 50 7.14 650 92.86 700 100.00 

55 + Years 2,37'9 91.15 2,610 100.00 
Both Sexes 231 8.85 

Male 176 8.25 1,958 91.75 2,134 100 .00 

Fema le 55 11.55 421 88.45 476 100. 00 

Total 12,655 94.84 13,343 100.00 
Both Sexes 688 5.16 

Male 572 4.96 10,951 95 .04 11,523 100.00 

Female 116 6.37 1,704 93. 63 1,820 100.00 
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TABlE 1 Distributian of Households with Disabled MeIIt:Jers 
by NuItler of Disabled Persans per HousehoLd 

IClDIA II3IEDA 

Households 
Disabled Persons 
per Household 

1 Person 
2 Persons 
3 Persons 
4 Personss 
5 Persons 
6 Persons 
7 Personss 
8 Persons 
9 Persons 
10 + Personss 
Total Hosehols 

Nl.Il'ber 

1,602 
156 

8 

1,766 

Number of Disabled Persons 1,938 

Ave. Disabled Persons/HH 1.1 

% 

90.71 
8.83 

.45 

100.00 

TABlE 4 Distributian of PcpJlatian Aged 10 Years and Over by Hi~est 
Eda:atiorml level Attained, Disabil ity Status and Sex 

IClDIA '-BEDA 

literacy Status/ Disability Status 
level Attained/ Disabled Not Disabled Sex 

Nl.Il'ber % Nl.Il'ber % 

TOTAL 
Both Sexes 1,678 100.00 54,427 100.00 Male 810 48.27 26,767 49.18 Female 868 51.73 27,660 50.82 IllITERATE 
Both Sexes 1,539 91.72 46,024 84.56 Male 700 41.72 20,157 37.03 Female 839 50.00 25,867 47.53 LITERATE 
Both Sexes 139 8.28 8,403 15.44 Male 110 6.56 6,610 12.14 Female 29 1.73 1,793 3.29 level not Definable 
Both Sexes 
Male 
Female 

Primary /Grade 1-6/ 
Both Sexes 131 94.24 7, 906 94.09 Male lOS 75.54 6,232 74.16 Female 26 18.71 1,674 19.92 Secondary /Grade 7-12/ 
Both Sexes 8 5.76 497 5.91 Male 5 3.60 378 4.50 Female 3 2.16 119 1.42 Above Secondary 
Both Sexes 
Male 
Female 
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Total 

Nurber % 

56,105 100.00 
27,577 49.15 
28,528 50.85 

47,563 84.77 
20,857 37.17 
26,706 47.60 

8,542 15.23 
6,720 11.98 
1,822 3.25 

8,037 94.09 
6,337 74.19 
1,700 19.90 

505 5.91 
383 4.48 
122 1.43 



TABLE 5 Di stribut!on c;rr _ PqlUlation Aged 10 Years and Over by Marital st 
SeX and Dlsatnhty Status an-, 

ICUCIIA 'DEDA 

Disabil i ty Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Disabled Total 
Sex 

NUTiler " NlI!ber " NUTile r " 
Si ngle 516 Both Sexes 30.77 27, 175 49 .93 27,691 49.36 

Male 275 33 .95 15,511 57.95 15,786 57.24 
Female 241 27.80 11,664 42 .17 11,905 41.73 

Married 756 Both Sexes 45.08 23,682 43.51 24,438 43.56 
Ma le 389 48.02 10,782 40 .28 11, 171 40.51 
Female 367 42.33 12,900 46.64 13,267 46.51 

Divorced 114 Both Sexes 6.80 875 1.61 989 1. 76 

Male 77 9.51 265 .99 342 1.24 

Female 37 4.27 610 2.21 647 2.27 

Widowed 
Both Sexes 291 17.35 2,629 4.83 2,920 5.20 

Male 69 8.52 184 .69 253 .92 

Female 222 25.61 2,445 8.84 2,667 9.35 

Not Stated 
Both Sexes 65 .12 65 .12 

Male 25 .09 25 .09 

Female 40 .14 40 .14 

Total 100 .00 
Both Sexes 1,677 100.00 54,426 100 .00 56,1 03 

Male 810 100.00 26,767 100 .00 27,577 100.00 

Female 867 100.00 27,659 100 .00 28, 526 100 .00 
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2. Economic Characteristics of Disabled and Not-Disable~ 
population. 

Enquiries about economic characteristics of the population 
were forwarded to population aged 10 years and over. Every 
eligible person was asked to state whether he/she ~as engaged in 
any productive activities during the reference perlod (12 months 
prior to the survey time). Those who did not work were further 
asked to state the reason why they did not work and their means 
of livelihood. As regard to those who had ever been engaged in 
productive activity (during and some time before the reference 
period), data on major industrial groups, and employment status 
were collected. Each of these issues is discussed below. 

2.1 Activity Status 

Table 6 shows that of the disabled population 40.8 percent 
were active and 59.2 percent were inactive. It was observed that 
there were more male disabled who were economically active than 
their female counterparts. However, the reverse was true for the 
inactive-disabled population. The activity rate increased with 
age up to age 54 years where it declined thereafter. This 
pattern was also true for the not-disabled population. 

2.2 Reason for not Working 

About half (49.5 percent) of the inactive-disabled 
population reported that they did not work in the r eference 
period because of their disability, followed by those who were 
homemakers (17 percent) . Close to a quarter (24.3 percent) of the 
disabled who were inactive during the reference period stated 
other reasons than listed in the table. The remaining 
insignificant proportion of the inactive-disabled population 
accounted for the rest of the reasons. The highest proportion 
(59 percent) of the inactive-not-disabled population stated that 
their reason for not working was because they were homemakers. 
Those who forwarded that they did not work because they were too 
young and students accounted for 15.6 percent and 14.6 percent, 
respectively (see Table 7) . 

2.3 Means of Livelihood 

The overwhelming majority (more than 95 percent) of the 
inactive population in Kucha Wereda were dependent on either 
their family members or persons from other households. The former 
means of livelihood accounted for a very significant proportion, 
62.3 percent for disabled, and 86.2 percent for not-disabled (see 
Table 8) . 

2 .4 Major Industrial Groups 

, The economically active population who had ever been engaged 
l n productive ,:,-ctivities were classified by major industrial 
groups. The maJor groups in this category included Agriculture, 
Industry, (Electricity, Mining, Construction, and Manufacturing) 
and s e rVlce (wholesale, retail, banking, transport and related) . 
Table 9 shows that 88.6 percent of the disabled and 92 percent 
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of the economically active not-disabled population were engaged 
in agricultural activities. 

2.5 Employment Status and Unemployment Rate 

Table 10 sho,ws that 44.3 percent of the economically active­
disabled populatlon were self-employed, while the corresponding 
proportion for, the not-disabled was 38.5 percent. Unpaid family 
workers constltuted 34.9 percent of the disabled and 53.7 
percent of t he not-disabled population. Relatively more employers 
among economically active disabled (18.6 percent) population were 
observed t han among economically active not -disabled (6.8 
percent) . 

The data in Table 11 reveal that among the economically 
active not-disabled population 0.2 percent were unemployed . The 
unemployment rate for the disabled populatio~ (0.15 percent) . was 
found to be relatively smaller than for not -dlsabled populatlon. 
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TABlE 6 Pq:IULation Aged 10 Years an:! OVer by DisabiL ity Status. 
Activity Status. Age GI"Ol.p an:! Sex 

ICOCIIA IDEDA 

Age GrOup 

Disability Activity 10 - 24 25 - 39 40 - 54 55 + Total 

DISABLED 
Active 

Both Sexes 107 180 220 178 685 
% 24.71 40.36 51.64 47.72 40.82 

Male 56 104 138 100 398 
% 24.78 52.53 65 .71 56.50 49.08 

Female 51 76 82 78 287 
% 24.64 30.65 37.96 39_80 33.10 

Inactive 
Both Sexes 326 266 206 195 993 

% 75.29 59.64 48.36 52.28 59. 18 
Male 170 94 72 77 413 

% 75 .22 47.47 34.29 43.50 50.92 
Female 156 172 134 118 580 

% 75.36 69.35 62.04 60.20 66.90 
Total 

Both Sexes 433 446 426 373 1,678 
% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Male 226 198 210 177 811 
% 52.19 44.39 49.30 47.45 48.33 Female 207 248 216 196 867 
% 47.81 55.61 50.70 52.55 51.67 NOT 

DISABLED 
Active 

Both Sexes 14,048 8,462 5,757 2,367 30,634 % 49.44 61.78 70.22 57.47 56.28 Male 8,167 5,202 4,301 1,530 19,200 % 54 .28 98 .1 1 98.42 74.63 71.73 Fema le 5,881 3,260 1,456 837 11,434 % 43.99 38.83 38.04 40.45 41.34 Inactive 
Both Sexes 14,367 5,235 2,441 1,752 23 , 795 % 50.56 38.22 29.78 42.53 43.72 Male 6,879 100 69 520 7,568 % 45.72 1.89 1.58 25.37 28.27 Female 7,488 5,135 2,372 1,232 16,227 % 56.01 61. 17 61.96 59.55 58.66 Total 
Both Sexes 28,415 13,697 8,198 4,119 54,429 % 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 Male 15,046 5,302 4,370 2,050 26,768 % 52.95 38.71 53 .31 49.77 49.18 Female 13,369 8,395 3,828 2,069 27,661 % 47.05 61.29 46.69 50.23 50.82 
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TABLE 7 Distribution of ~ Il1O did not Work Duri~ the Last 12 Months 
by Reason for not Yorkl~ am Disability Status 

m:HA \8EDA 

Disability Status 

Reason for Disabled Not Disabled Total 
not Working 

Nl.Il'ber % NUTtler % Nl.Il'ber % 

Job seekers 1 .10 57 .24 58 .24 
Had job but 0 i d not Work 3 .30 80 .34 83 .34 

students 13 1.32 3,486 14.75 3,499 14.21 
Homemakers 168 17.04 13,947 59.00 14,115 57.32 

Disabled 488 49.49 488 1.98 

Too young 23 2.33 3,673 15.54 3,696 15 .01 

pens ioners 50 5.07 1,273 5.39 1,323 5.37 

Others 240 24.34 1,122 4.75 1,362 5.53 

Total 986 100.00 23,638 100.00 24,624 100.00 

TABLE 8 Dis t ribution of Persons Il1O did not Work Dtri~ the Last 12 Months 
by Means of livelihood, Disability Status ad sex 

WCHA .aEDA 

Disabi lity Status 
Means of Live lihood Total 

Sex Disabled Not Disabled 

Dependent on Fami l y Merrbers 614 20,417 21,031 
Both Sexes 

% 62.27 86.37 85.41 

Male 188 6,434 6,622 

% 46.19 85.12 83.13 

Female 426 13,983 14,409 

% 
73.58 86.96 86.50 

Pension, House Allowance, 
House Rent 3 91 94 

Both Sexes 
% 

.30 .38 .38 

Male 3 25 28 

% 
.74 .33 .35 

66 66 
Female .41 .40 

% 
Support from non Household Merrbers 124 2,594 2,718 

Both Sexes 
% 

12.58 10.97 11.04 

Male 
63 761 824 

% 
15.48 10.07 10 .34 

Fema le 
61 1,833 1,894 

% 
10.54 11.40 11.37 

From Govt. and Other organizations 
Both Sexes 

% 
Ma le 

% 
Fema le 

% 
Others 245 536 781 

Both Sexes 24.85 2.27 3.17 
% 153 339 492 

Male 37.59 4.48 6.18 
% 92 197 289 

Female 15.89 1.23 1.73 
% 

Tota l 986 23,638 24,624 
Both Sexes 100.00 100.00 100.00 

% 407 7,559 7,966 
Male 41.28 31.98 32.35 

% 579 16,079 16,658 
Female 58.72 68 .02 67 .65 

% 
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TABLE 9 Distributim of Ec:orDIically Active PclpUlation by Major 
IrdJStrial GI"Olp, Disabi l ity Status ad Sex 

ICUCIIA .aEDA 

Disability Status 
Industrial Group 

Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Agr iculture 
Both Sexes 606 28,194 28,800 

% 88.60 92. 04 91.96 
Male 379 18,721 19,100 

% 95.47 97.51 97.47 
Female 227 9,473 9,700 

% 79.09 82 .85 82 .76 
Industry 

Both Sexes 66 2,017 2,083 
% 9.65 6.58 6.65 

Male 14 285 299 
% 3.53 1.48 1.53 

Female 52 1,732 1,784 
% 18.12 15.15 15.22 

Services 
Both Sexes 6 297 303 

% .88 .97 .97 Male 1 102 103 
% .25 .53 .53 Female 5 195 200 % 1.74 1. 71 1.71 Others 

Both Sexes 6 125 131 % .88 .41 .42 Male 3 91 94 % .76 .47 .48 Female ' 3 34 37 % 1.05 .30 .32 Total 
Both Sexes 684 30,633 31,31 7 % 100.00 100.00 100. 00 Ma le 397 19,199 19,596 % 58.04 62.67 62.57 Female 287 11,434 11,721 % 41.96 37.33 37.43 
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TABLE 10 Distribution of Ec:onani~lly Active Pql.ilatiClf'l by D·s.il . 
Enployment Status ard Sex 1 1 lty Statui, 

ICOCJIA '8EDA 

Employment Status 
Disabi lity Status 

Disabled % Not Disabled % Total 

Employer 127 18.57 2,082 6.80 2, 209 

Self El11'loyed 303 44.30 11,803 38.53 12,106 
Government Empl oyee .15 170 .55 171 
Pri vate Empl oyee 

ProcluCer "or Servi ce 
co-operat ive Employee ' 

Unpa id Family Workers 239 34.94 16,445 53.69 16,684 

Others 14 2.05 132 .43 146 

Total 684 100.00 30,632 100.00 31,316 

TABLE 11 Distribution of ECOI'DIlically Active Population by Disabil ity Statui, 
II1ether Elployed DurirQ the Reference Period ard lt1eIploylB1t Rate ('00) 

ICOCJIA \aEDA 

Unemployed 

Without With 

X 

7.05 

38.66 

.55 

53.28 

.47 

100 .00 

Disability Status Employed Work Work Unemployment 
Exper ience Experience Total Rate 

Disabled 684 . 15 

Not Disabled 30,576 57 57 . 19 

Total 31,260 57 58 . 19 
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3. Type, Severity and Causes of Disability and Medical 
Treatment. 

Every disabled person was requested to indicate the type of 
disability he/she was suffering from. These,per~ons.w~r~ further 
asked to state the severity and cause of thelr dlsabllltles. The 
age on which the disability commenced and ~hether the disabled 
had ever attended medical treatment, and lf yes, the type of 
institution visited were also considered in the survey. 

3.1 Type and Severity of Disability 

Nearly half (49.8 percent) of the disabled populatio.n in the 
wereda were Locomotor disabled, followed by Vlsually dlsabled, 
(17 percent). Leprosy was found to be the le,ast (0.6 percent) 
type of disability among the disabled populatlon of the wereda . 
The distribution by sex depicted a slightly different pattern 
from the total. For instance, relatively more 'Visually & Aurally 
or Speech' and Hand disabled male were found than disabled 
females with similar impairment. On the other hand, more females 
compared to males were suffering from Visual disability. The 
data also show that Elephantiasis was relatively the most 
prevalent (30.8 percent) impairment type observed in the wereda. 
This was followed by Partial Blindness which accounted for about 
12 percent (see Table 12(a)). 

The distribution of the disabled population by sex and 
disability and impairment type, as presented in Table 12 (b) , 
shows that 51.1 percent were males and 48.9 percent were females. 
Some disability types were found to be more prevalent for males. 
For instance, 'Visual & Aural or Speech' and Hand disabilities 
were dominant for males than for females. These disability types 
for males accounted for 85.4 percent and 58.2 percent in the 
order mentioned above. On the other hand, Leprosy was common for 
females (72.7 percent). 

3.2 Causes of Disability 

Close to three-quarter (72.5 percent) of the disabled 
population stated that their causes of disabilities accounted for 
different diseases that occurred after birth. Accident, the 
s~con? .s~ecified cause of disability, formed 9.9 percent. 
Dlsabllltles that took place in the womb of the mother (i.e., 
before/at .birt,h), constituted 3.9 percent. The indicated least 
cause of dlsablllty was Armament (1.7 percent). Causes different 
from those mentioned above accounted for about 12 percent. This 
pattern was, e~actly true for each sex, except that no female 
respondent lndlcated that her disability was caused by Armament 
(see Table 13). 

3.3 Onset Age of Disability 

Mo~e than a quarter (26.2 percent) of the disabled 
pop~latlon,reported that the onset age of their disabilities waS 
durlng thelr infancy and early childhood; 0-4 years. This waS 
~ol~owed by 17.6 percent, 13.2 percent and 13.1 percent who 
lndlcated age 15-24 years, 10-14 years and 25-34 years; 
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respect~ v~ly. Those who reported that their onset age of 
disabilltles was between 35 and 44 years, and 5 and 9 years 
accounted for 9 perce~t a~d 8.5 percent; respectively. Table 14 
further reveals that dlsabllities that occurred at old age , i . e . , 
age 45 years an~ above accounted for about 13 percent of t he 
disabled populatlon. 

3 .4 Medical Treatment 

It was only slightly higher than one - third (36 . 2 percent) 
of the di sabled population had attended medical t reatment . More 
than a quarter (27.3 percent) of the disabled repor ted that they 
had a ttended modern medical treatment. Those who terminated 
accounted 
for 21 .4 percent while those completed constituted 5. 9 percent . 
About 8 perc ent had completed/terminated traditional treatment . 
Only 0.2 percent of the disabled stated that their disabil i ties 
did not requi re any type of treatment and hence had not visited 
any medical institution. On the other hand, a very high 
proportion (6 3.7 percent) of the disabled visited neither modern 
nor t raditional "institution. This was true for both male and 
femal e population (see Table 15) . 
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TABLE 12(8) Distribution of DisabLed PopuLation by Type and Severity of 
Disabi L ity and Sex 

KUCHA WEREDA 

MaLe FemaLe Tot aL 
Disabi l i ty Type/ 

Number % Number % NlJ11ber % Sever i ty 

VISUAL DISABILITY 153 15.47 176 18.59 329 16.99 Total Bl indness 31 3.13 65 6.86 96 4.96 Partial Blindness lone/two eyes/ 122 12.34 111 11. 72 233 12.04 
AURAL DISABILITY 64 6.47 62 6.55 126 6.51 Total Deafness 6 .61 5 .53 11 .57 Partial Deafness lone/two ears/ 58 5.86 57 6.02 115 5.94 
VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 117 11.83 20 2.1 1 137 7.08 
LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY 458 46.31 506 53.43 964 49.79 One or Both Legs Amputation 26 2.63 6 .63 32 1.65 One or Both Legs Paralysis 107 10.82 65 6.86 172 8.88 Short Leg 28 2.83 16 1.69 44 2.27 Leg Deformi ty 31 3.13 28 2.96 59 3.05 Elephant iasis 237 23 .96 359 37.91 596 30 .79 Other Related Impairments 29 2.93 32 3.38 61 3. 15 

HAND DISABILITY 89 9.00 64 6.76 153 7.90 One or Both Arms Amputation 7 .71 6 .63 13 .67 One or Both Arms Paralysis 34 3.44 32 3.38 66 3.41 Other Related Impairments 48 4.85 26 2.75 74 3.82 
MENTAL DISABILITY 64 6.47 66 6.97 130 6. 71 Insanity or Mental Retardation 27 2.73 53 5.60 80 4.13 Epilepsy 24 2.43 13 1.37 37 1.91 Other Related Impairments 13 1.31 13 .67 
LEPROSY 3 .30 8 .84 11 .57 
OTHER DISABILITIES 12 1.21 13 1.37 25 1. 29 
MULTI DISABILITY 29 2.93 32 3.38 61 3.15 
TOTAL 989 100.00 947 100.00 1,936 100.00 
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TABLE 1Z(b) DistrHluti0'l of Disabled Population by T and . 
Disabi l ity lind Sex ype Sewrlty of 

ICUCHA WEREDA 

Male Female Total 
Disability Type/ 

sever ity Nurrber % NlI1iler % Nl.fTber % 

VISUAL DISAB ILITY 153 46.50 176 53 .50 329 100.00 
Total Bl indness 31 32.29 65 67 . 71 96 100.00 
Part ial Bli ndness lone/two eyesl 122 52.36 111 47 .64 233 100 .00 

AURAL DISAB ILITY 64 50.79 62 49 .21 126 100.00 
Total Deafness 6 54.55 5 45 . 45 11 100.00 
Pa rtial Deafness l one/two ears/ 58 50.43 57 49.57 115 100 . 00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 117 85.40 20 14.60 137 100.00 

LOCOMOTOR DISAB IL ITY 458 47 . 51 506 52.49 964 100 . 00 
One or Both Legs Amputation 26 81.25 6 18.75 32 100.00 
One or Both Legs Paralysis 107 62.21 65 37.79 172 100.00 

Short Leg 28 63.64 16 36.36 44 100.00 

Leg Defo rmi ty 31 52.54 28 47.46 59 100.00 

Elephant iasi s 237 39.77 359 60.23 596 100.00 

Other Related Impairments 29 47.54 32 52.46 61 100.00 

HAND D I SAB I L lTY 89 58.17 64 41.83 153 100 . 00 

One or Both Arms Amputation 7 53.85 6 46.15 13 100.00 

One or Both Arms Paralysis 34 51 . 52 32 48.48 66 100 . 00 

Other Related Impairments 48 64.86 26 35.14 74 100.00 

MENTAL DISABI LI TY 64 49.23 66 50.77 130 100.00 

Insanity or Mental Retardation 27 33.75 53 66.25 80 100.00 

Epi lepsy 24 64.86 13 35.14 37 100.00 

Other Re lated Impairments 13 100.00 13 100.00 

LEPROSY 3 27.27 8 72.73 11 100.00 

OT HER DISABILIT IES 12 48.00 13 52 . 00 25 100.00 

MULTI DI SABILI TY 29 47.54 32 52.46 61 100.00 

TOTAL 989 51.08 947 48.92 1,936 100.00 
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TABLE 13 Distribution of Disabled pqxJlation by ease of Dlsat;H ity and Sex 

KlJCHA WEREDA 

Hale Female Tota l 

Cause of 
Number % Nunber % Nunber % Disabi l ity 

Accident 109 11 .00 82 8.66 191 .9.86 
Before/ at Bi rth 54 5.45 21 2.22 75 3.87 
Af ter Bir th/D iff . Diseases/ 675 68.11 729 76.98 1,404 72.45 
Armament 32 3.23 32 1.65 
Others 121 12.21 115 12 . 14 236 12.18 

Total 991 100.00 947 100.00 1,938 100.00 

TABLE 14 Distribution of Disabled Population by Onset Age of Disabil ity and Sex 

KUCHA WEREDA 

Male Female Total 
Onset 
Age No % No % No % 

0 -4 Years 329 33.23 179 18.90 508 26.23 
5 - 9 Years 116 11.72 49 5.17 165 8.52 

10 - 14 Years 114 11.52 141 14.89 255 13. 16 
15 - 24 Yea rs 143 14.44 197 20.80 340 17.55 
25 - 34 Years 114 11.52 139 14.68 253 13.06 
35 - 44 Years 73 7.37 102 10.77 175 9.03 45 - 54 Years 37 3.74 73 7. 71 110 5.68 55 + Years 64 6.46 67 7.07 131 6. 76 
Tota l 990 100.00 947 100.00 1,937 100.00 

TABLE 15 Dis!ribution of Disabled Population by Status of Attending 
MedIcal Treatment, Type of Institution and Sex 

ICUCHAWEREDA 

At tendance/ Male Female Total 
Instituti on 

No % % No % No 

Never Attended 
621 63.67 62 .66 613 64.73 1,234 

Not Required 
.15 Termi nated Modern Treatment 3 .32 3 

Comp~eted Modern Treatment 205 20 .69 210 22 . 18 415 21. 41 
Termlnated Traditional Treatment 86 8.68 29 3.06 11 5 5.93 
Completed Traditi ona l Treatment 45 4.54 50 5.28 95 4.90 
Not Stated 28 2.83 39 4.12 67 3.46 

6 .61 3 .32 9 .46 
Tota l 

991 100.00 947 100.00 1,938 100 .00 
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4. Appliance 

Every disabled person was solicit d 
S 

using appliance to overc e to state whether he/she 
wa orne or miti t h bl 
encounte~ed by disability. Those who reporte~at~attt~ P~~d em~ 
use appl1ance were further asked to reas . ey 1. no 
do so. Similarly the disabled that were us 0

1
, nn out lW.hy t hey dldn

l
' t 

d t d g app lance were a so 
requeste 0 r~spon w~ether they visited an ins titution for 
fo llow up, and 1f yes, lts type. 

4.1 Status of Using Appliance 

According to Ta~le 16, the majority (84.6 percent) of the 
disable~ w~re ~o~ ~slng ~ny appliance during the survey period 
fo~ thelr. d~sab1l1t1es w~lle their compliment (1 5 .4 percent) were 
uSlng. Slm1larly, the h1ghest proportion of each of the sexes 
also reported that they did not use any appliance . 

4.2 Reason for not Using Appliance 

The highest proportion (54.8 percent) indicated tha the 
reason for not using appliance was either they didn't know any 
type of appliance that would be helpful for their disabilities 
or no appliance was available any where for use . Those disabled 
who did not use appliance due to financial constraint and lack 
of knowledge about the use of appliance accounted for 15 p rcent 
and 12.9 percent; respectively. Those who said that they didn ' t 
want to use it and service was not available in their vicinity 
constituted 8.6 percent and 4.6 percent; r espectively. No 
disabled mentioned that environmental inconvenience hindered them 
from us ing appliance. Similar pattern was observe d for both males 
and females (see Table 17) . 

Table 18 shows that among the disabled who were not using 
appliance, those who were disabled for 5 -9 years accounted for 
29.6 percent, followed by those disabled for 0 -4 years (19.3 
percent), 15-24 years (17 percent), 10-14 years (~3 . 8 percent) 
and 25 - 34 years (11.1 percent). Those who were dlsabled fo~ a 
very long period (55 years and above) and were not USlng 
appliance constituted a very small proportion (1 .3 percent) . 
This pattern was also true for each of the sexes . 

4.3 Type of Institution for Appliance Fol low up 

Close to one-third (30. 4 percent) of. the di ~a~led population 
Who used appliance reported that they nelther vl s~ted mode~n nor 
traditional institution in search of more ap~roprlate a~pllance. 
Table 19 also shows that relatively a very hlgh . p:oportlo~ ~56.5 
percent) of the disabled were using to V1 Slt .tra~ltl?nal 
institution compared to those who visited modern lnstltutlons 
(7 percent) for follow up. 
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· ·but · f Dl·sabled pnn.lation by Status of Using TABLE 16 Dl strl Ion 0 ....-
Appl i lR:e IRI Sex 

ICUCHA UEREDA 

Male Fema le 

Status of Usi ng 
No X No % App l iance 

139 14.03 160 16.90 Us ing 
852 85.97 787 83. 10 Not Us ing 

Tota l 991 100.00 947 100.00 

TABLE 17 Distribution of Disabled PopIlation ~o do not Use AppL i ance 
by Reason for not Using and Sex 

KUCHA IJ'EREDA 

Male Fema le 
Reason 

No % No % 

Do not Know the Use 128 15.01 84 10. 67 
Financial Constraint 147 17.23 99 12.58 
Service not Avail able 62 7.27 14 1. 78 
Don ' t lIant 53 6.21 88 11.18 
Environmenta l Inconvenience 
Don' t Know Any/No Appli ance 441 51.70 457 58 .07 Others 22 2.58 45 5. 72 
Total 853 100.00 787 100.00 

TABLE 18 Distribution of Disabled PopIlation ~o do not Use Appl iance 
by Duration of Disabil ity and Sex 

ICUCHA IJ'EREDA 

Duration of Disabi l i ty Male Female 
(in years ) No % No 

0 - 4 
5 . 9 

10 - 14 
15 - 24 
25 . 34 
35 . 44 
45 - 54 
55 + 

Tota l 

TABLE 19 

168 19.70 148 241 28.25 244 116 13.60 111 141 16.53 137 108 12.66 74 53 6.21 32 14 1.64 31 12 1.41 10 
853 100.00 787 

D ist~ibution of Disabled Population lila Use 
AR:Jllance bv Type of Institution for Follow ~ 

ICWtA \OB)A 

Type of 
I nsti tuti on 

NU1ter % 

None 
91 Modern 30.43 

Tradit ional 21 7.02 
Not Stated 169 56.52 

18 6.02 
Total 

299 100.00 
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% 

18.81 
31.00 
14.10 
17.41 
9.40 
4.07 
3.94 
1.27 

100 .00 

Total 

No % 

299 15 .43 
1,639 84.57 

1,938 100.00 

Total 

No % 

212 12.93 
246 15.00 
76 4.63 

141 8.60 

898 54.76 
67 4.09 

1,640 100.00 

Total 

No % 

316 19.27 
485 29.57 
227 13 .84 
278 16.95 
182 11 .10 
85 5.18 
45 2.74 
22 1.34 

1,640 100.00 



5. Attitude of Household Members Towards the 

Atti tude of different persons towards th d ' bl 
t A a It f " elsa ed would be 

differen. s resu 0 proXImIty, not - dis bl d 
households that consist the disabled are e a ~ dmembers of ,he 
well ' care of the disabled. To assess the ~i~Ct ed 0 be t kIng 

t rds th d' bl a 1 u e of household 
membe:-s owa e ~sc: ed, the questionnai re included a 
questlon . .The ,da,ta classlfled by relationship of the disabled and 
type of dlsablllty are presented, below, 

5.1 Attitude by Relationship 

Accor:ding to Table 20, the highest proportion (88 , 1 percent) 
of the dlsabled populatlon reported tha t t heir members of 
households did not hide /isolated and kept alone/ them from the 
society, while 3.6 percent stated that their me mbers did 80 . 

Disabled persons who couldn't specify the at ti tude of their 
household members towards them accounted for 2.8 percent. Abou 
5 percent of the disabled population happened t o l i ve alone and 
hence the enquiry was not relevant to them, 

5.2 Attitude by Type of Disability 

The distribution of disabled population by at itude of 
members of the household towards the disabled and type of 
disability is presented in Table 21, The table shows ha 
Locomotor disability accounted for the highes t p ropor ion (50 . 1 
percent) of the total disabled persons that we r e not isol ed , 
Visually disabled population constituted 18 percent . As far as 
disabled population who were living alone a s a single member d 
household are concerned, 57.4 percent of them we r e ha mpered from 
carrying out activities by Locomotor disabili ty , followed by 
'Visual & Aural or Speech' disability (13.9 pe r cen ). 

5.3 Attitude by Causes of Disability 

Table 22 shows 72.4 percent of the di sabled population 
reported that their disabilities occurred after birth due to 
different diseases, followed by Accident (9 . 9. per.cent.) " ~. 9 
percent of the disabled persons indicated that thelr dl sabll~tles 
were induced by complications occurred befor~ /at bIrth. 
Similarly, among those who were hided. by . the~r . ~ousehold 
members, 73.5 percent reported that thelr dl sab ll,ltles were 
caused by different diseases that experienc,ed a~t~r , blrth . Those 
Who reported that Accidents caused their dlsablllt les formed 10 
percent. 
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TABlE 20 
· • ed ~lation by Attitme of MeIIbers of 

Distribltlon of DI~ D' led by Relationship to Head of Household 
ttousdlolds Towards I . 

ICIDIA Io£REDA 

Relationship ---Child of 
Atti tude 

% spouse % Head/Spouse % Others % Total X Head 

559 81.01 322 98.47 529 90.58 299 88.46 1,709 88.'4 Do not Hide 
5 1.53 26 4.45 32 9.47 69 Hide 6 .87 

26 4.45 4 1.18 55 
3.56 

Can't Specify 25 3.62 
100 

2.84 100 14.49 5. '6 Not Appl icable 3 .51 3 .89 6 .3' Not Stated 

Total 690 100.00 327 100.00 584 100 . 00 338 100.00 1,939 100.00 

TABlf 21 Distribltion of Disabled ::tlatian by Attitu:le of ~ of 
Households Towards the Di led and Type of DIsabILIty 

KlDIA \EREDA 

At t itude 

Type of 
Disabil ity Can't Not 

Do not Hide % Hide % Speci fy % Applicable % Total 

VI SUAL 307 17.95 1.45 13 21.31 7 6.93 328 '6.9) AURAL 127 7.43 127 6. ~ VI SUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 102 5.96 5 7.25 17 27.87 14 13.86 138 7.11 LOCOOTOR 856 50.06 30 43.48 23 37.70 58 57.43 967 49.81 HAND 130 7.60 6 8.70 1 1.64 16 15.84 153 7.&1 MENTAL 117 6.84 14 20 .29 131 6.~ LEPROSY 8 .47 3 2.97 11 .11 OTHERS 19 1.11 3 4.92 3 2.97 25 HI MULTI DISABI LITY 44 2.57 13 18.84 4 6.56 61 3.1! 
TOTAL 1,710100.00 69 100.00 61 100.00 101 100.00 1,941 '00.00 

TABLE 22 DistriWtion of Disabled ~lation by Attitlde of Medlers of 
Hwseholds Towards the Di led ad Cause of Disability 

KU:IIA IDEDA 

Cause of Disabili ty 

Att i tude Before/at Af t er Bi rth Accident Birth /Di f f. Diseases/ Armament Ot hers Tota l 

Do not Hide 170 52 1,256 % 9.95 3.04 18 213 1,709 Hide 2 14 73 .49 1.05 12.46 100.00 % 2.90 20 .29 37 1 15 69 Can't Spec ify 5 53.62 1.45 21.74 100.00 % 9.26 38 11 54 Not Appl icable 14 9 70.37 20.37 100.00 % 14.14 9.09 69 2 5 99 Not Sta ted 69.70 2.02 5.05 100.00 % 3 3 6 50.00 50.00 100.00 Total 191 75 % 9.86 3.87 1,403 32 236 1,937 72.43 1.65 12. 18 100. 00 



6. Migration 

All disabled persons were request d t 
h l

' , , e 0 state the number of 
Y
ears t ey were 1 vlng contlnuously l' n th d 

d
' bl d Th e were a ter hey 

became lsa e. ose who mentioned th t th . . 
d 

' b" a ey wer e no Ilvlng 
in the were a Slnce elng dlsabled were c 'd d . d M' t onSl ere as mlgran s 
t o t~e were a. 19ran, s were also asked to i ndica te whe her he 
pr evlOUS ~lace of resldence was urban or r ural . Dat a re ardin 
t hese va rlables are presented below. g 9 

6 . 1 Status and Length of Migration 

A~ong t he disabl~d popu,lation 96. 2 percent repor ed ha 
t~ey dld no~ leave then: p,revlous place of r esidence after being 
dlsab~ed whlle the remalnlng 3.8 percent were migrants . Ou 0 

th~ ~lgrants 34.3 percent and 28.8 percent lef t thei r pl ce 0 
orlg1n for more than 10 years and 1 to 4 years; respectively . The 
Distrib~tion by sex showed different pat t ern . The highes 
proportlon (45.2 percent) of females had l eft the i r prev ious 
pl ace of r e sidence for 5 to 9 years, foll owed by 32 . 3 percent who 
stated t hat they left just for less than a year . However , mos 
of male migrants left their previous place residence for 1 to 4 
years (4 7. 6 percent) and for more than 10 years (4 5 . 2 percen ) 
(see Table 2 3) . 

6.2 Previous and Current Residence 

Regarding the previous place of residence of disab led 
migrants , 87. 3 percent of them migrated from rural areas. Among 
t he disabled migrants who were living in ur ban areas dur ' ng the 
survey p e riod , exactly (50 percent) half of them migr ed f r om 
rural a reas and the rest (41.7 percent) from othe r ur ban areas . 
Simi larly, quite significant proportion (94. 9 percent ) of he 
mi grant - disabled who were living in rur al areas had al so migr ated 
from rur al a r eas out of the wereda (see Table 24) . 

6 . 3 Reason for Migration 

. Migrants who left their previous r e s i dence i~ search of 
Job, food/shelter and appliance, each account ed for sll.ghtly more 
t han one-f ifth. Disabled males who were migrated in search .of 
job and f ood/shelter, each accounted f or abo~t 40 per cent , whlle 
t he corresponding rate for the females was nl l. On the cont r a ry, 
slight l y more disabled females (43.3 percent~ than male~ (on l y 
7 . 1 perc e nt) left their former place of resldence looklng f or 
medical treatment (see Table 25) . 
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TAIIlE 23 Distribution of Disabled p~l~ticr:' I?t Status ad Lervth of 
Migration Since the onset of Disability and Sex 

KIDIA 1o£IIEDA. 

Male Female . Total 

Status and Length No % No % No % of Migration 

Total 992 100.00 948 100.00 1,940 100.00 

Non Migrants 950 95.77 917 96.73 

Migrants 42 4.23 31 3.27 
< 1 Year 3 7.14 10 32.26 
1-4 Years 20 47.62 1 3.23 
5-9 Years 14 45.16 
10+ Years 19 45.24 6 19.35 

TABLE 24 Distribution of Disabled Population YIo are Mignms by Place of 
Previous Residence rd Clrrent Residence 

Current Residence 

Previous Residence Urban Rural 
No % No % 

Urban 5 41.67 3 5.08 
Rural 6 50.00 56 94.92 
Not Stated 1 8.33 

Total 12 100.00 59 100.00 

TABLE 25 

1,867 

73 
13 
21 
14 
25 

Tota l 
No % 

8 11.27 
62 87.32 
1 1.41 

71 100.00 

D!stril;1ution of Disabled Population YIo are Migrants by Reascn f 
MIgration rd Sex or 

IClDIA IEREDA 

Reason for Male FemaLe 
Migration No % No % 

In Search of FoodVSheLter 16 38.10 In Search of Job 
In Search of Medical Treatment 17 40.48 
In Search of Appliance 

3 7.14 Others 13 43 .33 
Not Stated 6 14.29 15 50.00 

2 6.67 
Total 

42 100.00 30 100.00 
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96.24 

3.76 
17.81 
28.77 
19.18 
34.25 

Total 

No % 

16 22.22 
17 23.61 

16 22.22 
21 29.17 
2 2.78 

72 100.00 



7. Y.,ocational Training 

In order to assess whether the di bl d 
vocational training, the survey incl~~ede person~ h d a ende 
aged 15 years and over. Those who res on

a quest~on ,?r hose 
this enquiry were further asked to indicaPt dtehd afflrmatlve~y, 0 

h d tt d d · d h e e t ype of ralnlng 
they a a en e , ~n t ose who reported t ha t the ha no 
attended. we.re asked 1f they had any interes t to atte:d and if 
yes, to 1nd1cate the type of training they p f Th ' 
data are presented below. r e er . e resulting 

7.1 Status and Type of Training Attended 

About 9 out of 10 disabled persons aged 15 years and over 
state? that they had never attended any vocational training . 0 
the d1sabled aged 15 y~ars and over, 5.9 pe r cent r epor e ha 
they. h a d attended A\3'r1cultu7a~ training and 4 .2 percen t did 
Hand1craf t and Technlcal tra1nlng. The patter n was simil r for 
active disabled population only. Among t he i nact i ve disa led 
populat i on relatively more (4.9 percent) of t he m had a ended 
Handicraft and Technical than Agricultural trai n ing (2 . 1 perc en ) 
(see Table 26) . 

7. 2 Status and Type of Training Prefe r red 

Table 2 7 indicates that 7.3 percent o f t he di sabl ed 
populat ion aged 15 years and above who had never at ende 
vocational training stated that they do not wan t to a end any 
t raining i n the future. On the other hand, those who had he 
desire to a ttend Agricultural, Handicraft and Technical training 
accounted for 29.9 percent, 9.6 percen t and 2 . 7 p rcen i 

respective l y. About a quarter (24.6 percent ) prefe rred tr ining 
of different kinds other than stated above . Disabled persons who 
sta ted t hat they like to undertake vocational training but cou ld 
not distingui sh any of the different kinds accounted for 25.4 
percent. 

Among the disabled males aged 15 years and ,above th~t,had 
not attended but had the interest to attend voca t l onal tra1n1ng , 
43 .2 perc ent, 5.6 percent and 5.3 percent repor~ ed tha~ ,hey 
prefer to attend Agricultural, Handicraft and Techn1cal tra1nlng i 
respect i vely. On the other hand, about a qua rter (24 . 6 percent ) 
of the females stated that they would like to attend other 
trainings such as typing horne-economics, ... e t c. , followe d by 
18.4 percent and 13 per~ent who mentioned ,that they prefer 
Agricultural and Handicraft training; respe ct1vely. 

87 



TABlE 26 
Di~triWtiCl'l of Disabled pClpJlatiCl'l Aged ~5. Years and over- by 
Attendara of vocational Training a'd l\ctlV1ty Status 

KUCiIA I8EDA 

--------------==~=------------Activity Status 

AttendanCe 
Active Inactive 

No % No % 
Total 

No % 

Never Attended 
580 85.80 808 92.66 1,388 89.66 

Agricul tural 73 10.80 18 2.06 

Handicraft and Technical 22 3.25 43 4.93 

Others 1 .15 3 .34 
6~1 5.88 
4 4.20 

.26 

Total 676 100.00 872 100.00 1,548 100.00 

TABlE 'B Disabled PqlUlatiCl'l Aged 15 Years and OVer lotio have not Attenied 
Vocational Trainil1l by Status ad Type of Training Preferred and Sex 

IClDIA Y38)A 

Male Female Both Sexes 
Status! 
Training Preferred No % No % No % 

Do not Want 42 6.52 59 7.93 101 7.28 

Agricultural 278 43.17 137 18.41 415 29.90 
Hardicraft 36 5.59 97 13.04 133 9.58 
Technical 34 5.28 3 .40 37 2.67 
Other Trainings 159 24.69 183 24.60 342 24.64 
Don't Know 91 14.13 261 35. 08 352 25.36 
Not Stated 4 .62 4 .54 8 .58 

Total 644 100.00 744 100.00 1,388 100.00 
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8. Handicap 

Each disability type does not necess '1 1 d' b' 1 " ar1 y ea 0 han ica ' 
Handicap, as 1sa 1, 1ty, lS one of the major socia l problems 
be given due att~nt1on. An attempt was made to assess 
and type of hand1cap., Every disabled person wa s ske 
whether he! she, w,as d1sadvantaged to some oppor uni ies 
his /~er d1sab1l1ty. Those who responded t ha hey 
hand1capped we:r:e further ask~d to indicate type s 0 op or 
they were ~and1capped ~o. F1ve specific types of h n ic p were 
listed. Th1S ~ect:o~ d1scusses this variable in r ela ion to sex 
and type of d1sab1l1ty. 

8.8 .1 Status and Type of Handicap 

Of the total disabled population aged 5 years nd over , 94 
percent were handicapped ~o different advantages . Only percen 
were found to be not hand1capped. About one - third (32 . 4 percen ) 
of the di s abled disclosed that they were handicapped 0 Social 
Integration . This was followed by 26.7 percent, 1 5 . 3 percen an 
10.6 percent of the disabled aged 5 years and above who epor ed 
that they were Occupational, Environmental Convenience and 
Training handicapped; respectively. Almost similar pa ern 
observed f or females. For males; however, the highest p opor 
(28 percent ) of them were handicapped to occupation , follow 
Social Integrat ion (25.7 percent), Training (14.8 percent) an 
Environmental Convenience (13.2 percent) (see Table 28) . 

8 .2 Type of Handicap by Type of Disability 

Tabl e 29 shows that most of the specified disabil ' y ypes 
primarily l ed to Social Integrational handicap, This included : ­
Aural, 'Visual & Aural or Speech' and Mental disabili ties , O~ he 
contrary, Visua l & Hand disabilities mainly l~d t~ ~ccup lonal 
handicap . Populat ion who had other types of d1S~b1 l1 Y repor ed 
that they were primarily handicapped to Occupat1on. Th da 

also indicate that among the total persons with Leprosy , Hand n 
Visual disabili ty, 54.6 percent, 19.1 percent and 10. 5 percen ; 
respect i vely, were not handicapped. 
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TAIIlf 2.11 
_ _ _ of D-sabled Pq1Ilation Aged 5 Years II'd OVer by 

Dlstrlbutlon_ !nd SeX 
Type of Hrdlcap 

IClDIA .aEDA 

Male Female Total 

Type of Handi cap No % No . % No % 

86 8.93 26 2.91 112 6.04 
Not Handicap 

142 14.75 55 6. 17 197 10.62 
Training 270 28 .04 225 25.22 495 26.68 
OCcL4l8t i on 247 25.65 354 39.69 601 32.40 
social Integrat ion 127 13.19 157 17.60 284 15.31 Envi rormental convenience 

79 8.20 74 8.30 153 8.25 
Sel f Care 12 1.25 1 .1 1 13 .70 Other 

Total 963 100.00 892 100.00 1,855 100.00 

TAIIlf "l9 Distribution of Disabled Pq1Ilation Aged 5 Years II'd OVer by Type of 
Handi cap an:! D i sabil i ty 

ICOCIIA IBEDA 

Type of Handicap 

Type of 
Not Social Envi ronnenta l Self Disabil ity Others Total 
Handicap Training OCcupati on Integ. Convenience Care 

VI SUAL 33 21 111 73 25 40 10 Jil 
% 10.54 6.71 35.46 23.32 7.99 12.78 3.19 100.00 

AURAL 6 10 29 67 5 117 
% 5.13 8.55 24.79 57.26 4.27 100.00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 55 11 58 15 139 
% 39.57 7.91 41 . 73 10 .79 100. 00 

LOCCJ1OTOR 42 81 225 320 245 25 2 940 
% 4.47 8.62 23.94 34 .04 26.06 2.66 .21 100. 00 

HAND 25 3 61 23 18 1 131 
% 19.08 2_29 46.56 17.56 13.74 _76 100.00 

MENTAL 22 33 40 33 118 
% 17.19 25.78 31_25 25.78 100.00 

LEPROSY 6 5 11 
% 54.55 45.45 100. 00 

OTHERS 15 3 4 11 
% 100.00 68.18 13 _64 18.18 

/IlIL TI DISABILI TY 6 10 12 11 16 
55 

% 100.00 10.91 18. 18 21.82 20.00 29. 09 
TOTAL 112 198 13 1,856 

% 495 601 285 152 6.03 10.67 26.67 32_38 15.36 8.19 .70 100.00 -
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D. MASHA-ANDERACHA 





1, 

MASHA ANDERACHA WEREDA 

Demogr aphic and Social Characteristics of 
Not- Disabled Population Disab ed and 

D. 

1.1 Age and Sex Distribution 

Every member of the households with disabled member(s) in 
t he selected Farmers' Association/Kebeles was asked 0 s a e 
his/h~r, age and sex. The, dis~r~bution of the popula ion 
class~f led by a ge, sex and d~sablllty status is presented . n 
Table 1. The t able shows that 2.1 percent of the popula ion in 
Masha Anderacha Wereda were found to be disable . The 
distribution by sex shows higher disability rate for males (2 . 5 
percent ) than for - females (1.8 percent), This pattern was rue 
i n majority of the age-groups. The table fu rther reve I s ha 
disabil ity rate increased as age advanced, except in he age ­
group 30-44 years. The rate varied between 0 .5 percent , for ge 
0-14 and 6.9 percent, for age 60 years and above. 

1 .2 Distribution of Conventional Households and Household 
Heads 

Table 2 depicts that among heads of households in Mash 
Ander acha Wereda, 6 .3 percent were disabled. In t his w red 
it was observed that disability was more preva l ent among em 1 
heads (8.4 percent) than among male heads (5 , 8 percen ). 

Table 3 shows that among the househo l ds whi ch cons ' s d 
disabled member( s), over 90 percent reported that they h. only 
one disabled member. About 7 percent of the households wh~ch h d 
di s ab led member (s) indicated that they consisted 2 disab e d 
persons. The average number of disabled pe r sons per househol w s 
es t i mated to b e 1.1. 

1. 3 Educational Characteristics 

Data on educational characteristics of the popu~a ion 
collected in this survey refer to literacy status and h~gh~s~ 
grade c ompleted. Each person aged, 5 ,years and a:o~~ ~:~e~:t: i 
whether he/she was literate or ~ll1terate , an t t' the 
h ' h d F 'mplicity of presen a ~on , 
~g est grade complete. or s~ i hest leve l atta ined . 

hIghest completed grades are comp~led by hD gf' abl e ' stands for 
I~ Highest Level Attained, , Level not ti~n ~~s no t definable , 
lIterate persons whose level of, educa b a t tend i ng rel igious 
representing those who achieved l,~ter~~l:' by self effort and 
schools (Church schools i or Qura~l1c s~ Tabl~ 4 , below. 
study, .. . e tc . The results are g~ ven ~n 

" t about half (4 6.4 percent) 
The compiled data ~nd~cate tha and above were literate. 

of the wereda population aged 10 years rs and over about 22 
Of t he disabled population, aged 10 rea the not -disabled was 
Percent were literate . Th~s rate O~ata also indicate that 
~~served to be about 47 percent. Thtemales for each disabili ty 
Iteracy was high for males than for substantia l amo g he 

status. However, the difference was more 
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d' bl d ' e 17 8 percent literate males compared to 4 
1.sa e

t 
'l'1.te· ra' 'te f~males. The distribution of t he liter ,4 

perc en 1. h t th " ate 
population by educational level shows t a e .ma]Orlty (slightl 
over three-fifth) had primary level of educatlon. .This was tru~ 
for both the disabled (46.1 percent~ and not -dlsabled (68 .3 
percent) population. Disabled populatlC~n who had secondary and 
above secondary level of. educ~tlon con~tltuted about 3 4.3 percent 
whi l e the not-disabled ln thlS educatlonal category formed 26 1 
percent of the respective population. . 

1. 4 Marital Status 

Marital status was one of the social vari ables i ncluded in 
t he que s tionnaire. Each person aged 10 years and over was asked 
if he /she was single or ever married. The data in Table 5 show 
t ha t the highest proportion (48.4 percent) of t h e disabled were 
marr i ed, followed by single (28.4 percent) . On t he other hand the 
propor t ion of single and married for the not d isabled was 45. 2 
percent each. The same pattern was true fo r each sex/ except 
that f o r t he no~-disabled females the proportion of married (48. 3 
percent ) was hlgher than that of single (36.6 percent ) . 
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TABlE 1 
DistribJtian of Pqlulation by Broad Age Iircq) D·sabT • 1 1 1 ty StatJa II'd Sea 

MSIIA-AIIlERACItA \EJtEDA 

Disabi lity Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Disabled Total 
Sex 

Nurber % Nurber % NlIIber " 
o - 14 Years 110 Both Sexes .53 20,589 99.47 20, 699 100 .00 

Male 52 .48 10,868 99.52 
Fema le 58 .59 

10,920 100.00 
9,721 99.41 9, 779 100 .00 

15 - 29 Years 
Both Sexes 223 2.66 8,162 97.34 8,385 100 .00 
Male 141 3.37 4,042 96.63 4,183 100.00 
Female 82 1.95 4,120 98. 05 4,202 100.00 

30 - 44 Years 
Both Sexes 146 2.59 5,492 97.41 5,638 100 .00 
Male 91 6.06 1,410 93.94 1, 501 100 .00 
Female 55 1.33 4,082 98.67 4,137 100 .00 

45 - 59 Years 
Both Sexes 150 4.72 3,026 95.28 3,176 100.00 

Ma le 56 4.48 1,193 95.52 1,249 100.00 

Female 94 4.88 1,833 95.12 1,927 100 .00 

60 + Years 
Both Sexes 227 6.90 3,064 93 .10 3,291 100.00 

Male 128 9.96 1,157 90 .04 1,285 100 .00 

Female 99 4.94 1,907 95 .06 2,006 100 .00 

Total 
Both Sexes 856 2.08 40,333 97.92 41 ,189 100 .00 

Ma le 468 2.45 18,670 97.55 19,138 100 .00 

Female 388 1.76 21 ,663 98 .24 22 ,051 100.00 

TABLE 2 Distrib.rtian of COnYentional Household IIeeds by Age GI"Olp, Disabil i ty Statui .-d Sell 

IlASIIA-AII>ERACI\A IoEREDA 

Disability Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Di sabled Total 

Sex NUTtIer " NlJ1f:)er % 
Nurber % 

10 . 24 Years 503 95.09 529 100 .00 
Both Sexes 26 4.91 
Male 18 3.58 485 96.42 503 100 .00 

Female 8 30.77 18 69.23 26 100 .00 

25 - 39 Years 1,685 94 .19 1,789 100 .00 
Both Sexes 104 5.81 94.80 1, 578 100.00 
Male 82 5.20 1,496 

Fema le 22 10.43 189 89.57 21 1 100.00 

40 - 54 Years 4.04 1,803 95 .96 1,879 100.00 
Both Sexes 76 95 .59 1,269 100.00 
Male 56 4.41 1,213 

96.72 610 100.00 
Fema le 20 3.28 590 

55 + Years 1,494 90.27 1,655 100 .00 

Both Sexes 161 9.73 91.52 1,485 100.00 

Male 126 8.48 1,359 
79 .41 170 100.00 

Female 35 20.59 135 

Total 5,485 93 .73 5,852 100.00 

Both Sexes 367 6.27 
4,553 94 .17 4, 835 100 .00 

Ma le 282 5.83 932 91.64 1,017 100.00 

Female 85 8.36 
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TABLE 3 
· . . f IIcUleholds with DiSabled ~ Dlstrdutlon 0. HcU;ehold 

by IUD!r of Dlsabled PersonS per 

MASHA-AII)ERACIIA .aEDA 

Households 

Disabled Persons 
per Household NUTber % 

1 Person 740 92.62 
58 7. 26 2 Persons 1 . 13 3 Persons 

4 Persons 
5 Persons 
6 Persons 
7 Persons 
8 Persons 
9 Persons 
10 + Persons 

799 100.00 Total Households 

Numer of Disabled Persons 858 

Ave. Disabled Persons/HH 1.1 

TAIIlE 4 Distribution of Pqlulation Aged 10 Years and OVer by HiWiest 
Eda:ational LeYel Attained. Disability Status and Sex 

MSHA-AImERACHA IDEDA 

Disability Status 
Literacy Status/ 
Level Attained! Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Sex 
Numer % NUTber % NUTber % 

TOTAL 
Both Sexes 803 100.00 25,303 100.00 26,106 100.00 
Hale 438 54.55 10,310 40.75 10,748 41.17 
Female 365 45.45 14,993 59.25 15,358 58.83 

ILLITERATE 
Both Sexes 625 77.83 13,362 52 .81 13,987 53.58 
Hale 295 36.74 3,632 14.35 3,927 15.04 
Female 330 41.10 9,730 38.45 10,060 38.54 

LITERATE 
Both Sexes 178 22.17 11,941 47.19 12,119 46. 42 
Hale 143 17.81 6,678 26.39 6.821 26.13 
Female 

Level not Definable 
35 4.36 5,263 20.80 5,298 20.29 

Both Sexes 35 19.66 678 5.68 713 ' 5.88 
Hale 28 15.73 252 2.11 280 2.31 Female 

Primary /Grade 1·6/ 7 3.93 426 3.57 433 3.57 
Both Sexes 82 46.07 8,150 68.25 8,232 67.93 Hale 
Female 66 37.08 4,535 37.98 4,601 37.97 

Secordary /Grade 7·12/ 16 8.99 3,615 30.27 3,631 29.96 
Both Sexes 53 29.78 2,947 3,000 24.75 Hale 24.68 
Female 42 23.60 1,743 14.60 1,785 14.73 

Above Secordary 11 6.18 1, 204 10. 08 1,215 10.03 
Both Sexes 8 4.49 1.44 Hale 166 1.39 174 
Female 7 3.93 148 1.24 155 1.28 

1 .56 - 18 .1 5 19 .16 
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TABLE 5 
Distribution of Pqlulation Aged 10 Years Ini Over ~ liar· l sex am Disabi l ity Status 1ta Status, 

MSIIA-NmERACIIA IBmA 

- Disability Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Disabled Totel 
Sex 

NLlJ'ber " NUlDer " NUlDer X 

Single 228 28.39 11,447 Both Sexes 45.24 11,675 44.72 

Male 144 32.88 5,958 57.79 6,102 56.77 
Female 84 23.01 5,489 36.61 5,573 36 . 28 

Married 389 48.44 11,435 Both Sexes 45.19 11,824 45.29 

Male 264 60.27 4,187 40.61 4,451 41.41 

Female 125 34.25 7,248 48.34 7,373 48.00 

Divorced 59 7.35 Both Sexes 666 2.63 725 2.78 

Male 29 6.62 49 .48 78 .73 

Female 30 8.22 617 4.11 647 4.21 

lIidowed 127 15.82 Both Sexes 1,756 6.94 1,883 7.21 

Male 1 .23 116 1.13 117 1.09 

Female 126 34.52 1,640 10.94 1,766 11.50 

Not Stated 
Total 

Both Sexes 803 100.00 25,304 100.00 26,107 100.00 

Male 438 100.00 10,310 100.00 10,748 100 .00 

Female 365 100.00 14,994 100.00 15,359 100.00 
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2. 
Economic Characteristics of Disabled and Not-Dis~ 
population. 

" about economic characteristics of the popul t ' 
EnqulrJd,esd to population aged 10 years and OVer a

E 
lon 

were forwar e ,, ', t h ther hel s h ' Ve 
l' 'ble person was ' asked to sta ewe e was engaged ' 

:n~g;roductive activit,ies during the re~erence period (12 mont~s 
prior to the survey tlme). Those wh~ dld not work were further 
asked to state the reason why they dld not work and their mean; 
of livelihood. As regard, to those who ~ad ever b een engaged i 
productive activity (du:nng an,d some tlme before the reference 
period), data on major lndustrlc:-l grou~s, c:nd employment status 
were collected. Each of these lssues 1S d1 scussed below, 

2.1 Activity Status 

Table 6 shows that about half of t he disabled population 
were active. It was observed that there were more male disabled 

(63.2 percent) who were economically act ive than t heir fema e 
counterparts (34.9 percent). However, the reverse was true for 
the inactive-disabled population. This pat tern was also true for 
the not-disabled population. The activity rates for the disabled 
population increased with age up to age 54 y ears where i 
declined thereafter. 

2.2 Reason for not Working 

Slightly over three-quarter (76.2 percent) of the inactive, 
di s abled population reported that they did not work in the 
reference period because of their disabi l ity, fol lowed by t~~ 
who were homemakers (12.2 percent) . The r emaining insignificant 
proportion of the inactive-disabled population accounted for the 
rest, of t,he reasons. The highest proportion (59. 6 percent ) of 
the lnactlve-not-disabled population state d that their reason for 
not working was because they were students. Those who asserted 
tha t they did not work during the referenc e period because they 
were homemakers accounted for about a quar t er (see Table 7), 

2.3 Means of Livelihood 

Th~ oV,erwhelming majority (99 percent) o f the inact i~e 
pop~latlon ln Masha Anderacha wereda we re d e p e ndent on t helf 
famlly member~. This means of livelihoo d accounted for 99. 2 
pe rcent for dlsabled, and 98 6 percent for not -disabled (see 
Table 8). . 

2.4 Major Industrial Groups 

. T~e ec~:momically active population who had ever been enga~ed 
ln pro uctlve ~ctivities were classified i n major indust Ila 
groups, The maJor " ' culture, 
Industry (Elect . ,groups, l? thlS category included Agrl uring) 
and service ( h rtclty , Mlnlng, Construction, and Manufac~ ted). 
Table 9 shows w 9~ ~sale, retail, banking, transport and re :rcent 
o f the econom' il perc~nt of the disabled and about 93 p ngaged 
i n agricult lcla y,a~t~ve not-disabled population were e 

ura actlvltles. 
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Employment Status an~ Unemployment Rate 
2.5 - .. , I 'J 

Table 10 sho.ws that' :'6,8-.4 percent of the economically ac ive ­
d ' sabled populatl.on _w.~J;,e~ - self employed, while the correspondi 
~oportion for . the no~-dl.sabled was 40.7 percent. Unpa id amily 

p kers const1.tuted 27.5 percent of the disabled while he 
~~~resP(:mding rate was 53.2 percent for the not - d is l e d 
populatl.On . 

The data in Table 11 ,reveal that no disabled economically 
ct~:ve persons , repor~.ed that h7/ she was, unemp loyed I w~ile l . 6 
~ercent of the-economl.cally actl.ve not-dl.sabled populat lon were 
found to be unemployed . 

" 

"Ii.~ , 

_·c, :;, \ 

\ , 

. .1 ', 
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TAIlE 6 
PqxJlation Aged 10 Years ant Oller by Disabi l ity Status, 
Activity Status, Age GMll4' ard SeX 

IIASIIA -NI)ERACHA IoBIEDA 

Age Gr~ 

Activity 10 . 24 25 . 39 40 . 54 55 + Total 
Disabi l i ty 

DISABLED 
Active 

82 114 100 113 409 Both Sexes 
X 37.44 72.61 67.11 40.79 51.00 

Male 66 77 47 87 277 
X 52.80 74.76 83.93 56.49 63.24 

Female 16 37 53 26 132 
X 17.02 68.52 56.99 21.14 36.26 

Inactive 
43 49 164 393 Both Sexes 137 

X 62.56 27.39 32.89 59.21 49.00 
Male 59 26 9 67 161 

X 47.20 25.24 16.07 43.51 36.76 
Female 78 17 40 97 232 

X 82.98 31.48 43.01 78.86 63.74 
Total 

Both Sexes 219 157 149 277 802 
X 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Male 125 103 56 154 438 
X 57.08 65 .61 37.58 55.60 54.61 

Female 94 54 93 123 364 
X 42.92 34.39 62.42 44.40 45.39 

NOT 
DISABLED 

Active 
Both Sexes 4,474 4,350 3,188 2,439 14,451 

X 35.74 82.46 81.45 67.79 57.11 
Male 2,499 1,795 1,281 1,292 6,867 

X 43.03 98.30 98.61 93.76 66.60 
Female 1,975 2,555 1,907 1,147 7,584 

X 29.43 74.08 72.93 51.67 50.58 
Inactive 

Both Sexes 8,044 925 726 1,159 10'2854 
X 64.26 17.54 18.55 32.21 4 .89 

Male 3,309 31 18 86 3,444 
X 56.97 1.70 1.39 6.24 33.40 

Female 4,735 894 708 1,073 7,410 
Yo 70.57 25.92 27.07 48.33 49.42 

Total 
Both Sexes 12,518 5,275 3,914 3,598 25,305 

" 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Male 5,808 1,826 1,299 1,378 10,311 

X 46.40 34.62 33.19 38.30 40.75 
Female 6,710 3,449 2,615 2,220 14,994 

Yo 53.60 65.38 66.81 61.70 59.25 
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TABLE 7 
Distribution of P~ ~ di~_not_~ lUi .... the last 12 Manths 
by Reason for not Yorlor1J ird Dlsal:nhty Status ' 

. r ! MSIIA-AIIlERACIIA IERBIA -- D i sabil i ty Status 

Reason for 
Disabled Not Disabled Total 

not \lorking Nuri:ler % NUJter % NUJter % ---Job seekers :. 
ZZ7 2.03 227 1.96 

Had Job ~t Did not Work 107 .96 107 .93 

sttt!ents 
21 5.32 6,658 59.61 6,679 57.75 

HCXII!fMKers 
48 12.15 2,774 24.83 2,8ZZ 24.40 

301 76.20 
Disabled 17 4.30 715 

301 2.60 
6.40 732 6.33 

Too yOU'19 5 1.27 364 3.26 369 3.19 
pensioners 3 .76 325 2.91 328 2.84 
others 

Total 
395 100.00 11,170 100.00 11,565 100.00 

TABlE 8 Distribution of Persons \110 did not Work Dlri .... the last 12 Months 
by Means of Livelihood, Disability Status ad Sex 

MSIfA-A/IBACIIA \EIIEDA 

Disabil ity Status 

Means of Livel ihood 
Sex Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Dependent on Fami l y Merrbers 390 11,011 11,401 
Both Sexes:. 

% 99.24 98.58 98.60 

Ma le 
159 3,371 3,530 

% 
98.76 97.88 97.92 

Fema le 
231 7,640 7,871 

% 
99.57 . 98.89 98.91 

Pension, House AllOwance, 
House Rent 36 36 

Both Sexes 
% 

.32 .31 

Male 
18 18 

% 
.52 .50 
18 18 

Fema le .23 .23 
% 

Support from non Household MenDers 31 31 
Both Sexes .26 .27 

% 
Male 

% 31 31 

Female .40 .39 

% 
From Govt. and Other Organi zati ons 1 74 75 

Both Sexes 
.65 

% 
.25 .66 37 37 

Male 1.07 1.03 

% 1 37 38 

Female .48 .48 

% 
.43 

Others 18 20 

Both Sexes 
2 .16 .17 

% 
.51 18 20 

Male 
2 .52 .55 

% 
1.24 

Female 
% 

Tota l 393 11,170 11 ,563 

Both Sexes 100.00 100 .00 

% 
100.00 3,444 

3,605 

Male 
161 30.83 

31 .18 

% 
40.97 7,726 

7,958 

Female 
232 69. 11 

68.82 

% 
59.03 
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TABLE 9 
Distribution of Econaaically Active PqlUlation by Major 
IrdJStrial GnqJ, Disabil ity Status and Sex 

MSHA-AII>ERACHA Y3lEDA 

Disability Status 

Industrial Group Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Agriculture 399 13,399 13,798 Both Sexes 
r. 97.32 92.74 92.87 

Male 271 6,442 6,713 ,-
X 97.83 93.82 93.98 

Female 128 6,957 7,085 
r. 96.24 91.76 91.83 

Industry 
Both Sexes 1 73 74 

r. .24 .51 .50 
Male 1 55 56 

% .36 .80 .78 
Female 18 18 

% .24 .23 
Services 

Both Sexes 7 719 726 
X 1.71 4.98 4.89 

Male 4 369 373 
r. 1.44 5.37 5.22 

Female 3 350 353 
% 2.26 4.62 4.58 

Others 
Both Sexes 3 257 260 

% .73 1.78 1.75 
Male 1 1 

% .36 .01 
Female 2 257 259 

% 1.50 3.39 3.36 
Total 

Both Sexes 410 14,448 14,858 
% 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Male 277 6,866 7,143 
% 67.56 47.52 48.08 

Female 133 7,582 7,715 
% 32.44 52.48 51.92 
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TABLE 10 Distribution of Ec:uarically Active Papulation by Disabit ity Status 
EllplO)'lEl1t Status and Sex ' 

MSIIA-AIIIERAaIA 'DEllA 

·Disability Status 
Employment Status 

Disabled % , Not Disabled % Total % 

E""loyer 5 1.22 5 .03 
Sel f Errployed . 281 68.37 5,878 40.68 6,159 41.45 
Government Errployee 7 1.70 498 3.45 505 3.40 
Pri vate Errployee 2 .49 18 .12 20 .13 

PrcdJcer or Servi ce 
Co-operative Errployee 3 .73 110 .76 113 .76 

Unpaid Family ~orkers 113 27.49 7,687 53.20 7,800 52.49 

Others 257 1.78 257 1.73 

Tota l 411 100.00 14,448 100.00 14,859 100.00 

TABLE H Distribution of Ec:uarically Active Papulation by Disabit ity Status, 
Ylether Ellployed Dlrirv the Reference Period nt lhIIplC¥Eflt Rate ('00) 

MSIIA-NmEIIACIIA I&EDA 

U~loyed 

Without With 
Disabi lity Status Errployed Work ~rk U~loyment 

Experience Experience Total Rate 

Disabled 410 

Not Disabled 14, 223 208 18 226 1.56 

Total 14,633 208 18 226 1.52 
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3. Type, Severity and Causes of Disability and Medical 
Treatment. 

Every disabled person was requested to indicate the type of 
disability he/she was suffering from. These.per~ons.w~r~ further 
asked to state the severity and cause of thelr dlsabllltles. The 
age on which the disability commenced and ~hether the disabled 
had ever attended medical treatment, and lf yes I the type of 
institution visited were also considered in the survey. 

3.1 Type and Severity of Disability 

Nearly 40 percent of the disabled pop~lation in the wereda 
were Locomotor disabled, followed by Vlsually and Aurally 
disabled, about a quarter and 7.6 percent i respectively. 
Leprosy was found to be the least (3 percent) type of disability 
among the wereda population. This pattern was true for females. 
For males; however, the distribution of disabilities other than 
Locomotor and Visual depicted a slightly different pattern. The 
data also show that Partial Blindness was relatively the most 
prevalent (17.9 percent) impairment type observed in the wereda. 
This was followed by Elephantiasis and Paralysis of Leg(s) which 
accounted for about 13 percent and 9 percent; respectively (see 
Table 12(a)). 

The distribution of the disabled population by sex and 
disability and impairment type, as presented in Table 12 (b), 
shows that 54.7 percent were males and 45.3 percent were females. 
Some disability types were found to be more prevalent for males 
and some for females. For instance, Hand (69.4 percent), Multi 
(59.5 percent), Locomotor (59.4 percent) and Visual (57.8 
percent) were dominant for males than for females. On the other 
hand, disability types like, Aural (75.4 percent), Mental (58.8 
percent) and Leprosy (53.9 percent) were common for females. 

3.2 Causes of Disability 

Slightly over to 60 percent of the disabled population 
stated that their causes of disabilities accounted for different 
diseases that occurred after birth. Accident, the second 
specified cause of disability, formed 10 percent. Disabilities 
that took place in the womb of the mother (i.e. before and at 
birth) constituted 9.6 percent. The least caus~ of disability 
indi~ated was Armament (8.2 percent) . Causes different from those 
m~ntloned above accounted for about 11 percent. Different 
dlseases were the major causes disabilities for each sex. 
Armament was the s~cond important cause of disability for m~les 
(13.2.percent), whlle disabilities that occurred before/at blrth 
occupled the second position for females (8.2 percent) . Accident 
was the third major cause of disability for both males and 
females(12.2 percent and 7.4 percent; respectively). 

3.3 Onset Age of Disability 

Th~ highest proportion (21.3 percent) of the disabled 
populatlon reported that the onset age of their disabilities waS 
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t he age of infancy and early childhood (i.e . , 0-4 years) 
f ollowed by ages 25-34, and 55 and over, each constituting about 
15 percent. Those who reported that their onset age of 
disabi l ities was betwe.en 15 and 24 years, and 10 and 14 years 
accou nte d for 13 percent and 12 percent; respectively. Table 14 
further ~eveals that ~ge 5-9 years was observed to be the least 
onset age of disability (4.2 percent). 

3.4 Medical Treatment 

About 18 percent of the disabled population had comple ted 
modern medical treatment and about one - tenth had terminated 
attendance before >completing the treatment. About 5 percent had 
comPteted/ terminated :-traditional treatment. Only 2.8 percent of 
t he, ,:disabled stated t ·hat their disabilities did not require any 
type . of ',t reatment ~pd hence had not visited any medical 
ins:1:itution . On the :other hand, more than three - fifth (64.8 
percent ) " of the disabled visited neither modern nor traditional 
inst.-itution , which followed that about half of the disable d 
ma l es a rid s ightly over four-fifth of the disabled femal e s 
reported that they had never attended any medical treatment (see 

Table 1 5) . 
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TABlE 12(8) Distributim of Disabled population by Type and SeVerity of 
Disabil ity and Sex 

MSIIA-AJl)ERACIIA \BEDA 

Male Female Total 

Disability Type/ NUTtler % Severity 
Nurber % NurCer X 

VISUAL DISABILITY 123 26.17 90 23.14 213 24.80 
Total Bl inctless 19 4.04 40 10.28 59 6.87 
Partial Blindness / one/two eyes / 104 22.13 50 12.85 154 17.93 

AURAL DISABILITY 16 3.40 49 12.60 65 7.57 
Total Deafness 16 4.11 16 1.86 
Partial Deafness / one/two ears / 16 3.40 33 8.48 49 5.70 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 28 5.96 24 6.17 52 6.05 

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY 200 42.55 137 35.22 337 39.23 
One or Both Legs ArrpJtation 26 5.53 5 1.29 31 3.61 
One or Both Legs Paralysis 50 10.64 23 5.91 73 8.50 
Short Leg 17 3.62 5 1.29 22 2.56 
Leg Deformity 38 8.09 3 .n 41 4.77 
Elephantiasis 44 9.36 63 16.20 107 12.46 
Other Related Impairments 25 5.32 38 9.n 63 7.33 

HAND DISABILITY 34 7.23 15 3.86 49 5.70 
One or Both Arms ArrpJtation 
One or Both Arms Paralysis 18 3.83 5 1.29 23 2.68 
Other Related Impairments 16 3.40 10 2.57 26 3.03 

MENTAL DISABILITY 21 4.47 30 7.71 51 5.94 
Insanity or Mental Retardation 10 2.13 10 2.57 20 2.33 
Epilepsy 11 2.34 20 5.14 31 3.61 
Other Related Impairments 

LEPROSY 12 2.55 14 3.60 26 3.03 

OTHER DISABILITIES 11 2.34 13 3.34 24 2.79 

MULTI DISABILITY 25 5.32 17 4.37 42 4.89 

TOTAL 470 100.00 389 100.00 859 100.00 
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TABLE 1Z(b) Distribution of Disabled Population by Type am severity of 
D i sabil i ty am Sex '. ' . 

. MSI\A-A/IlERACIIA \oDEDA 

Male Female Total 

Disability Type/ 
Severity Nurber % Nurber " Nurber " 

VISUAL DISABILITY 123 57.75 90 42.25 213 100.00 

Total Bl irdness 19 32.20 40 67.80 59 100.00 

Partial Blindness / one/two eyes / 104 67.53 50 32.47 154 100.00 

AURAL DISABILITY 16 24.62 49 75.38 65 100.00 

Total Deafness 16 100.00 16 100 .00 

Partia l Deafness / one/two ears / 16 32.65 33 67.35 49 100.00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 28 53.85 24 46 .15 52 100.00 

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY 200 59.35 137 40.65 337 100.00 

One or Both Legs AmpUt at ion 26 83.87 5 16.13 31 100 .00 

One or Both Legs Paralysis 50 68.49 23 31.51 73 100.00 

Short Leg 17 77.27 5 22.73 22 100.00 

Leg Deformity 38 ,,' <92<.68 3 7.32 41 100.00 

Elephantiasis 44 41.12 63 58.88 107 100.00 

Other Related Impairment s 25 :',39.68 38 60.32 63 100.00 

HAND DISABILITY 34 69.39 15 30.61 49 100.00 

One or Both Arms AmpUtat ion 
one or Both Arms Paralysi s 18 78.26 5 21.74 23 100.00 

Other Related Impai rments 16 61.54 10 38.46 26 100.00 

MENTAL DISABILITY 21 41.18 30 58.82 51 100.00 

Insanity or Menta l Retardation 10 50.00 10 50.00 20 100.00 

Epilepsy 11 35.48 20 64.52 31 100 .00 

Other Related Impai rments 

LEPROSY 12 46.15 14 53.85 26 100.00 

OTHER DISABILIt IES 11 45.83 13 54.17 24 100.00 

MUL Tl iDISABILlTY 25 59.52 17 40 .48 42 100.00 

TOTAL 470 54.71 389 45.29 859 100.00 
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TABt.£ 13 Distribution of Disabled population by cause of Disabil ity ant Sex 

MSIIA-NI)ERACIIA IDEDA 

Male Female Total 

Cause of Nl..I1ber % NlJTber % Nurber % Disabil ity 

Accident 57 12.18 29 7.44 86 10.02 
Before/at Birth 50 10.68 32 8.21 82 9.56 
After Birth/Diff. Diseases/ 247 52.78 277 71.03 524 61.07 
Armament 62 13.25 8 2.05 70 8.16 
Others 52 11.11 44 11.28 96 11.19 

Total 468 100.00 390 100.00 858 100.00 

TABt.£ 14 Distribution of Disabled population by ()1set Age of Disabil lty ant Sex 

MASIIA-A/I)ERACIIA IDEDA 

Male Female Total 
Onset 
Age No % No % No % 

o - 4 Years 97 20.73 86 21.99 183 21.30 
5 - 9 Years 17 3.63 19 4.86 36 4.19 

10 - 14 Years 74 15.81 27 6.91 101 11.76 
15 - 24 Years 60 12.82 52 13.30 112 13.04 
25 - 34 Years 69 14.74 62 15.86 131 15.25 
35 - 44 Years 40 8.55 32 8.18 72 8.38 
45 - 54 Years 30 6.41 58 14.83 88 10.24 
55 + Years 81 17.31 55 14.07 136 15.83 

Total 468 100.00 391 100.00 859 100.00 

TABLE 15 Distribution of Disabled Population by Status of Atterdi~ 
Medical Treatment, Type of Institution and Sex 

MASIIA-Atl>ERACIIA \oEREDA 

Male Female Total 
Attendance/ 
Institution No % No % No % 

Never Attended 239 50.96 318 81.54 557 64.84 

Not Requi red 14 2.99 10 2.56 24 2.79 
Terminated Modern Treatment 59 12.58 24 6.15 83 9.fiJ 
Completed Modern Treatment 127 27.08 25 6.41 152 17.~ 
Terminated Traditional Treatment 7 1.49 12 3.08 19 2.21 
Completed Traditional Treatment 23 4.90 1 .26 24 2.79 

Total 469 100.00 390 100.00 859 100.00 
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4. Appliance 

Every disabled person was solicited to state whether he/she 
uses appliance to overcome or mitigate the problems encountered 
by disability. Those who reported that they did not use appliance 
were further as~ed to reason out why they didn't do so. 
Similarly, the - dlsabled that were using appliance were also 
requested ~. to re:spond w~eth~r they visited an institution for 
follow up, and 1 f yes, 1 ts type. 

4.1 ' Status of Using Appliance 

According to Table 16, the overwhelming majority (88.8 
percent) had not been using any appliance during the survey 
period for their disa1::>ilities while their compliment (10.8 
percent) were using. Similarly, the highest proportion of each 
of the sexes also reported that they did not use any appliance. 
However , the incidence of not using was more glaring among 
females (97.4 percent) compared to males (81.7 percent). 

4 . 2 Reason for not Using Appliance 

The highest proportio~ (63.7 percent) of the disabled who 
did not use appliance reasoned out that they did not do so 
because either ; they did~'t know any type of appliance that would 
be helpful for 'their disabilities or no appliance was available 
any where . for use . About a quarter indicated that they did not 
use appliance due to financial constraint. Those who did not want 
to use and those who said that service was not available in their 
vicinity constituted 5.1 percent and 4.1 percent; respectively. 
Quite insignificant proportion (1.2 percent) of the disabled 
mentioned that they did not use appliance because they were 
ignorant to its use. Almost Similar pattern was observed for 
both males and females (see Table 17). 

Table 18 s hows that among disabled who did not use 
appliance, those who were disabled for 5-9, 10-14, 0-4 and 15-24 
years accounted for 27.1 percent, 23.3 percent, 20.8 percent and 
19.1 percent; respectively. Those who were disabled for a very 
long period (35 years and above) and did not use appliance 
constituted only 4.3 percent. ' 

4 . 3 Type of Institution for Appliance Follow up 

Slightly more than half (52.2 percent) of ~he di~a~led 
population who used appliance reported that they nelther vls7ted 
modern nor traditional institution in search of more approprlate 
appliance. Table 19 also shows that slightly over one-third (35.9 
percent) and about one-tenth , (10.9 percent) of the disab~e? who 
~sed appliance indicated that they visited modern and tradltlonal 
lnstitut ions; respectively, for follow up. 

109 



TABlE 16 Distribution of Disabled PqlUlation by Status of Usi~ 
Aflpl i an:e and Sex 

Male Female 
Status of Using 

No % No % Appl iance 

Using 83 17.70 10 2.56 
Not Using 383 81.66 380 97.44 
Not Stated 3 .64 

Total 469 100.00 390 100.00 

TABlE 17 Distribution of Disabled PopIlation ,",,0 do not Use Aflpl iance 
by Reason for not Usi~ and Sex 

MASHA-Nl)ERACHA \oBEDA 

Male Female 
Reason 

No % No % 

Do not Know the Use 6 1.56 3 .79 
Financial Constraint 113 29.35 73 19.16 
Service not Available 7 1.82 24 6.30 
Don't Want 33 8.57 6 1.57 
Environmental Inconvenience 
Don't Know Arry/No Appl iance 223 57.92 265 69.55 
Others 3 .78 10 2.62 

Total 385 100.00 381 100.00 

TABLE 18 Distribution of Disabled Pq1Ilation Il1o do not Use Awl iance 
by Dl.ration of Disability and Sex 

MSt/A-AJl)ERACHA IoDEDA 

Male Female 
Duration of Disability 

(in years) No % No 

0-4 90 23.44 69 
5 - 9 103 26.82 104 

10 - 14 69 17.97 109 
15 - 24 93 24.22 53 
25 - 34 13 3.39 28 
35 - 44 4 1.04 5 
45 - 54 5 1.30 7 
55 + 7 1.82 5 

Total 384 100.00 380 

TABLE 19 Dist':,"ibution of Disabled Pq1Ilation Il1o Use 
ApplJance by Type of Institution for Follow ~ 

MSHA-AJI)ERACIIA \l:REDA 

Type of 
Institution NllTber % 

None 48 52.17 
Modern 33 35.87 Traditional 10 10.87 
Not Stated 1 1.09 
Total 92 100.00 
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% 

18.16 
27.37 
28.68 
13.95 
7.37 
1.32 
1.84 
1.32 

100.00 

Total 

No % 

93 10.83 
763 88.82 

3 .35 

859 100.00 

Total 

No % 

9 1.17 
186 24.28 
31 4.05 
39 5.09 

488 63.71 
13 1.70 

766 100.00 

Total 

No % 

159 20.81 
207 27.09 
178 23.30 
146 19.11 
41 5.37 
9 1.18 

12 1.57 
12 1.57 

764 100.00 



5. Attitude of Household ,:.Members Towards the Disabled. 
. '. , .... ~ 1,: ;. ~ ',';',' . , i • 

Attitude of different, persons towards the disabled would be 
different. As a resul,t of prox~rt:l~ty, not -disabled members of the 
households that CO~SlSt the disabled are expected to be taking 
we ll care of th~ dlsabled. To assess the attitude of household 
members towards the - disabled, the questionnaire included a 
question. ,Tlfe .da,ta cl~s~ified by relationship of the disabled and 
type of d l sablllty a~e - presented, below. 

5.1 Attitude by Relationship 

According to Table 20 the highest proportion (93 percent) 
of the di sabled population reported that their members of 
hou seholds did not hide /isolated and kept alone/ them from the 
society, whi le 1.8 percent stated that their members did so. 
Disabled p ersons who coulqn't specify the attitude of their 
household members towards ,them accounted for 3.5 percent. Only 
about 1 percent of the disabled population happened to live alone 
and he nce the enquiry was not relevant to them . 

. , 
5 . 2 At titude by Type of Disability 

The d i s tribution of disabled population by attitude of 
members of households towards the disabled and type of disabili t y 
is presented in Table 21. The table shows that Locomotor 
disability accounted for the highest proportion (41.2 percent) 
of the t otal persons that were not isolated. Visually and Aurally 
disable d p opulation constituted 25.7 percent and 7 percent; 
respect ive l y . As far as disabled population who were living alone 
as a single membered household are concerned, Visual and Aural 
d isabilities hampered them from carrying out activities; each 
cOJ;lsti tuting 38.5 percent, followed by Locomotor disabili ty (15.4 
perce nt) . 

5.3 Attitude by Causes of Disability 

Tab le 22 shows that about 61 percent of the disabled 
populatio n who were not hided by family members reported that 
their disabilities occurred after birth due to different 
diseases, followed by Accident (10.2 percent). 8.7 percent and 
8 of t h e disabled persons who stated that their household members 
did n o t isolate them indicated that their disabilities were 
induced by Armament and complications occurred before/at birth; 
respectively. Similarly, about three-quarter (73.3 percent) of 
t hose who were hided by their household members reported that 
t heir disabilities were caused by different diseases that 
exp e rienced after birth. Those who reported that Accidents and 
compl i c ations occurred before/at birth caused their disabilities 
forme d 2 0 percent and 6.7 percent; respectively. 
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TABLE 20 Distribution of Disabled pClpJlation ~ A!titur:te of ~ ~ld 
Households Towards the Disabled ~ Relat1onsh1p to 

MSHA-AII)fRADIA .aEDA 

Relationship 

Atti tude Child of 
Head % Spouse % Head/Spouse % Others % Total X 

Do not Hide 354 96.46 96 100.00 175 85.37 173 91.05 798 93.01 
Hide 12 5.85 3 1.58 15 1.75 
Can't Specify 1 .27 15 7.32 14 7.37 30 3.50 
Not Appl icable 12 3.27 

1.46 
12 1.40 

Not Stated 3 3 .35 

Total 367 100.00 96 100.00 205 100.00 190 100.00 858 100.00 

TABLE 21 Distribution of Disabled :lation ~ Attitude of Mellb!rs of 
Households Towards the Di led and Type of Disabi l ity 

MASIIA-Nl>ERACIIA ~A 

Attitude 

Type of 
Disability Can't Not 

Do not Hide % Hide % Specify % Applicable % Total X ._-_._._._---

VISUAL 205 25.69 3 9.09 5 38.46 213 24.77 
AURAL 56 7.02 3 18.75 1 3.03 5 38.46 65 7.56 
VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 31 3.88 21 63.64 52 6.05 
LOCOOTOR 329 41.23 5 15.15 2 15.38 336 39.07 
HAND 49 6.14 49 5.70 
MENTAL 45 5.64 4 25.00 3 9.09 52 6.05 
LEPROSY 26 3.26 26 3.02 
OTHERS 15 1.88 9 56.25 24 2.79 
MULTI DISABILITY 42 5.26 7.69 43 5.00 

TOTAL 798 100.00 16 100.00 33 100.00 13 100.00 860 100.00 

TABlE 22 Distribution of Disabled ~lation ~ Attitude of MenDers of 
Households Towards the Di led and Cause of Di sabil i ty 

MASIIA-AII>ERACHA \&fDA 

Cause of Disability 

Before/at After Birth 
Attitude Accident Birth /Diff. Diseases/ Armament Others Total 

Do not Hide 81 64 491 69 92 797 % 10.16 8.03 61.61 8.66 11.54 100.00 Hide 3 1 11 15 % 20.00 6.67 73.33 100.00 Can't Specify 3 13 12 3 31 % 9.68 41.94 38.71 9.68 100.00 Not Appl i cabl e 1 10 1 12 % 8.33 83.33 8.33 100.00 Not Stated 3 3 % 100.00 100.00 
Total 87 82 524 69 96 858 % 10.14 9.56 61.07 8.04 11.19 100.00 
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6. Migr ation ., ' .'f 

All _qisabled persons · were requested to state the number of 
years they were living continuously in the wereda after they 
became dis~bled: Those ,who ~entioned that they were not living 
in the wer-eda sl~ce belng dlsabled were considered as migrants 
to the wet~da . , Mlgran~s were also asked to indicate whether the 
previouS :rl_a.ce of resldence was urban or rural. Data regarding 
these varlables are presented below. 

6.1 Status and Length of Migration 

Among the disabled population 85 ."8 percent reported that 
they did not leave their previous place of residence after being 
disabled while the remaining 14.2 percent were migrants. Out of 
the migrants 32 percent left their place of origin for more than 
10 years. Those who left the~r place of origin for 1-4 and 5 - 9 
years, each accounted for slightly more than three - quarter. 
Slightly more than half of t~e male migrants left their place of 
origin for utmost 4 years, while slightly more than three ­
quarter of the female migrants used to live out of their place 
of origin for at least 5 years (see Table 23). 

6.2 Previous and Current Residence 

Regarding the previous place of residence for disabled 
migrants, about three-quarter (73.8 percent) of them migrated 
from rural areas . Similarly, among the disabled migrants who were 
living in urban as well as in rural areas during the survey 
period, about three-quarter, of each, migrated from rural areas 
(see Table 24) . 

6 . 3 Reason for Migration 

The major reasons that resulted to migration of disabled 
persons in this wereda were looking for food/shelter (29.8 
percent), job (22.6 percent) and appliance (12.9 percent). 
Migrants who left .their previous residence in search of medical 
treatment accounted for 6.5 percent. Significantly more disabled 
males ." (3 5 . 3 percent) migrated in search of job than disabled 
female 's (7.1 percent) . bn the contrary , relatively more disabled 
females (35.7 percent). than disabled males (25 percent) left 
t heir former place of residence looking for food/shelter ( see 
Table 25) . 
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TABLE 23 Distribution of Disabled Population by Status and Length of 
Migration Since the onset of Disability and Sex 

MASIIA -AII)ERACHA IoIEREDA 

Male Female Total 
Status and Length 

No % No % No % of Migration 

Total 469 100.00 388 100.00 857 100.00 

Non Migrants 402 85.71 333 85.82 

Migrants 67 14.29 55 14.18 
< 1 Year 9 13.43 9 16.36 
1-4 Years 29 43.28 3 5.45 
5-9 Years 18 26.87 15 27.27 
10+ Years 11 16.42 28 50.91 

TABLE 24 Distribution of Disabled Population 1110 are Migrants by Place of 
Previous Residence and CUrrent Residence 

MASIIA-AII>ERACiIA WEREDA 

Current Residence 

Previous Residence Urban Rural 
No % No % 

Urban 5 26.32 27 26.21 
Rural 14 73.68 76 73.79 

Total 19 100.00 103 100.00 

735 

122 
18 
32 
33 
39 

Total 
No % 

32 26.23 
90 73.77 

122 100.00 

TABLE 25 Distribution of Disabled POf1Ilation 1110 are Migrants by Reason for 
Migratim and Sex 

MASIIA-Nl)ERACIIA WEREDA 

Male Female 
Reason for 
Migration No % No % 

In Search of Food/Shelter 17 25.00 20 35.71 
In Search of Job 24 35.29 4 7.14 
In Search of Medical Treatment 8 11.76 
In Search of Appliance 9 13.24 7 12.50 Others 10 14.71 25 44.64 
Total 68 100.00 56 100.00 
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85.76 

14.24 
14.75 
26.23 
27.05 
31.97 

Total 

No % 

37 29.84 
28 22.58 
8 6.45 

16 12.90 
35 28.23 

124 100.00 



7. v ocational Training 

In order to assess whe,ther the disabled persons had attended 
vocat ional training, the survey included a question for those 
aged 1 5 y~ars and over. Those wh~ r~sponded affirmative l y t o 
this e nqulry were further asked to lndlcate the type of training 
they had ,_9.tt.ended; and those who reported that they had not 
attended w"e~e asked if they had a :g.y interest to attend, and i f 
yes, to indicate the type of training they prefer. The resulting 
data a r e pr'e sented below. 

7. 1 Status and Type of Training Attended 
h :: 

Table 26 shows that about 95 percent of the disa bled 
populatio n a ged 1 5 years and over stated that they had never 
atte nded a ny voc ational training. Those who reported that t hey 
had attended either Agricultural or Handicraft/Technical trai ning 
accounted for only about 3 percent. The pattern was simi lar by 
act i vity status. 

7 . 2 -'sta t u s and Type of Training Preferre d 

Table 2 7 indicates that about half of t he di sable d 
population a g ed 15 years and above who had never attended 
vocational train ing state d that they do not want t o attend a ny 
training i n t he future. On the other hand, t hose who ha d the 
de s i re t o . at tend Agricultural, Handicraft a nd Technical 
t r a ining a ccounted for 23.7 percent, 8 . 8 percent a nd 2 p e rce n t ; 
respectively. 8.1 percent preferred traini ng of di fferen t k i nds 
other than s t a ted above. 

Among the d isabled males aged 15 y e ars and abov e t hat had 
not attended but had the interest to atte nd vocat i ona l trai ning , 
31 . 1 percent , 3.4 percent and 3.2 perc ent r eporte d t hat t hey 
prefer t o attend Agricultural, Technical and Handicraft t raining ; 
r espectively . On the other hand, those femal e s who preferred 
Agri cultural and Handicraft training a ccounted for about 15 
percent each; followed by those who stated that t hey wou l d like 
t o attend other trainings such as typing , home­
economi cs , .. . etc . (4 percent) . 
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TA8l£ Zh Distribution of Disabled Population Aged 15 Yeers and OVer by 
Attendance of Vocational Traini~ and Activity Status 

Act ivity Status 

Active Inactive 

"-

Total Attendance 
No % No % No % 

Never Attended 389 94.65 319 94.66 708 94.65 

Agr icultural 9 2.19 9 2.67 
Handicraft and Technical 5 1.22 1 .30 
Others 8 1.95 8 2.37 

18 2.41 
6 .80 

16 2.14 

Total 411 100.00 337 100.00 748 100.00 

TA8l£ "U Disabled Pop.Ilation Aged 15 Years and over ~o have not Attended 
Vocational Traini~ by Status and Type of Traini~ Preferred and sex 

MASIIA-Atl)ERACHA ~REDA 

Male Female Both Sexes 
Statusl 
Training Preferred No % No % No % 

00 not IJant 188 49.60 In 52.28 360 50.85 

Agricultural 118 31.13 50 15.20 168 23.73 
Handicraft 12 3.17 50 15.20 62 8.76 
Technical 13 3.43 1 .30 14 1.98 
Other Trainings 44 11.61 13 3.95 57 8.05 
Don't Know 4 1.06 43 13.07 47 6.64 

Total 379 100.00 329 100.00 708 100.00 
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8. Handicap 

Each disa~ili~y.~ype .does not necessa~ily lead to handicap. 
Handicap, as dlsabl~lty, lS one of the maJor social problems to 
be given due attentlon. An attempt was made to assess the extent 
and type of handicap. Every disabled person was asked to state 
whether he/she was disadvantaged to some opportunities due to 
his/her disabi lity. Those who responded that they were 
handicapped were further asked to indicate types of opportunity 
they were handicapped to. Five specific types of handicap were 
listed. This section discusses this variable in relation to sex 
and type of disabi lity. 

8.1 Status and Type of Handicap 

Of the total disabled population aged 5 years and over, 72.2 
percent were handicapped to different advantages. The highest 
proportion (23 .5 percent) " t:;h.at , they were handicapped to 
Occupation, followed by those who were found to be handicapped 
to Training (21.6 percent) . (see Table 28). 

8.2 Type of Handicap by Type of Disability 

Table 29 shows that:; most of the specified disability types 
primarily led to Training handicap. This included : - Aural , 
'Visual & Aura l or Speech' and Mental disabilities. On the other 
hand, Visual, Hand and Other disabilities mainly led to 
Occupat ional handicap. The data also indicate that 69.2 percent 
of the Lepers, 37 percent of the Locomotor and 31 .8 percent of 
t he Multi-disabled were not handicapped. 
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TA8L£ 28 Distribution at Disabled Population Aged 5 Years and Oller by 
Type of Handi cap and Sex 

MASHA-AII>ERACHA IDEDA 

Male Female Total 
Type of Handicap 

No % No % No % 

Not Handicap 116 25.38 116 30.69 232 27.78 

Training 105 22.98 75 19.84 180 21.56 
Occl4lBt i on 100 21.88 96 25.40 196 23.47 
Soc ia l Integrati on 7 1.53 12 3.17 19 2.28 
Environmental Convenience 44 9.63 32 8.47 76 9.10 
Sel f Care 47 10.28 27 7.14 74 8.86 
Other 38 8.32 20 5.29 58 6.95 

Total 457 100.00 378 100.00 835 100.00 

TA8L£ 29 Distribution of Disabled Population Aged 5 Years and Oller by Type of 
Handicap and Disabil ity 

MASIfA-AM>ERACIfA WEREDA 

Type of Handicap 

Type of 
Disability Not Social Environmental Self Others Total 

Handicap Training Occupation Integ. Conveni ence Care 

VISUAL 48 31 48 43 10 32 212 
% 22.64 14.62 22.64 20.28 4.72 15.09 100.00 

AURAL 11 34 7 8 5 65 
% 16.92 52.31 10.77 12.31 7.69 100 .00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 37 3 13 53 
% 69.81 5.66 24.53 100.00 

LOCCfolOTOR 118 37 91 5 33 21 14 319 
% 36.99 11.60 28.53 1.57 10.34 6.58 4.39 100.00 

HAND 9 12 18 8 47 
% 19. 15 25.53 38.30 17.02 100.00 

MENTAL 9 18 1 5 13 6 52 
% 17.31 34.62 1.92 9.62 25 .00 11.54 100.00 

LEPROSY 18 5 3 26 
% 69.23 19.23 11.54 100.00 

OTHERS 5 18 23 
% 21. 74 78.26 100.00 

MULTI DISABILITY 14 11 9 4 6 44 
% 31.82 25.00 20.45 9.09 13.64 100.00 

TOTAL 232 180 197 21 76 77 58 841 
% 27.59 21.40 23.42 2.50 9.04 9.16 6.90 100 .00 
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r ' . E • YEKI WEREDA 

1. Demographi~ and Social Characte~istics of Disabled and 
Not - Disabled Population 

1 . 1 Age and 'I sex Distribution 
'1' 

Every member of the households with disabled memberi(s) in 
the selected Farmers' Association/Kebeles was asked to state 
hi s / her a ge and sex. The distribution of ; ·' the. population 
c lassi fi ed by age, sex and disability status is presented in 
Table 1; . The table shows that 2.1 percent (l.f -J elle popul!i!i>tion in 
Yeki werec;Ia were ~ound: t~ be.d~sabled. Tne d±svributidri ·by sex 
showed Sl l ghtly hlgher dlsablllty rate for males :·~ f2 · . 3 :percent) 
than for females (1.9 percent). This pattern was true up td age 
44 years, a n d it reverses thereafter. The table further I reveals 
that disability rate increased as age advanced. The rate varied 
be t ween 0.6 percent, for age 0-14 and 8.4 percent, for age 60 
years and a bove. 

1.2 Distribution of Conventional Households and Household 
Heads 

Table 2 depicts that among heads of households in Yeki 
Wereda, (7 percent) were disabled. In this wereda it was 
observed that disability was more prevalent among female heads 
(12 .1 percent) than among male heads (6.2 percent) . 

Table 3 shows that among the households which consisted 
disabled member (s), about 90 percent reported that they had only 
one di sabled member. Over one-tenth (12.1 percent) of the 
households which had disabled member (s) indicated that t hey 
consisted 2 disabled persons. The average number of disable d 
persons per house hold was estimated to be 1.1. 

1 . 3 Educational Characteristics 

Data on educational characteristics of the population 
col lected in this survey refer to literacy status and highest 
grade c ompleted. Each person aged 5 years and above was asked 
whether he/she was literate or illiterate, and if literate; 
hi ghest grade completed. For simplicity of presentation, the 
highes t completed grades are compiled by highest level attained. 
In Highest Level Attained, 'Level not Definable' stands fo r 
litera t e persons whose level of education is not definable, 
repre senting those who achieved literacy by attending religious 
schools (Church schools; or Quranic schools), by self effort and 
study, ... etc. The results are given in Table 4, below. 

The compiled data indicate that 42.9 percent of the wereda 
population aged 10 years and over were literate whereB;s 57.2 
pe r c ent were illiterate. About a quarter of the dlsabled 
population aged 10 years and over were literate. This rate for 
t he not - disabled was observed to be about 43.4 percent. The data 
a l so indicate that literacy was substantially high f or males than 
fo r females for each disability status. The distribution of the 
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literate population by educational level S?OWS th~t the majority 
(6 7 . 3 percent) had primary level of educat~on . ThlS was true for 
both the disabled (67.3 percent) and not-dlsabled (67.3 percent ) 
population : Disabled population who ha,d secondary level of 
e duca tion constituted about 30 percent whlle the not-disabled in 
this educational category formed 26.2 percent of the respective 
population. The table further reveals that no one in the wereda 
had attained beyond secondary level of education. 

1.4 Marital Status 

Marital status was one of the social variables included in 
the questionnaire. Each person aged 10 years and over was asked 
if he/she was single or ever married. The data in Table 5 show 
that the highest proportion (48.4 percent) of the disabled were 
married, followed by single (29.9 percent) . Conversely, over half 
(53.2 percent) of the not-disabled were single and 38.8 percent 

were married. The same pattern was true for each sex . 

. , 

122 



TABLE 1 
Distribution of pq1Ilation bY, BrOad Age 'Gru.p. Disability ; St~tus ad,Sex 

YElCI \oEREDA 

Disability Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Sex Nuri:ler % Nuri:ler % Nuri:ler % 

o - 14 Years 
Both Sexes 214 .57 37,507 99.43 37,721 100.00 

Male 120 .62 19,117 99.38 19,237 100.00 

Female 94 .51 18,390 99.49 18,484 100.00 

15 - 29 Years 
Both Sexes 495 2.53 19,073 97.47 19,568 100.00 

Male 264 2.67 9,618 97.33 9,882 100.00 

Female 231 2.38 9,455 97.62 9,686 100 .00 

30 - 44 Years 
Both Sexes 414 4.16 9,529 95.84 9,943 100.00 

Male 245 " 5.33 ' 4,350 94.67 4,595 100.00 

Female 169 3.16 5,179 96.84 5,348 100.00 

45 - 59 Years 25'2 Both Sexes 4.78 5,025 95.22 5,277 100.00 

Male 138 4.58 2,875 95.42 3,013 100.00 

Female 114 5.04 2,150 94.96 2,264 100.00 

60 + Years 
Both Sexes 178 8.36 1,952 91.64 2,130 100.00 

Male 93 6.54 1,329 93.46 1,422 100.00 

Female ,85 12.01 , l : .. 623 87.99 708 100.00 ,. 

Total ~rr , . 

Both Sexes 1,553 2.08 73,086 97.92 74,639 100.00 

Male 860 2.25 : '!J7,,289 97.75 38,149 100.00 

Female 693 1.90 35,797 98.10 36,490 100.00 

'''~ . 

TABLE 2 
Distribution of Cclr"Nmtional Household Heads by Age Gnq>. Disabil ity Status ad Sex 

YElCI.aEDA 

Disability Status 

Age Group Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Sex Nuri:ler % Nuri:ler % Nuri:ler % 

10 - 24 Years 
Both Sexes 27 5.66 450 94.34 477 100.00 

Male 24 5.06 450 94.94 474 100.00 

Female 3 100.00 3 100.00 

25 - 39 Years 
Both Sexes 250 9.68 2,333 90.32 2,583 100.00 

Male 214 9.26 2,097 90.74 2,311 100.00 

Female 36 13.24 236 86.76 272 100.00 

40 - 54 Years 100.00 
Both Sexes 255 5.00 4,850 ; 95.00 5,105 

Male 191 4.34 4,212 95.66 4,403 100.00 

Female 64 9.12 638 90.88 702 100.00 

55 + Years 100.00 
Both Sexes 178 8.91 1,819 91.09 1,997 

Male 113 7.12 1,474 92.88 1,587 100.00 

Female 65 15.85 345 84.15 410 100.00 

Total 
Both Sexes 710 6.99 9,452 93.01 10,162 100.00 

Male 542 6.18 8,233 93.82 8,775 100.00 

Female 168 12.11 1,219 87.89 1,387 100.00 
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TABLE 3 Distribution of Households with Disabled Mentlers 
by Nulber of Disabled Persons per Household 

i . 

YEKI \DEDA 

Households 
Disabled Persons 

Nurber % per Household 

1 Person 1,175 86.91 
2 Persons 164 12.13 
3 Persons 7 .52 
4 Personss 
5 Persons 6 .44 
6 Persons 
7 Personss 
8 Persons 
9 Persons 
10 + Personss 
Total Hosehols 1,352 100.00 

Nurber of Disabled Persons 1,553 

Ave. Disabled Persons/HH 1.1 

TABLE 4 Distribution of ~lation Aged 10 Yeers ani OVer by Highest 
EdJcationel Level Attained, Disabil ity Status ani Sex 

YEKI WEREDA 

Oisability Status 
Literacy Status/ 
Level Attained/ Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Sex 
Nurber % Nurber % Nurber % 

TOTAL 
Both Sexes 1,417 100.00 47,852 100.00 49,269 100.00 
Male 780 55.05 24,786 51.80 25,566 51.89 
Female 637 44.95 23,066 48.20 23,703 48.11 

ILLITERATE 
Both Sexes 1,068 75.37 27,087 56.61 28,155 57.15 
Male 511 36.06 10,970 22.92 11,481 23.30 
Female 557 39.31 16,117 33.68 16,674 33.84 

LITERATE 
Both Sexes 349 24.63 20,765 43.39 21,114 42.85 
Male 269 18.98 13,816 28.87 14,085 28.59 
Female 80 5.65 6,949 14.52 7,029 14.27 

Level not Definable 
Both Sexes 13 3.72 1,355 6.53 1,368 6.48 
Male 5 1.43 824 3.97 829 3.93 
FemaLe 8 2.29 531 2.56 539 2.55 

Primary /Grade 1-6/ 
Both Sexes 232 66.48 13,972 67.29 14,204 67.27 
Male 180 51.58 9,289 44.73 9,469 44.85 
Female 52 14.90 4,683 22.55 4,735 22.43 

Secondary /Grade 7-12/ 
Both Sexes 104 29.80 5,438 26.19 5,542 26.25 Male 84 24.07 3,703 17.83 3,787 17.94 Female 20 5.73 1,735 8.36 1,755 8.31 Above Secondary 
Both Sexes 
MaLe 
Female 
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TABLE 5 
DistribJtian of PqlUlatian Aged 10 Years and over by Marital status 
sex and Disability Status • 

YElCI \EREDA 

Disabi.l1,ty Status 

Age Group Disabled . Not Disabled Total 

Sex 
Nuri:ler X NlJ1iler " NlJ1iler " 

Single 423 29.87 Both Sexes 25,464 53.21 25,887 52.54 

Male 267 34.23 15,700 63.34 15,967 62.45 

Female 156 24.53 9,764 42.33 9,920 41.85 

Married 
Both Sexes 685 48.38 18,559 38.78 19,244 39.06 

Male 426 54.62 7,726 31.1.7, 8,152 31.88 

Female 259 40.72 10,833 46.97 11,092 46.80 

Divorced 
Both Sexes 171 12.08 2,112 4.41 2,283 4.63 

Male 63 8.08 •• H . 736 2.97 799 3.13 

Female 108 16.98 1,376 5.97 1,484 6.26 

Widowed 
Both Sexes 132 9.32 1,611 3.37 1,743 3.54 

Male ' 24 3.08 572 2.31 596 2.33 

Female 108 16.98 1,039 4.50 1,147 4.84 

Not Stated 
Btlth Sexes 5 .35 106 .22 111 .23 

Male 
53 .21 53 .21 

Female 5 .79 53 .23 58 .24 

Total 
Both Sexes .1,4,16 100.00 47,8~2 100.00 49,268 100.00 

Male 780 100.00 24,787 100.00 25,567 100.00 

Female 636 100.00 23, 065 100.00 23,701 100.00 

, ' 
,..".1; 

) .. ; ~ 

i 

'-
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2. Economic Characteristics of Disabled and Not-Disablgg 
population. 

Enquiries about economic characteristics of the populat' 
were forwarded to population aged 10 years and Over. Ev~~n 
eligible person was asked to state whether he/she was engaged ,Y 
any productive activit,ies during the re~erence period (12 mont~~ 
prior to the survey tIme ) . Those wh~ dId not work were fur ther 
asked to state the reason why they dld not work and their means 
of livelihood. As regard to those who ~ad ever been engaged in 
productive activity (during and some tIme before the reference 
period), data on major industrial groups, and employment status 
were collected. Each of these issues are discussed below, 

2.1 Activity Status 

Table 6 shows that of the disabled population 57.3 percent 
were active and 42.7 percent were inactive. It was observed that 
there were more male disabled who were economically active t han 
their female counterparts. However, the reverse was true for the 
inactive-disabled population. The activity rate increased with 
age up to age 54 years where it declined thereafter. This 
pattern was true for the not-disabled population . 

2.2 Reason for not Working 

The majority (63.8 percent) of the inactive-disabl ed 
population r e ported that they did not work in the reference 
period because of their disability, followed by those who were 
homemakers (20.4 percent) . The remaining insignificant proportion 
of the inactive - disabled population accounted for the rest of the 
reasons. The highest proportion (47.5 percent) of the inact i ve­
not-disabled population stated that their reason for not working 
was because they were students, followed by homemakers (33, 9 
percent). Those who asserted that they did not work during the 
reference period because they were too young accounted for about 
one-tenth (see Table 7). 

2.3 Means of Livelihood 

The overwhelming majority (slightly more than 95 percent ) 
of the inactive population in Yeki wereda were dependent on 
either their family members or persons from other households: The 
former means of livelihood accounted for a very signifIcant 
proportion, (80.7 percent) for disabled, and 94.3 percent for 
not-disabl ed (see Table 8) . 

2.4 Major Industrial Groups 

, The ec~nomica~l1:' C3;cti ve population who ~ad ev~r be~n enga~:f 
In productIve actl VI tIes were classified In rna] or Indus t rl 
groups. The major groups in this category included Agricult~re ; 
Industry, (Electricity, Mining, Construction, and ManufactUrl~r, 
and serVIce (wholesale, retail, banking, transport and relate 6 5 
Table 9 shows that 87.9 percent of the disabled and 8 , e 
percent of the not-disabled economically active population wer 
engaged in agricultural activities. 
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2.5 Employment 'Status and . Unemployment Rate 

Table 10 shows tbat 64.7 percent of the economically active­
disabled population were,self employed, while the corresponding 
proportion for the not-d.l.sabled was 39.7 percent. Unpaid family 

workers constituted 30.3 percent of the disabled while the 
corresponding rate was 54.2 percent for the not-disabled 
population. 

The data in Table 11 · reveal that among the economically 
active disabled population about half a percent were unemployed, 
while 0.8 percent of the economically active not-disabled 
population were found to be unemployed. 

,;. 
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TABLE 6 PqlUlation Aged 10 Years ard OYer by Disabil ity Status, 
Activity Status, Age Grcx.p ard Sex 

YEKI \O£REDA 

Age Group 

Disability Activity 10 - 24 25 - 39 40 - 54 55 + Total 

DISABLED 
Active 

Both Sexes 156 303 242 111 812 
% 41.05 64.06 71.39 49.12 57.26 

Male 76 222 167 77 542 
% 41.53 76.82 84.77 68.14 69.31 

Female 80 81 75 ' 34 270 
% 40.61 44.02 52.82 30.09 42.45 

Inactive 
Both Sexes 224 170 97 115 606 

% 58.95 35.94 28.61 50.88 42.74 
Male 107 67 30 36 240 

% 58.47 23.18 15.23 31.86 30.69 
Female 117 103 67 79 366 

% 59.39 55.98 47.18 69.91 57.55 
Total 

Both Sexes 380 473 339 226 1,418 
% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Male 183 289 197 113 782 
% 48.16 61.10 58.11 50.00 55.15 

Female 197 184 142 113 636 
% 51.84 38.90 41.89 50.00 44.85 

NOT 
DISABLED 

Active 
Both Sexes 9,708 8,244 5,750 1,970 25,672 

% 37.21 72.45 79.07 63.34 53.65 
Male 5,732 3,983 4,367 1,474 15,556 

% 40.50 91.99 96.42 83.14 62.76 
Female 3,976 4,261 1,383 496 10,116 

% 33.31 60.45 50.42 37.10 43.86 
Inactive 

Both Sexes 16,383 3,135 1,522 1,140 22,180 
% 62.79 27.55 20.93 36.66 46.35 

Male 8,422 347 162 299 9,230 
% 59.50 8.01 3.58 16.86 37.24 

Female 7,961 2,788 1,360 841 12,950 
% 66.69 39.55 49.58 62.90 56.14 

Total 
Both Sexes 26,091 11,379 7,272 3,110 47,852 

% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Male 14,154 4,330 4,529 1,m 24,786 

% 54.25 38.05 62.28 57.01 51.80 
Female 11,937 7,049 2,743 1,337 23,066 

% 45.75 61.95 37.72 42.99 48.20 
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TABLE 7 Distribution of Persons "'0 did, not York Dlri~ the last 12 Months 
by Reason for not illrki~ ..t Disabil ity StatUs '. ,; 

YElCI \EREDA 

Disability Status 

Reason for 
,; Disabled Not Disabled Total 

not IJorld ng 
NUTber X Nurber X Nurber " 

Job seekers 5 .79 212 .95 217 .95 
Had job but Did not IJork 21 3.32 290 1.30 311 1.36 

Students 49 7.74 10,587 47.49 10 '636 46.39 

Homemakers 129 20.38 7,554 33.89 7;,683 33.51 

Disabled 404 63.82 404 1.76 

Too yOU19 6 .95 2,613 11.72 2,619 11.42 

pensioners 16 2.53 805 3.61 821 3.58 

Others 3 .47 232 1.04 235 1.03 

Total 633 100.00 22,293 100.00 22,926 100.00 

TABlE 8 Distribution of Persons YIo did not York Dlri~ the last 12 Months 
by MealS of livelihood, Disability Status and Sex 

YElCI Y31EDA 

Disability Status 
Means of Livelihood 

Sex Disabled Not Disabled Total 

Dependent on Family Members 21,522 
Both Sexes . 510 21,012 

% 80.70 94.25 93.88 

Male 197 8,688 8,885 

% .75.48 93.40 92.91 

Female 313 12,324 12,637 

% 84.37 94.86 94.57 

Pension, House Allowance, 
House Rent 

Both Sexes 20 405 425 

% 3.16 1.82 1.85 

Male 17 190 207 

% 6.51 2.04 2.16 

Female 3 215 218 

% .81 1.65 1.63 

S~rt fran non Household Members 509 575 
Both Sexes 66 

% 10.44 2.28 2.51 

Male 31 189 220 

% 11.88 2.03 2.30 

Female 35 320 355 

% 9.43 2.46 2.66 

Fran Govt. and Other Organizations 
Both Sexes 3 44 47 

% .47 .20 .21 

Male 
% 

Female 3 44 47 

% .81 .34 .35 

Others 357 
Both Sexes 33 324 

% 5.22 1.45 1.56 

Male 16 235 251 

% 6.13 2.53 2.62 

Female 17 89 106 

% 4.58 .69 .79 

Total 22,926 
Both Sexes 632 22,294 

% 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Male 261 9,302 9,563 

% 41.30 41 .72 41. 71 

Female 371 12,992 13,363 

% 58.70 58.28 58.29 
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TABlE 9 Distribrtion of E~ically Active population by Major , 
IrdJstrial GrOl.p. Disability Status .and Sex ;~ . 

YEKI \EREDA 

Disability Status 
Industrial Group 

Disabled Not DisabLed TotaL 

AgricuLture 
Both Sexes 714 22,219 22,933 

% 87.93 86.55 86.59 
Male 491 13,421 13,912 

" 90.76 86.27 86.42 
Female 223 8,798 9,021 

% 82.29 86.97 86.85 
Industry 

Both Sexes 17 321 338 

" 2.09 1.25 1.28 
Male 11 185 196 

% 2.03 1.19 1.22 
FemaLe 6 136 142 

" 2.21 1.34 1.37 
Services 

Both Sexes 56 2,596 2,652 
% 6.90 10.11 10.01 

Male 22 1,636 1,658 

" 4.07 10.52 10.30 
Female 34 960 994 

Yo 12.55 9.49 9.57 
Others 

Both Sexes 25 537 562 
% 3.08 2.09 2.12 

Male 17 315 332 
% 3.14 2.02 2.06 

Female 8 222 230 
Yo 2.95 2.19 2.21 

Total 
Both Sexes 812 25,673 26,485 

% 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Male 541 15,557 16,098 

% 66.63 60.60 60.78 
Female 271 10,116 10,387 

% 33.37 39.40 39.22 
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TABLE 10 Distribltion of Econcmcally Active Population by Disability status 
Ellpl~ Status and Sex . ' 

YEKI \EREDA 

Disability Status 
Employment Status Disabled X Not Disabled X Total 

-: ~ . 

Employer 19 2.34 199 .78 218 

Sel f E""loyed " 525 64.66 10,198 39.72 10,723 

Goverrrnent E""loyee 8 .99 621 2.42 629 

Private E""loyee 8 .99 371 1.45 379 

producer or Service 
co.operat ive E""loyee 6 .74 6 

Unpaid Family \Jorkers 246 30.30 13,924 54.24 14,170 

360 1.40 360 
Others 

Total 812 100.00 25,673 100.00 26,485 

TABLE 11 Distribltion of EcaDlically Active Populatim by Disabil ity Statu!l, 
'-"ether Eaployed Dlri~ the Reference Period and ~l~t Rate ('00) 

YEJCI .aEDA 

UneIIl'loyed 

X 

.82 

40.49 

2.37 

1.43 

.02 

53.50 

1.36 

100.00 

\Jithout \Jith 
E""loyed \Jork \Jork UneIJ1lloyment 

Disability Status 

Disabli:!d 

Not Disabled 

Total 

-, .. 

.. 
Experience 

806 

25,460 212 

26,266 212 

Experience Total Rate 

5 5 .62 

212 .83 

5 217 .82 
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Total 
Economi ca II y 
Active 

811 

25,673 

26,484 



3 . Type, Severity and Causes of Disability and Medical 
Treatment. 

Every disabled person was requested to indicate the type of 
disability he/she was suffering from. Thes,e 'per~ons .w~r~ further 
asked to state the severity and cause of thelr dlsabllltles . _The 
age on which the disability commenced and whether the disabled 
had ever attended medical treatment, and if yes, the typ!e of 
institution visited were also considered in the survey. 

3.1 Type and Severity of Disability 

About 45 percent of the disabled population in the ' wereda 
were Locomotor disabled, followed by Visually and Aural l y 
disabled, 18 percent and 7 percent; respectively. Leprosy was 
found to be the least (2 percent) type of disability among the 
disabled population of the wereda. This pattern was true for 
females. For males i however, the distribution depicted a slightly 
different pattern on Aural and 'Visual & Aural or Speech' 
disability types for which the former (7 . 7 percent) was 
relatively more prevalent than the later (6.5 percent). The data 
also show that Elephantiasis was relatively the most prevalent 
(26.5 percent) impairment type observed in the wereda. This was 
followed by Partial Blindness and Paralysis of Leg (s) which 
accounted for about 16 percent and 8 percent, respectively (see 
Table 12 (a) ) . 

The distribution of the disabled population . by sex and 
disability and impairment type, as presented in Table 12 (b) , 
shows that 55.4 percent were males and 44.6 percent were females. 
Almost all disability types were found to be more prevalent f or 
males. Locomotor and Other disabilities were; however, found t o 
be more frequent for females (51.3 percent and 68.6 percent i 
respectively) . 

3.2 Causes of Disability 

About 67 percent of the disabled population stated that 
their causes of disabilities accounted for different diseases 
that occurred after birth. Accident, the second specified cause 
of disability, formed 10 percent. Armament constituted 7 percent. 
Disabilities that took place in the womb of the mother (i .e. , 
before and at birth) were the least causes of disability (6 
percent). Causes different from those mentioned above accounted 
for about 10 percent. This pattern was true for males. For 
females; however, the distribution depicted a slightly different 
pattern on disabilities that occurred before/at birth, and t hat 
were caused by Armament for which the former constituted 5.1 
percent and the later accounted for 1.5 percent ( see table 13) 

3.3 Onset Age of Disability 

The highest proportion (23.9 percent) of the disabled 
population reported that the onset age of their disabilities waS 
15-24 years, followed by 22.6 percent and 16.3 percent who 
indicated age 0-4 years and 25-34 years; respectively. Those who 
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reported that their onset ages of disabilities Were 5 ~ 9 years, 
10-14 years, and 35-44 years each accounted for about one-tenth 
of the (:ii~abled population. Tabl.e 14 further reveals that age 45 
yearS and above was observed to be the least onset age of 
disabili~y, for about 7 percent of the disabled population. ·:J'his 
pattern was almost true for each sex. 

3.4> Medical Treatment 

About 15 percent of the disabled population had completed 
modern medical treatment and about a quarter had terminated 
attendance before completing the treatment. About 12 percent had 
completed/terminated traditional treatment. 3.3 percent of' '"the 
disabled stated that their disabilities did not require ·. any type 
of treatment and hence had not visited any medicaIr"iirtstitution. 
On ·the other hand, quite significant proportion (42.1 percent) 
of the disabled visited neither modern nor traditional 
ins.titution. This was true fO.r both male and female populations 
(see · Table 15). 
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TABLE 12(a) Distribution of Disabled Population by Type and Severity of 
Disability and Sex 

YEll WEREDA 

Male Female Total 
Disability Type/ 

Number % NlI!lber % Number Severity % 

VISUAL DISABILITY 172 19.98 107 15.44 279 17.95 
Total Bl indness 16 1.86 12 1.73 28 1.80 
Partial Blindness lone/two eyes/ 156 18.12 95 13.71 251 16.15 

AURAL DISABiliTY 55 6.39 53 7.65 108 6.95 
Total Deafness 22 2.56 15 2.16 37 2.38 
Partial Deafness lone/two ears/ 33 3.83 38 5.48 71 4.57 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 58 6.74 45 6.49 103 6.63 

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY 341 39.61 359 51.80 700 45.05 
One or Both Legs Amputation 3 .35 4 .58 7 .45 
One or Both legs Paralysis 93 10.80 25 3.61 118 7.59 
Short Leg 19 2.21 12 1.73 31 1.99 
Leg Deformi ty 41 4.76 34 4.91 75 4.83 
Elephantiasis 153 17.77 258 37.23 411 26.45 
Other Related Impairments 32 3.72 26 3.75 58 3.73 

HAND D I SAB I L ITY 108 12.54 24 3.46 132 8.49 
One or Both Arms Amputation 6 .70 10 1.44 16 1.03 
One or Both Arms Paralysis 46 5.34 9 1.30 55 3.54 
Other Related Impairments 56 6.50 5 .72 61 3.93 

MENTAL DISABILITY 39 4.53 37 5.34 76 4.89 
Insanity or Mental Retardation 10 1.16 24 3.46 34 2.19 
Epi lepsy 29 3.37 13 1.88 42 2.70 
Other Related Impai rments 

LEPROSY 22 2.56 9 1.30 31 1.99 

OTHER DISABILITIES 16 1.86 35 5.05 51 3.28 

MULTI 01 SABI L1TY 50 5.81 24 3.46 74 4.76 

TOTAL 861 100.00 693 100.00 1,554 100.00 
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TABLE 12(b) D!str!¥ion of Disabled',' Population by Type ..... ,Severity of 
D1Sabll1ty and Sex 

YEICI WEREDA 

Male Female Total 
Disability Type/ 

Severity Nunber % Nunber % Nunber X 

" 

VISUAL DISABILITY 172 61.65 107 38.35 279 100.00 
Total Blindness 16 ' 57.14 12 42.86 28 100.00 
Partial Blindhess lone/two eyes/ 156 ' '62.15 95 37.85 251 100.00 

AURAL DISABILITY 55 50.93 53 49.07 108 100.00 
Total Deafness 22 59.46 ' 15 40.54 37 100.00 
Partial Deafness lone/two ears/ 33 46.48 38 53.52 71 100.00 

VISUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 58 56.31 45 43.69 103 100.00 

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY 341 48.71 359 51.29 700 100.00 
One or Both Legs Amputation 3 42.86 4 57.14 7 100.00 
One or Both Legs Paralysis 93 78;81 , 25 21.19 ' 118 100.00 
Short Leg 19 61.29 12 38.71 31 100.00 
Leg Deformi ty 41 54.67 34 45.33 75 100.00 
Elephantiasis 153 37,23 258 62.77 411 100.00 
Other Related Impairments 32 55.'17 26 44.83 58 100.00 

HAND DISABI LITY 108 81.82 24 18.18 132 100 .00 
One or Both Arms Amputation 6 37.50 10 62.50 16 100.00 
One or Both Arms Paralysis 46 83.64 9 16.36 55 100.00 
Other Re l ated 'I mpa i rments 56 91.80 ' 5 8.20 61 100.00 

. '\ 
MENTAL DISABILITY! 39 51.32 37 48.68 76 100.00 

Insan i ty or Mental Retardation 10 29.41 24 70.59 34 100 .00 
Epi lepsy "" 29 69.05 13 30.95 42 100.00 

Other Related' linpairments 

LEPROSY 22 70.97 9 29.03 31 100.00 

OTHER DISABILITIES 16 31.37 35 68 .63 51 100.00 

MULTI DISABILITY 50 67.57 24 32.43 74 100.00 

TOTAL 861 55.41 693 44.59 1,554 100.00 

, , 
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TABLE 13 Distribution of DisabLed PopuLation by Cause of DisabiLity and Sex . j 

YEICI ~REDA . , 

Male Female Total 
Cause of 
Disability Number % Number % NlIIber % 

Accident 102 11.85 53 7.66 155 9.98 
Before/at Bi rth 59 6.85 35 5.06 94 6.05 
Af~er Birth/Ditt. Diseases/ 509 59.12 525 75.87 1,034 66.58 
Armament 98 11.38 10 1.45 108 6.95 
Others 93 10 .80 69 9.97 162 10.43 

Total 861 100.00 692 100.00 1,553 100.00 

TABLE 14 Distribution of DisabLed PopuLation by Onset Age of DisabiLity and Sex 

YEO ~REDA 

Male Female Total 
Onset 
Age No % No % No % 

0-4 Years 218 25.29 133 19.22 351 22.59 
5 - 9 Years 91 10.56 86 12.43 177 11.39 

10 - 14 Years 60 6.96 83 11.99 143 9.20 
15 - 24 Years 230 26.68 141 20.38 371 23.87 
25 . 34 Years 131 15.20 123 17.77 254 16.34 
35 - 44 Years 83 9.63 60 8.67 143 9.20 
45 - 54 Years 25 2.90 30 4.34 55 3.54 
55 + Years 24 2.78 36 5.20 60 3.86 

Total 862 100.00 692 100.00 1,554 100.00 

TABLE 15 Distribution of DisabLed PopuLation by Status of Attending 
MedicaL Treatment, Type of Institution and Sex 

YEICI ~REDA 

Attendance/ 
Male Female Total 

Institution No % No % No % 

Never Attended 329 38.21 325 47.03 654 42.14 

Not Required 35 4.07 16 2.32 51 3.29 
Terminated Modern Treatment 286 33.22 137 19.83 423 27.26 
Completed Modern Treatment 131 15.21 103 14.91 234 15.08 
Terminated Traditional Treatment 50 5.81 67 9.70 117 7.54 
Completed Traditional Treatment 30 3.48 38 5.50 68 4.38 
Not Stated 5 .72 5 .32 

Total 861 100.00 691 100.00 1,552 100.00 
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4. Appliance 

Ev~ry disabl~d person was soli~ited to state whether he/she 
was uSlng appllance to overcome or mitigate the problems 
encountered by disability. Those who reported that they did not 
use appl~a~ce were furth~r asked to reason out why they didn't 
do so. , Slmllarly, the dlsabled that were using appliance were 
also requested to respond whether they visited an institution for 
follow up, and if yes, its type. 

4.1 Status of Using Appliance 

According to Table 16, the overwhelming majority (93.9 
percent) had not been using any appliance 9uring the surve"y 
period for their disabilities while their compliment (only 6.1 
percent) were using. Similarly, the highest proportion of each 
of the sexes also reported that they did not use any appliance. 
However, the incidence of not using was more glaring among 
females (97.5 percent) compared to males (91.1 percent). 

4 . 2 Reason for not Using Appliance 

The highest proportion (slightly over half) of the disabled 
who did not use appliance reasoned out that they did not do so 
because either they didn't know any type of appliance that would 
be help ful for their disabilities or no appliance was available 
any whe re for use. Slightly over a quarter indicated that they 
did not use appliance due to financial constraint. 
Those who reported that service was not available in their 
vicini t y constituted 9.1 percent. Those who said that they did 
not know the use of appliance and those who did not want to use 
it accounted for about 5 percent and 3 percent; respect~vely. 
Similar pattern was observed for both males and females (see 
Table 17). 

Table 18 shows that among disabled who did not use 
appliance, those who were disabled for 0-4,5-9,10-14 and 15-24 
years each accounted for close to one-fifth, followed by those 
Who were disabled for 25-34 years (close to one-tenth) . Those who 
were disabled for a very long period (55 years and above) and did 
not use appliance constituted 2.2 percent). 

4.3 Type of Institution for Appliance Follow up 

About 30 percent of the disabled population who used 
appliance reported that they neither visit~d moder~ nor 
traditional institution in search of more approprlate appllance. 
Table 19 also shows that 45.3 percent and a~~ut a.qu~rter (24 . 2 
percent) of the disabled who were using appllance lndlcate? that 
t hey visited traditional and modern institutions; respectl.vely, 
for follow up. 
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TABLE 16 Distribution of DisabLed PopuLation by Status of Using 
AppL iance and Sex 

YErl WEREDA 

Male Female 
Status of Using 

Appl iance No % No % 

Us i ng n 8.95 17 2.46 
Not Using 783 91.05 675 97.54 

Total 860 100.00 692 100.00 

TABLE 17 Distribution of DisabLed PopULation "'0 do not Use AppL iance 
by Reason for not Using and Sex 

YErl WEREDA 

Male Female 
Reason 

No % No % 

Do not Know the Use 49 6.25 23 3.41 
Financial Constra int 220 28 . 06 176 26.07 
Service not Available 81 10.33 51 7.56 
Don't Want 17 2.17 20 2.96 
Environmental Inconvenience 
Don't Know Any/No Appliance 373 47.58 392 58.07 
Others 44 5.61 P 1.93 

Total 784 100.00 675 100.00 

TABLE 18 Distribution of DisabLed PopuLation Yho do not Use AppL iance 
by Durati~ of DisabiLity and Sex 

YErl WEREDA 

Male Female 
Duration of Disability 

(in years ) No % No 

0-4 129 16.50 149 
5 - 9 148 18.93 148 

10 - 14 167 21.36 120 
15 - 24 162 20.72 153 25 - 34 106 13.55 57 35 - 44 31 3.96 15 45 - 54 18 2.30 21 55 + 21 2.69 11 

Total 782 100.00 674 

TABLE 19 Distrilxltion of DisabLed PopJLation ,,",0 Use 
AppL iance by Type of Institution for FoLLow Up 

YErl WEREDA 

Type of 
Instituti on Nl.Ilber % 

None 29 30.53 
Modern 23 24.21 
Traditiona l 43 45.26 

Total 95 100.00 
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% 

22.11 
21.96 
17.80 
22.70 
8.46 
2.23 
3.12 
1.63 

100.00 

Total 

No % 

94 6.06 
1,458 93.94 

1,552 100.00 

Total 

No % 

72 4.93 
396 27.1 4 
132 9.05 
37 2.54 

765 52.43 
57 3.91 

1,459 100.00 

Total 

No % 

278 19.09 
296 20.33 
287 19.71 
315 21.63 
163 11.20 
46 3. 16 
39 2.68 
32 2.20 

1,456 100.00 



5. At t i tude of HOUf:H~'hold Members Towards the Disabled. 

Attitude of different persons towards the disabled would be 
different. As a result of proximity, not-disabled members of the 
households that c0r;-sist the:, disabled .are expected to be taking 
well care of the dlsabled. To assess the attitude of household 
members towards the disahled, the :. questionnaire included a 
question. Th~ data classified by relationship of the disabled and 
type of disability ar~ presented below. 

5.1 Attitude by, Relationship 

According to Table 20 the highest proportion (84.2 percent) 
of the disabled population reported that their members of 
households did not hide /isolated and kept alone/ them from the 
society, while only about'~:Jl:~tf ,a p~rcent stated that their 
members did so. Disabled ' peisonswho couldn't specify the 
attitude of their household members~ towards them accounted for 
6.2 percent. About 8 percent of . the disabled population happened 
to live alone and hence the enqu~iry 'was not relevant to them. 

5.2 Attitude by Type of Disability 

The distribution of disabled population by attitude of 
members of the household towards the disabled and type of 
disability is presented in TabJ,e 21. The table shows that 
Locomotor.,' disability accounte'4 for the highest proportion (45.6 
percent) of the total disabled persons that were not isolated, 
followed by Visual disability (17.2 percent). Hand and Aural 
disabilities constituted 8.9 percent and 7.2 percent; 
respectively. As far as disabled population who were living alone 
as a single membered household are concerned, about 44.5 percent 
of them were hampered from carrying out activities by Locomotor 
disability, followed by Visual (22.7 percent) and 'Visual and 
Aural or Speech' (10.2 percent) disabilities. 

5.3 Attitude bYcaus~s of Disibility 

Table 22 shows that about 67 percent of the disabled 
population who were not hided by family members reported that 
their disabilities occurred after birth due to different 
diseases, followed biAccident (10.8 percent). 6.4 percent ~f 
the disabled persons who stated that the~r h?u~e~old memb~rs dld 
not isolate them indicated that their dlsabllltles were lnduced 
by complications occurred before/at birth. Similarly, among those 
who were hided by their household members, 66.7 percent reported 
that their disabilities were caused by different diseases that 
experienced . after .~. birth. Those who .reported that their 
disabilities were occurred before fat birth accounted for one­
third. 
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TABLE 20 Distribution of Disabled Population by AttitlD! of Medlers of 
HousetIolds Towards the Disabled by Relationship to Heed of Household 

YEJ(I IoIEREDA 

Relationship 

AttitLde Chi ld of 
Head % Spouse % Head/Spouse % Others % 

Do not Hide 514 72.50 222 96.10 394 92.92 177 93.65 
Hide 3 .71 6 3.17 
Can't Specify 59 8.32 9 3.90 22 5.19 6 3.17 
Not Appl icable 128 18. 05 
Not Stated 8 1.13 5 1.18 

Total 709 100.00 231 100.00 424 100.00 189 100.00 

TABLE 21 Distribution of Disabled POJ1Ilation by AttitiD! of MEllbers of 
Households Towards the Disabled and Type of Disabil ity 

YEKI IoIEREDA 

AttitLde 

Type of 
Disability Can't Not 

Do not Hide % Hide % Specify % Appl icable % 

VISUAL 225 17.23 25 22.94 29 22.66 
AURAL 94 7.20 11 10.09 3 2.34 
V I SUAL & AURAL or' .sPEECH 81 6.20 3 33.33 6 5.50 13 10.16 
LOC(J.10TOR 596 45.64 6 66.67 40 36.70 57 44.53 
HAND 116 8.88 13 11.93 3 2.34 
MENTAL 65 4.98 3 2.75 8 6.25 
LEPROSY 27 2.07 3 2.34 
OTHERS 40 3.06 5 4.59 6 4.69 
MULTI DISABILITY 62 4.75 6 5.50 6 4.69 

TOTAL 1,306 100.00 9 100.00 109 100.00 128 100.00 

TABLE 22 Distribution of Disabled POJ1Ilation by AttitiD! of Mentlers of 
Households Towards the Disabled and cause of Disabil ity 

YEKI IoIEREDA 

Cause of Disability 

Before/at After Birth 
Attitude Accident Birth /Diff. Diseases/ Armament Others Total 

~ , 
Do not Hide oj. 141 83 873 82 128 1,307 

% 10.79 6.35 66.79 6.27 9.79 100.00 
Hide 3 6 9 

% 33.33 66.67 100.00 
Can't Speci fy 6 72 12 6 96 

% 6.25 75.00 12.50 6.25 100.00 
Not Appl icable 8 7 79 10 24 128 

% 6.25 5.47 61.72 7.81 18.75 100.00 
Not Stated 4 4 5 13 

% 30.77 30.77 38.46 100.00 

TotaL 155 93 1,034 108 163 1,553 
% 9.98 5.99 66.58 6.95 10.50 100.00 
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Total % 

1,307 84.16 
9 .58 

96 6.18 
128 8. 24 

13 .84 

1,553 100.00 

Total % 

279 17.98 
108 6.96 
103 6.64 
699 45.04 
132 8.51 
76 4.90 
30 1.93 
51 3.29 
74 4.77 

1,552 100.00 



6. Migration 

All disabled persons were requested to state the number of 
years they were living continuously in the wereda after they 
became disabled~ Those ,who ~entioned that they were not living 
in the wereda s~~ce being d~sabled were considered as migrants 
to the wereda. M~grants were also asked to indicate whether the 
previous -place of residence was urban or rural. Data regarding 
these variables are presented below. 

6.1 Status and Length of Migration 

Among the disabled population About 70 percent reported that 
they did -not leave their previous place of residence after being 
disabled while the remaining 30 percent were migrants. Out of 
the migrants 45.5 percent, 25.4 percent and 23.5 percent left 
their place of origin for more than 10 years, 1-4 and 5-9 years; 
respectively. The same :trend was observed for each· sex separately 
(see Table 23). 

6.2 Previous and Current Residence 

Regarding . the previous place ' of residence ' of disabled 
migrants, about three-quarter of them migrated from rural areas. 
Among the disabled mig;rants who were living in urban areas during 
the survey .. period, 61.3 percent migrated from rural areas and the 
rest from - other urban areas. Similarly, quite significant 
proportion (76. 6 ;percent) of the migrant-disabled who were living 
in rural areas had also migrated from rural areas out of the 
wereda (see Table 24) . 

6.3 Reason for Migration 

The major rea~ons that resulted to mi~ration of disabled 
persons in this wereda were looking for job (52.4 percent), and 
food/shelter (20.7 perce~f). Migrants who left their previous 

'j •• 

residenae in search of medical treatment accounted for 4.2 
percent. Relatively more disabled males (60.3 percent) migrated 
in search of job than disabled females (41.3 percent) (see Table 
25) 
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TABlE Z3 Distribrtion of Disabled Population by Status and lereth of 
Migration Since the onset of Disabil ity and sex 

YElCI \ERmA 

Male Female Total 
Status and length 

% of Mi~ration. No % No No % 

Total 861 100.00 691 100.00 1,552 100.00 

Non 'eMigrants ' 583 67.71 496 71.78 

Migrants 278 32.29 195 28.22 
< 1 Year 14 5.04 13 6.67 
1-4 Years 72 25.90 48 24.62 
5-9 Years 67 24.10 44 22.56 
10+ Years 125 44.96 90 46.15 

TABLE 24 Distribrtion of Disabled ~DJ1Ilation .m are MigrWlts by Place of 
Previous Residence and current ' Residence 

Previous Residence 

Urban 
Rural 

' Not Stated 

Total 

YEKI ":REDA 

Current Residence 

" ' Urban 
No % 

'< , ' ;26 
, 1,6 

3 

:!. :~'" 75 
Lj \ j , . 

'r" 

34.67 ' 
,61.33 

4.00 

100.00 

Rural 
No % 

93 
305 

398 

23.37 
76.63 

100.00 

1,079 

473 
27 

120 
111 
215 

Total 
No % 

119 
351 

3 

473 

25.16 
74.21 

.63 

100.00 

TABLE 25 Distribrtion of Disabled Population liIIo are MigrWlts by Reason for 
Migration and sex 

; ,'" . ' 
VEXI IiEREDA ' " 

Male Female 
Reason for 
Migration No % No % 

, . 
In Search of Food/Shelter 58 20.94 40 20.41 
In Search of Job 167 60.29 81 41.33 
In Search of Medical Treatment 6 2.17 14 7.14 
In Search of Appl iance 4 1.44 
Others 39 14.08 61 31.12 
Not Stated 3 1.08 

Total 277 100.00 196 100.00 
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69.52 

30.48 
5.71 

25.37 
23.47 
45.45 

Total 

No % 

98 20.72 
248 52.43 

20 4.23 
4 .85 

100 21.14 
3 .63 

473 100.00 



7. vocational Training 

In order to assess whether the disabled persons had attended 
vocational training, the survey included a question for those 
aged 15 y~ars and over. Those who responded affirmatively to 
this enqulry were further asked to indicate the type of training 
they had attended; and those who reported that they had not 
attended were asked if they had any interest to attend, and if 
yes, to indicate the type of training they prefer. The resulting 
data are- presented below. 

7.1 Status and Type of Training Attended 

About 45 percent of the disabled population aged 15 years 
and over stated that they had never attended any vocational 
training. Half of the disabled aged 15 years and over reported 
that they had attended Agricultural training. Table 26 also 
reveals that about a quart'ei of the active and about three­
quarter of the inactive disabled population aged 15 years and 
over reported that they had never attained vocational training 
of any kind. It followed that about 70 percent of the active ­
disabled population had attended agricultural training while the 
corresponding proportion for the inactive-disabled population was 
only about one-fifth. The remaining proportion (not more than 5 
percent, each) of both the active and inactive-disabled 
population of the same age-group had attended Handicraft, 
Technical and o.ther Trainings. 

7.2 Status and Type of Training Preferred 

Table 27 indicates that 30 percent of the disabled 
population aged 15 years and above who had never attended 
vocational training stated that they do not want to attend any 
training in the future. On the other hand, those who had the 
desire to attend Handicraft, Agricultural and Technical training 
accounted for 22.7 percent, 25.4 percent and 7 percent; 
respectively. 8.5 percent preferred training of different kinds 
other than stated above. 

Among the disabled males aged 15 years and above that had 
not attended but had the interest to attend vocational training, 
29 percent, 21.9 percent and 10.4 percent reported that they 
prefer to attend Agricultural, Handicraft and Technical training; 
respectively. On the other hand, the highest proportion (28.3 
percent) of the females stated that they would like to attend 
Handicraft training, followed by 17.6 percent who mentioned that 
they prefer Agricultural training. The table further reveals that 
one-tenth of the disabled females of the same age-group reported 
that they had the interest to attend other trainings such as 
typing, home-economics, ... etc. 
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TABlE 26 Distribution of Disabled PopJlatim Aged 15 Years and Over by 
Attendance of Vocational Traini~ and Activity Status 

YEKI 'l:RfDA 

Activity Status 

Attendance Active Inactive 
No r- No % 

Never Attended 192 24 . 12 408 75.14 

Agricultural 559 70.23 114 20.99 
Handicraft and Technical 32 4.02 12 2.21 
Others 13 1.63 9 1.66 

Total 796 100.00 543 100.00 

TABLE 27 Disabled Population Aged 15 Years an:! OVer ~ haw not Attended 

Total 
No 

600 

673 
44 
22 

1,339 

Vocational Traini~ by Status and Type of Traini~ Preferred and Sex 

YElCI 'l:REDA 

Male Female 
Status/ 
Training Preferred No % No % 

I 

Do not \Jant 63 23.42 114 34.6~ 

Agricul tural 78 29.00 58 17.63 
Handicraft 59 21.93 93 28.27 
Technical 28 10.41 14 ' 4.26 
Other Trainings 18 6.69 33 10.03 
Don't Know 23 8.55 12 3.65 
Not Stated 5 1.52 

Total 269 100.00 329 100.00 
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% 

44.81 

50.26 
3.29 
1.64 

100.00 

Both Sexes 

No % 

177 29.60 

136 22.74 
152 25.42 
42 7.02 
51 8.53 
35 5.85 
5 .84 

598 100.00 



8. Handicap 

Each disability type does not necessarily lead to handicap. 
Handicap, as disability, is one of the major social problems to 
be given due attention. An attempt was made to assess the extent 
and type of handicap. Every disabled person was asked to state 
whether he/she was dis~dvantaged to some opportunities due to 
his/her disability. 'Those who ' responded that they were 
handicapped ~ere further asked to indicate types of opportunity 
they were h<;l.ndic,apped to. Five specific types of handicap were 
listed. This section discusses this variable in relation to sex 
and type of , dis~bility . . 

8.1 Status and Type of Handicap 

Of the total disabled population aged 5 years and over, 80.3 
percent were handicapped to different advantages. Only about 
one - fifth were found to be not handicapped. 26.2 percent, 23.1 
percent and 18 percent of the d~sabled aged 5 years and above 
reported that they were Occupational, Training and Social 
Integration handicapped; respectively . Similar pattern was 
observed for each- sex (see Table 28). 

8.2 Typ~ of Handicap by Type of Disability 
I 

Table 29 shows that most of the specified disability types 
led to Training handicap,. This included Visual, Aural, Mental 
,and Multi di"sabilities ." On the contrary, Locomotor and Hand 
disabilities primarily led to Occupational handicap, while 
Leprosy and Other disabilities 'mainly led to Social Integration 
handicap. The data also indicate that close to a quarter of each 
of the populations who were suffering from Visual, Locomotor and 
'Visual & Aural Q,r Speech', d r sabilities were found to be not 
handicapped. 
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TABlE 28 Distritxltion at Disabled Pqlulation Aged 5 Years and DYer by 
Type at Handicap and Sex 

YElCI .aEDA 

Male Female Total 
Type of Handicap 

No X No X No % 

Not Handicap 175 20.93 124 18.18 299 19.70 

Training 214 25.60 136 19.94 350 23.06 
OcCl4lBtion 223 26.67 175 25.66 398 26.22 
Social Integration 142 16.99 131 19.21 273 17.98 
Emi ronnenta l Conveni ence 9 1.08 30 4.40 39 2.57 
Sel f Care 28 3.35 42 6.16 70 4.61 
Other 45 5.38 44 6.45 89 5.86 

Total 836 100.00 682 100.00 . 1,518 100.00 

TABLE "l9 Distritxltion at Disabled Pqlulation Aged 5 Years Inf DYer by Type at 
Handicap and Disabil ity 

YElCI .aEDA 

Type of Handi cap 

Type of 
Disability Not Social Envi ronnental Self Others Total 

Handicap Training OcCl4J8tion Integ. Convenience Care 

VISUAL 66 82 60 21 30 12 271 
X 24.35 30.26 22.14 7.75 11.07 4.43 100.00 

AURAL 6 49 11 26 14 106 
X 5.66 46.23 10.38 24.53 13.21 100.00 

VI SUAL & AURAL or SPEECH 26 18 11 14 28 97 
% 26.80 18.56 11.34 14.43 28.87 100.00 

LOCOMOTOR 164 113 201 148 34 15 13 688 
% 23.84 16.42 29.22 21.51 4.94 2.18 1.89 100.00 

HAND 10 26 77 4 5 9 131 
% 7.63 19.85 58.78 3.05 3.82 6.87 100.00 

MENTAL 7 33 6 12 15 3 76 
% 9.21 43.42 7.89 15.79 19.74 3.95 100.00 

LEPROSY 7 5 18 30 
% 23.33 16.67 60.00 100.00 

OTHERS 5 3 11 22 10 51 
% 9.80 5.88 21.57 43.14 19.61 100.00 

MULTI DISABILITY 15 19 17 7 5 5 68 
% 22.06 27.94 25.00 10.29 7.35 7.35 100.00 

TOTAL 299 350 399 272 39 70 89 1,518 
% 19.70 23.06 26.28 17.92 2.57 4.61 5.86 100.00 
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Annex I ESTIMATION PROCEDURES OF TOTAL, RATIO AND SAMPLING 
ERROR 

The following fonnula was used to estirrate total of 
a given characteristic. 

nh 

Yh= L WhiYhi 
i ; l 

Where h 

is the sampling weight. 

represents stratum (Rural/Urban) 
nh sample number of Farmers Associations/Kebeles in the 

h-th stratum 
Mh Measure of size of the h-th stratwn (from the sampling 

frame) 

Mhi Measur e of size of the i - th Farmers Association/Kebele 
in the h-th stratum(from the sampling frame 

Khi = 1 iIf person in the sample is disabled 

Hh , 
Khi = ---~ iIf person in the sample is non-disabled 

Hhid 

Hhi=Total listed households 

Hhid =Total listed households with disabled member/s 

Yhi =Sample total of characteristic y in the i - th Farmers 
Association/Kebele in the h-th stratum 

Yh = Estimate of total of characteristic y i n the h-th 
stratum 

Y= Estimate of total of characteristic y in a given wereda 

Sampling Variance of a total estimate was estimated using 
the following formula. 

Where Y hi =WhiY hi 

Standard Error (S.E.) of Yh i s : 
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Percentage Coefficient of variation, c.v.,of Yh is: 

~; ~"" 

,-. 

Ninety five percent confidence ·jinterval (C.l.) of Yh is: 

- -
Yh ±1.96x S.E. (Yh 

Design effect (DEFF) of Yh is 

DEFF= var(Yf ) 
Varr(Yh ) 

Where Varr ( Yh ) is variance·, of the total estimate under 
simple random sampling with equal" ultimate sample size of the 
actual sample design. 

is: 

Where 

stratum 

stratum 

Where 

The estimator of a ratio Rh for a given characteristic y 

Estimate for the ratio of y to x in the h-th 
stratum 

Yh = Estimate of total of characteristic y in the h-th 

Xh = Estimate of total of characteristic x in the h-th 

Sampling variance of ratio estimator in the h-th stratum is: 
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Annex II SAMPLING ERRORS FOR SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS BY WEREDA 

Characteristic 
: 

Estima S.E. C.V. 95 It C.l. DEFF 
I /Wereda te (It) 

Lower Upper 

DISABLED I 

Ezhana Welene 5205 994 19.10 3257 7153 3.63 

I Gofa Zuria 50~1 1432 28.13 2283 7897 4.51 
! 

KuCha 1937 386 19.91 1182 2694 2.11 

Masha Andera. 856 52 10.57 390 594 0.41 

Yeki 1553 91 5.83 1375 1731 0.23 

NOT DISABLED 

Ezhana Welene 148219 12143 8.19 124419 172019 **** 
Gofa Zuria 174422 7061 6.75 90813 118493 509.81 

Kucha 82860 6236 7.53 70637 95083 **** 
Masha Andera. 40333 1644 7.42 18934 25378 468.72 

Yeki 73086 3128 4.28 ; 66955 79217 
: ' 

286.43 
. . ., ILLITERATE: DISABLED -

Ezhana Welene 4364 969 22.22 2463 6263 4.31 

Gofa Zuria 4012 1172 29.22 1714 6309 4.07 

Kucha 1539 308 20.02 935 2143 1. 77 

Masha Andera. 625 94 15.04 441 809 0.43 
" 0. :31 Yeki 1068 114 10.72 843 1292 

LITERATE: DISABLED .. 

Ezhana Welene 432 80 18.40 277 589 0.28 

Gofa Zuria 518 144 27.76 236 800 0.46 

Kucha 139 47 33.98 46 230 0.49 

Masha Andera. 178 45 25.23 90 267 0.34 

Yeki 349 62 17.77 227 471 0.29 

IN~CTIVE: DISABLED 
'" 0; .. ' 

Ezhana: Welene 3588 737 20 .5 5 2142 5032 3.40 

Gbla Zuria 2791 598 21 .41 162 0 3963 1. 50 

Kucha 993 216 21.76 569 1416 1. 47 

Masha Andera. 393 33 8.48 328 459 0.09 
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., '. .\~ " 

INACTIVE: DISABLED 
- Yeki 606 108 17.82 394 818 0.52 

INACTIVE: NOT DISABLED 
" 

Ezhana Welene 55937 8353 14.93 39566 72309 48.49 

Gofa Zuria 61905 7578 12.24 47053 76750 2l.43 

Kucha 23795 5159 2l. 68 1368J _ 33905 54.34 

Masha Andera. 10854 1402 12.92 8107 13603 9.24 , ,,_. 
Yeki 22180 3634 16.39 15056 29302 27 . 02 

USING APPLIANCE: DISABLED 

Ezhana Welene 977 325 33.24 340 1614 18.84 

Gofa Zuria 313 125 40 . 07 67 558 5.27 

Kucha 299 90 29.98 123 475 10.25 

Masha Andera. 93 26 27.81 42 142 2.65 

Yeki 94 29 30.32 38 151 3.18 

NOT USING APPLIANCE: DISABLED 

Ezhana Welene 4228 775 18.32 2709 5746 107.17 

Gofa Zuria 4755 1434 30.15 1945 7565 645.78 

KUGha 1639 328 20.02 996 2282 137.20 
,~ . -' ... ,._. 

.. Masha !Andera . 763 115 15.12 537 989 52.34 

Yeki 1458 110 7.53 1243 1674 46.78 

MIGRANTS: DISABLED 

Ezhana Welene 378 73 19.57 237 521 2.13 

Gofa Zuria 187 43 23.02 103 271 1. 01 

Kucha 73 33 46 . 26 7 135 5 . 06 

Masha Andera. 122 25 20.72 73 172 2.03 

Yeki 473 73 15.45 330 617 5.59 

NON MIGRANTS: DISABLED 

Ezhana Welene 4826 944 19.57 2975 6675 359.93 

Gofa Zuria 4903 1433 29.23 2094 7713 ***** 
.-. 

Kuc~a 1867 368 19.74 1145 2589 642.85 
.... " 

Masha An<;lera. 735 104 14.09 532 938 33.90 

Yeki ; 1079 110 10.15 864 1294 12.55 
, .. ... 
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Annex Hl THE REHABILITATION AGENCY AND THE CENTRAL STATISTICAL AUTHORITY 

QUESTIONNAIR E ON DISABILITY SURVEY- 1996 

SECTION-I AREA IDENTIFICATION 
S.NQOFHHS 
9. WITH DISAB.t.4 . KILL,IL 2 . ZONE 3 . ~REDA 4 . TOWN 5 . KEFTEGNA 

KEBELEI I HOUSING 
6. FAR . ASS . 7. UNIT S. No. 

SECTION-2 PARTICULARS OF THE DISABLED AND OTHER HH MEMBERS 
RELATION TO IRYR5 

NAME SEX AGE YEARS FOR 10 YEARS AND ABOVE FOR DISABLED MEMBERS ONLY 
HE HEAD OF HH ABOVE 0 

...J", ECONOMIC STATUS 
z FOR 5 .,; FOR 18 'fEAR.mi ~E-

O· HEAD 

"'~ u. 

" 'fEARSV~ 0 " MIGRATION 

'" >!::::> '" ABOV z >- z Q. .r S ANII ABOVE ABOVE 
I· SP OUSE '" '" - .... o~ 0 IF CODE-2" IF CODE"I" TOCOL~I7" 0 ... ::::> .... 

en ...J < ~~ ..... 
"'< '" >- - ' ... o " '" IF CODE ' t a:: 2 ' SON/ '" 
< .... AND CODE ·02" AND CODE'ro" w ... - '" "'~'" < ~~ < ~ ii! .... Z IN COL '1 7 " .... - u < ~ 0 Cl) "0- 7" TO u_ 

5~ ~ '" DOUGHTER OF '" >-
=0 t; ~ >- >- ... '" ~gz 00 - ", 

ID NAME OF USUAL H H HEAD AND SPOUSE '" ~ ~!f ~ -
TO COL . "JS

II 

"- t: >- ...J ",. - W Q. '" ~ ~ g COL . "33" > _Z~ 
2 ... 0 _Ow ..... a:: .... iii ~ ~ u '" a: ..... ~ffi ~ >- "- Q. ~~ .~ '" ('-. Z _ 

LIJ ~ . ~ , z - en 
,·~,,,oo, \ ((. . ::z:: - -II! :J " I 

o "'" 
g l"- .. '" MEMBERS .... W'" ...J :;]8 0::::> ~ '" g '" ~~§ ~ '" 

0 
>>- '" Q. ' ~ ~ : ~LIJ ffi c:r ~1~ 

0_,,-

'" Of HEAD '" .... -a:: wo.!!. .J '" iii ~ -!;! :~.~ 
o '" Z .... -

...J <:J: 0 xi ~~ ~ cr ~ ~ 
.... '" ...J "' .... < is < !: .: all ..... :I: C z~ a I%: z'" ~~~ ~~~ 4 · SON/DOUG. u w "':::; 

u _ 
x Q. a:: 0'" 0: " ::::> OJ '" ... ....J~- « :I: w 8w ~ ~!l: ~~ :J: OF SPOUSE '" ~~o ""'- 'Z 5 ..... a i: ....Jo z 0 "- " ~CE i5 0 0"0>- < 110. 8z ~ t , r ~ a:: ";~ ~ S-!: .... ::::>w 

'" 0 ~c LI.I i= ~ LI.. I:t: LLg 0 0 o .... '" z :: LI.. ~ ;- ..... LL.. N LL.. !;i~~ <0 .... 
...J ~LIJ~ Z is < ~ "- '" ~~~ oQ~ ..... 5~~ ~ "- < u 

"'~ !;i a:: UJ '" 0 '" ::::> g ;: ~\ Ul o~ ~ -oJ Z U 0 =0 
0 5 · OTHER REL - ~U~ Z 0 Ox Q. 

:S~ <i i5 .... ;c 
'" z o t;( LU ~: ~ g 3 ~ 

u ~ ::::> 
'" is 

< ::::>"'Q. 0 ..... :: 
TlVE 

" - >- '" ...J ~~ 
Q. a:: ;; :J: '" ~ '" .... o~'" ::> :: . ~ ~ ~ ~ : ~~ 

>-n 

........ w >-~o ~ ci ",Q. ::::> o a::: ~ ::::> Q, IL '" o w ~~o B 6 · NON RELAT, - IoJ ~~ ~ ~ t ~ u ~ ~ 0 ::::> '" >- -0 - (!) > ::> ~~ < o z t: ~~~~ z 
'" "' .... '" !i- u -., W ...J IoJ < en >- t: ...... ~ z W w a::: ~i IoJz 

IVE '" - 0 _0 

~ ~ ~ .... '" Z ",z ru> w ~Q ~; ~ ~::; ~ en .,; " cf ~ U '" .. ~~ :3 a:: Z Ji 0 u o '" ti~~ ~() . a:: '" < 0 "'-IL o ~ ~~ ~ .. '" a < r .... 

10 " 12 13 14 15 16 17 IB 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 

01 

0 2 

03 

0 4 

05 

06 

07 

0 .8 

09 

1 0 

COL - 25 C OL - 27 COL- 29 COL- 31 COL-32 C OL-!! COL-35 ~ COL- 37 eOL- 38 

0 > f i RE I: DON'T KNOW THE US~ 0; NOT TREATED I; CARE W/O 0= NONE 0= NONE 
0= NONE 

0 = NOT HANDICAPPED 0; "I 'fEAR I = AVOIDED B'f 
1= DOES NOT REQUIRE HIDING I = AGRlClILTURAL I = AGRIC ULTLflAL 1= SPECIAL EDUC FOR 

I . ACC IDENT 2 = FINANCIAL CONSTR . 1= I 'fEAR SOCIETY T HE DE AF/ DEAF AHp 
2 ' FALLING 

1: TRAINING 2 = T ERMINAT ED MODER- 2= HIDE WITH 2 =2 .. 2 = HANDICRAFT 2 = HAI«>tCRAFT 
3·SERV ICE NOT AVAIL- N TREATMENT 

2= INSEARCH 
3 = TECHNICAL 3 = TECHNICAL MUTE 

3 z BEFO RE BIRTH 2 = DCCUP"TION ABLE C"RE 3=3 .. OF FOOD Z • SPECI AL EDUC FOR 

3= HIDE WI/O 4 = OTllERS 4&OTHERS THE BL I ND 
4 = AT BIRTH 4=DON'T WANT 3 = COMPLETED MODER 4 =4 .. 3 = IN SEARCH 5= UNKNOWN 3 - SPE CIAL E Due. F OR 

!I z DIF F. OISE "S~ 
3 z SOCIAL INTEGRATION N TREATMENT 

CARE OF JOB THE MENTALLY RETAR. 
I 5= 5-6 .. 

!I = ENV IR ONMENT"L 4= NO HIDING 
4=IN SEARCH 

6 - "RM"WENT 
4 = ENVI RONMENTAL INCONVENIENCE 4 = TERMINATED TRA D 6= 7-9 .. OF TREAT . 

CONVENIENCE TREATMENT NO CARE 
7= 10 + 

NAIIE SIG . DATE 
7 = OTHER S 6 = DON ' T KNOW AN'f .. !I= IN SEARDi 

5 = SE L F CARE 
5 = COMPLETED TRAD. 5= UNKNOWN 8=SINCE THE OF APPLIA- DAn COL L ECT OR / / 

B . UNKNOWN 7 = NO APPLIANCE 

6=~1C-6 = OTHERS TREATMENT ONSET OF 
8 = OTHERS DIS"BILlT'f / AL SUPERVISOR / 

7= OTHERS 

I 
I 






