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Introduction. Formal and informal support are important for quality of life of people with 
disabilities and their families. Objective. The aim of this paper was to (a) identify types of 
and satisfaction with support for Croatian and Serbian people with disabilities (PWD) and 
their caregivers and (b) summarise the effects of support reported by PWD and/or their 
caregivers in Croatia and Serbia. Methods. A systematic search was conducted, followed 
by eligibility screening of the peer-reviewed articles published from 2000 to June 2020. 
EBSCOhost, Hrčak, and the Serbian Citation Index [Srpski Citatni Indeks] databases 
were searched. We also searched the grey literature using Google Scholar and employed 
backward reference searching. The authors scanned articles and extracted the data related 
to the country, study’s aim, study’s design, sample, methodology, and findings. Twenty-
seven studies were included in this review. Results. Croatian and Serbian PWD and their 
caregivers received informational, emotional, practical, and financial support at different 
degrees. They were most satisfied with informal support, while the degree of satisfaction 
with formal support varied. They highly valued support programs. Conclusion. Croatia 
and Serbia, in general, lack a formal support system, and informal support is the most 
prevalent for PWD and their caregivers. There is a need for more support programs for 
families of PWD. 
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Introduction

Social support for people with disabilities (PWD) and their families 
positively affects their well-being (Bishop-Fitzpatrick et al., 2018; Ekas et al., 
2010), increases opportunities for fulfilling social roles, independent living, and 
inclusion (Leutar et al., 2020), and serves as a buffer for stress and depression 
(Ekas et al., 2010; Faw, 2018). Further, support for individuals with disabilities 
and their family members increases opportunities for fulfilling social roles, 
independent living, and community inclusion (Leutar & Buljevac, 2020).

In the literature, two types of social support are commonly identified: 
formal and informal support (Garcia et al., 2008). Formal support refers to support 
provided by professionals, institutions, and non-governmental organizations 
(NGOs) (Duvdevany & Abboud, 2003) and refers to provision of information, 
exercise of rights, and engagement in services and programs (Leutar et al., 
2020). Informal support is provided by family members, friends, relatives, or 
neighbours (Leutar et al., 2007). Within these two types of support, the most 
common supports are informational, practical (i.e., instrumental), emotional, 
and financial (Keller & Honig, 2004). Informational support means that a 
person receives necessary information, such as information about a diagnosis, 
characteristics of disability, available services, rights, available resources 
in communities, etc. (Tétreault et al., 2014; Vanegas & Abdelrahim, 2016). 
Practical support refers to pragmatic advice or guidance that helps a person 
to do or achieve something, as well as practical aid or assistance (King et al., 
2006, pp. 911). Emotional support aims to reduce social tensions, sustain family 
harmony, and promote a better adaptation to the child’s condition (Tétreault 
et al., 2014). Financial support is manifested through monetary contributions, 
mostly from a government (Gibson & Mykitiuk, 2012).

 Findings related to satisfaction with formal support (e.g., support in 
educational settings, support from the service providers) are not unequivocal, 
although many PWD and their families expressed dissatisfaction (Anderson et 
al., 2020; James et al., 2013; Finn & Boland, 2021; Renty & Roeyers, 2005). 
Many research studies showed that satisfaction with formal support varies, 
depending on who was providing support, what type of support was given, etc. 
(James et al., 2013; Renty & Roeyers, 2005). When it comes to satisfaction with 
informal support, previous research showed that PWD and their families were 
the most satisfied with the support from family members, and PWD were also 
satisfied with support from their friends, who are very often people with the 
same type of disability (Burns, 2009; Davis & Gavidia-Payne, 2009; Lippold & 
Guinea, 2001; Lysaght et al., 2012). 

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1365-2206.2012.00898.x?casa_token=8O_mZd0eryYAAAAA%3AzqWPw7_kePs5NDW1OKBm5hUXDUjrtTa0Dwbft2kk-UVTEPCac442_YeHAur2WJD4D1wayTgulENmOZtImA#cfs898-bib-0021
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The State of Support in Croatia and Serbia

Croatia and Serbia are countries in Southeast Europe with populations of 
approximately four and seven million people, respectively. Croatia and Serbia 
were part of the civil war during the early 1990s, which significantly affected 
the quality of life of their citizens. For the past two decades, both countries have 
made efforts to adopt laws that should improve the quality of life of families of 
PWD, such as the 2006 United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with 
Disabilities, the Law on Social Protection, etc. As Croatia is a European Union 
member, some laws and strategies from the European Union have also become 
part of the Croatian national legal system. Although the laws were adopted, 
they have been rarely enforced in practice (Čolić & Kaljača, 2014; Marković, 
2014; Mikuš, 2018). Various support programs are often provided by NGOs 
whose funds come from different governmental and non-governmental grants, 
and they mainly terminate when the grant ends. As systematic formal support 
is lacking in the majority of areas, people often need to make tremendous effort 
to receive it. Without adequate support, it is not surprising that some Croatian 
and Serbian families of PWD experienced stigma, discrimination, and social 
exclusion (Buljevac et al., 2020; Čolić & Milačić Vidojević, 2021). 

Given the current state of support in these countries, we were interested 
in exploring what types of support are available to families of PWD and 
their satisfaction with support. Rather than evaluating laws and strategies, 
we analysed their lived experiences. The purpose of this review was to (a) 
summarise the types of and satisfaction with support reported by PWD and/or 
their caregivers in Croatia and Serbia and (b) summarise the effects of support 
reported by PWD and/or their caregivers in Croatia and Serbia. Our research 
questions were (a) What types of support are available to Croatian and Serbian 
PWD and their families? (b) To what degree are Croatian and Serbian PWD and 
their families satisfied with support? and (c) What are the perceived effects of 
support on the life of PWD and their families?

Methods

We performed a scoping review by applying the guidelines of Arksey and 
O’Malley (2005), such as explicit search criteria, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and a 
review of the studies conducted by two independent reviewers. Furthermore, we used 
PRISMA guidelines (see Figure 1) for reporting search strategy and identification of 
the studies (Moher et al., 2009). 
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Figure 1. 

Flowchart of articles identification

Search Strategy 

First, we completed electronic searches of the EBSCOhost, Hrčak, and Serbian 
Citation Index [Srpski Citatni Indeks] databases to identify peer-reviewed articles. 
Hrčak is Croatian and the Serbian Citation Index [Srpski Citatni Indeks] is a Serbian 
bibliographic database. We also searched the grey literature using Google Scholar and 
employed backward reference searching. The search was limited to the peer-reviewed 
articles published from 2000 to January 2020. We used the term support as a key search 
term in combination with the following terms: Croatia, Serbia, autism, disability, 
intellectual disability, deaf or hard of hearing, blind or visual impairment, and physical 
disability. We performed a broad search, as we wanted to be inclusive and to hear the 
voices of all PWD and their caregivers in Croatia and Serbia. Second, once we located 
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studies, we reviewed titles and abstracts manually to assess their inclusion eligibility. 
Finally, we read the articles identified for inclusion after abstract review in full and 
included the ones that met inclusion criteria as described in the next section in a final list.

Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria

An article was included if the following criteria were met: the article (a) was 
published in Croatian, Serbian, or English, (b) explored support reported by PWD 
and/or caregivers of PWD, (c) included PWD of any age and/or caregivers of PWD, 
and (d) was empirical, peer-reviewed research. We excluded the studies about support 
from other sources (e.g., governmental reports, opinions of different professionals) and 
studies whose focus was other than support, such as quality of life, stigma, etc.

Data Extraction

A Microsoft Excel© database was created to extract theoretically and/or 
methodologically relevant data. Both authors scanned the articles and extracted the 
data related to the country, study’s aim, study’s design, sample, methodology employed, 
and main findings. Both authors agreed with the studies’ characteristics that were 
extracted. We then summarised the findings and reported them via thematic analysis 
(Thomas & Harden, 2008).

Results

Identified Studies

We included 27 studies in the final review out of 351 identified (see 
Figure 1). Following the screening of the 351 articles by the title and abstract, 
we read 64 full-text articles and checked them for eligibility. We excluded 37 
papers as they did not fit the inclusion criteria. In Table 1, we presented data 
from the 27 studies regarding the sample, the instruments, and the focus of 
the studies relevant to the support reported by families of PWD. These studies 
are not homogenous regarding study topic and/or methodology. For example, 
some studies interviewed both professionals and PWD and/or caregivers (e.g., 
Leutar & Marković, 2011). Some presented data not only related to support but 
different subjects as well, such as stigma (e.g., Buljevac et al., 2012), experience 
with certain programs (McConkey et al., 2013), performance and skills (e.g., 
Štambuk et al., 2012), and satisfaction with life (e.g., Blažeka Kokorić et al., 
2012). Due to the small number of studies that explored only support, we decided 
to include each study that examined support at any degree, even if that was not 
the main aim. Therefore, in the paper, we focused solely on methodology and 
findings related to support reported by PWD and/or their caregivers.



SUPPORT FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES IN CROATIA AND SERBIA

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

332

Ta
bl

e 
1

Su
m

m
ar

y 
of

 st
ud

y 
ch

ar
ac

te
ri

st
ic

s, 
in

st
ru

m
en

ts
, a

nd
 a

im
s r

el
at

ed
 to

 su
pp

or
t 

A
ut

ho
rs

,
(c

ou
nt

ry
)

Sa
m

pl
e

Pa
re

nt
 o

r P
W

D
 

ag
es

 –
Ye

ar
s 

(ra
ng

e 
an

d 
/ o

r 
m

ea
n)

Ch
ild

 a
ge

s 
– 

Ye
ar

s 
(ra

ng
e 

an
d 

/o
r m

ea
n)

In
st

ru
m

en
t r

el
at

ed
 to

 a
 su

pp
or

t
Fo

cu
s o

f t
he

 st
ud

y 
re

la
te

d 
to

 su
pp

or
t

Av
ra

m
ov

ić
 &

 
Že

ga
ra

c 
(2

01
6)

 
(S

er
bi

a)

20
 c

hi
ld

re
n 

w
ith

 
di

sa
bi

lit
ie

s
7-

17
N

/A
Se

m
i-s

tr
uc

tu
re

d 
in

te
rv

ie
w

 “
M

e 
at

 th
e 

Ce
nt

re
”

To
 g

ai
n 

in
sig

ht
 in

to
 th

e 
ex

pe
rie

nc
es

 
of

 c
hi

ld
re

n 
w

ith
 d

isa
bi

lit
ie

s a
nd

 th
ei

r 
pe

rc
ep

tio
n 

of
 th

e 
co

m
m

un
ity

 se
rv

ic
es

Bl
až

ek
a 

K
ok

or
ić

 
et

 a
l. 

(2
01

2)
 

(C
ro

at
ia)

39
1 

PW
D

18
+

N
/A

Ty
pe

s o
f f

or
m

al
 a

nd
 in

fo
rm

al
 

so
ur

ce
s o

f s
oc

ia
l s

up
po

rt 
in

 
ev

er
yd

ay
 li

fe

Ty
pe

s o
f f

or
m

al
 a

nd
 in

fo
rm

al
 su

pp
or

t 
am

on
g 

PW
D

Bu
lje

va
c 

et
 a

l. 
(2

01
2)

 (C
ro

at
ia)

5 
PW

D
22

 –
 4

8
N

/A
Fo

cu
s g

ro
up

s
To

 g
ai

n 
in

sig
ht

 in
to

 th
e 

ex
pe

rie
nc

es
 o

f 
PW

D
 w

ith
 su

pp
or

t

Bu
lje

va
c 

&
 

Le
ut

ar
 (2

01
7)

 
(C

ro
at

ia)

22
 c

ar
eg

iv
er

s o
f 

in
di

vi
du

al
s w

ith
 

in
te

lle
ct

ua
l d

isa
bi

lit
ie

s

24
-8

6
(M

 =
 5

6.
63

)
M

 =
 3

4.
09

Se
m

i-s
tr

uc
tu

re
d 

in
te

rv
ie

w
To

 g
ai

n 
in

sig
ht

 in
to

 e
xp

er
ie

nc
es

 o
f f

am
ily

 
m

em
be

rs
 o

f p
eo

pl
e 

w
ith

 in
te

lle
ct

ua
l 

di
sa

bi
lit

ie
s

Ča
ga

lj 
et

 a
l. 

(2
01

8)
 (C

ro
at

ia)
5 

m
ot

he
rs

 o
f c

hi
ld

re
n 

w
ith

 P
W

S
20

–6
3

(M
 =

 4
4)

6-
35

Se
m

i-s
tr

uc
tu

re
d 

in
te

rv
ie

w
To

 g
ai

n 
in

sig
ht

 in
to

 e
xp

er
ie

nc
es

 o
f 

m
ot

he
rs

 o
f c

hi
ld

re
n 

w
ith

 P
W

S 
w

ith
 th

e 
fo

rm
al

 su
pp

or
t s

ys
te

m

D
an

ie
ls 

et
 a

l. 
(2

01
7)

 (C
ro

at
ia

 ͣ)
14

6 
ca

re
gi

ve
rs

 o
f 

ch
ild

re
n 

w
ith

 A
SD

N
ot

 st
at

ed
M

 =
 6

.1
Th

e 
Ca

re
gi

ve
r N

ee
ds

 S
ur

ve
y

Ca
re

gi
ve

r n
ee

ds
 a

nd
 w

ha
t t

he
ir 

pe
rc

ep
tio

n 
is 

ab
ou

t A
SD

 se
rv

ic
es

 in
 

co
m

m
un

ity

Ig
nj

at
ov

ic
 

D
za

m
on

ja
 e

t a
l. 

(2
01

7)
 (S

er
bi

a)

15
3 

ca
re

gi
ve

rs
 

of
 c

hi
ld

re
n 

w
ith

 
di

sa
bi

lit
ie

s

20
 - 

66
(m

ot
he

rs
 M

 =
 

38
.3

, f
at

he
rs

 M
 

= 
41

.4
)

3 
– 

42
(M

 =
 

14
.5

6)
Th

e F
am

ily
 Q

ua
lit

y 
of

 L
ife

 S
ca

le
W

ha
t t

he
 ef

fe
ct

 o
f c

om
m

un
ity

-b
as

ed
 

se
rv

ic
es

 is
 o

n 
fa

m
ily

 q
ua

lit
y 

of
 li

fe



ČOLIĆ I BULJEVAC

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

333

G
ol

ub
ov

ić
 e

t a
l. 

(2
01

5)
 (S

er
bi

a)
10

0 
pa

re
nt

s o
f c

hi
ld

re
n 

w
ith

 d
isa

bi
lit

ie
s

N
ot

 st
at

ed
3 

- 7

Th
e 

qu
es

tio
nn

ai
re

 re
ga

rd
in

g 
th

e 
fir

st 
sy

m
pt

om
s, 

tre
at

m
en

t, 
pr

of
es

sio
na

ls,
 a

nd
 u

se
fu

ln
es

s 
of

 in
fo

rm
at

io
n 

pr
ov

id
ed

 b
y 

pr
of

es
sio

na
ls

Ca
re

gi
ve

rs
’ p

er
ce

pt
io

n 
of

 in
fo

rm
at

io
na

l 
su

pp
or

t f
ro

m
 d

iff
er

en
t p

ro
fe

ss
io

na
ls

Je
lić

 &
 

M
ih

aj
lo

vi
ć 

Ba
bi

ć 
(2

01
8)

 (S
er

bi
a)

26
 P

W
D

19
-8

1
(M

 =
 4

5.
5)

N
/A

Q
ue

st
io

nn
ai

re
 re

ga
rd

in
g 

w
el

fa
re

 
se

rv
ic

es
 p

ro
vi

de
d 

by
 c

iv
il 

so
ci

et
y 

or
ga

ni
za

tio
ns

 o
n 

th
e 

te
rr

ito
ry

 o
f t

he
 C

ity
 o

f K
ra

lje
vo

; 
Q

ue
st

io
nn

ai
re

 re
ga

rd
in

g 
us

er
s’

 
sa

tis
fa

ct
io

n 
w

ith
 w

el
fa

re
 

pr
ov

id
ed

 b
y 

no
n 

- g
ov

er
nm

en
ta

l 
or

ga
ni

za
tio

ns
/ a

ss
oc

ia
tio

ns
 in

 
th

e 
ci

ty
 o

f K
ra

lje
vo

To
 e

xp
lo

re
 h

ow
 P

W
D

 e
va

lu
at

e 
qu

al
ity

 
of

 so
ci

al
 se

rv
ic

es
/w

el
fa

re
 a

nd
 th

ei
r 

sa
tis

fa
ct

io
n 

w
ith

 se
rv

ic
es

K
ar

ač
ić

 (2
01

2)
 

(C
ro

at
ia)

15
0 

ad
ol

es
ce

nt
s w

ith
 

ph
ys

ic
al

 im
pa

irm
en

ts
N

/A
15

-2
1

Q
ue

st
io

nn
ai

re
 a

bo
ut

 su
pp

or
t

To
 g

ai
n 

in
sig

ht
 in

to
 fr

eq
ue

nc
ie

s, 
ty

pe
s 

an
d 

so
ur

ce
s o

f s
up

po
rt

K
rs

m
an

ov
ić

 e
t a

l. 
(2

01
7)

 (S
er

bi
a)

28
1 

ca
re

gi
ve

rs
 o

f 
ch

ild
re

n 
w

ith
 A

SD
N

ot
 st

at
ed

M
 =

10
SE

A
N

 q
ue

st
io

nn
ai

re
To

 e
xp

lo
re

 th
e 

av
ai

la
bi

lit
y 

of
 e

du
ca

tio
na

l 
su

pp
or

t a
nd

 so
ci

al
 p

ro
te

ct
io

n 
se

rv
ic

es
 fo

r 
fa

m
ili

es
 o

f c
hi

ld
re

n 
w

ith
 A

SD

Le
ut

ar
 e

t a
l. 

(2
00

7)
 (C

ro
at

ia)
48

0 
pe

rs
on

s w
ith

 
di

sa
bi

lit
y

18
-8

3
N

/A
Fo

rm
al

 a
nd

 in
fo

rm
al

 su
pp

or
t 

qu
es

tio
nn

ai
re

Ty
pe

s o
f s

oc
ia

l s
up

po
rt 

th
ro

ug
h 

fo
rm

al
 

an
d 

in
fo

rm
al

 so
ur

ce
s

Le
ut

ar
 &

 
M

ar
ko

vi
ć 

(2
01

1)
 

(C
ro

at
ia)

10
 P

W
D

,
10

 p
ar

en
ts 

of
 P

W
D

D
D

: 2
3 

- 6
7;

Pa
re

nt
s: 

37
 - 

60
N

/A
Se

m
i-s

tr
uc

tu
re

d 
in

te
rv

ie
w

To
 p

ro
vi

de
 in

sig
ht

 in
to

 so
ci

al
 w

or
k 

w
ith

 
PW

D
 a

nd
 su

pp
or

t f
ro

m
 th

e s
oc

ia
l w

or
ke

rs

Le
va

či
ć 

&
 L

eu
ta

r 
(2

01
1)

 (C
ro

at
ia)

8 
pe

rs
on

s w
ith

ph
ys

ic
al

 d
isa

bi
lit

ie
s

34
-5

6
(M

 =
 4

6)
N

/A
Se

m
i-s

tr
uc

tu
re

d 
in

te
rv

ie
w

Ty
pe

s a
nd

 so
ur

ce
s o

f s
up

po
rt 

fo
r p

er
so

ns
 

w
ith

 p
hy

sic
al

 d
isa

bi
lit

ie
s i

n 
th

ei
r 

pa
re

nt
in

g 
ro

le
 a

nd
 th

ei
r n

ee
ds



SUPPORT FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES IN CROATIA AND SERBIA

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

334

Le
ut

ar
 &

 O
rš

ul
ić

 
(2

01
5)

 (C
ro

at
ia)

16
1 

pa
re

nt
s o

f c
hi

ld
re

n 
w

ith
 d

isa
bi

lit
ie

s
27

-5
9

(M
 =

 41
.74

)
1 

-1
8,

 
(M

=1
0.

8)
Fa

m
ily

 Im
pa

ct
 Q

ue
st

io
nn

ai
re

; 
So

ci
al

 su
pp

or
t q

ue
st

io
nn

ai
re

To
 g

ai
n 

in
sig

ht
 in

to
 so

ci
al

 su
pp

or
t f

ro
m

 
pa

re
nt

s o
f c

hi
ld

re
n 

w
ith

 d
isa

bi
lit

ie
s

Li
sa

k 
et

 a
l. 

(2
01

7)
(C

ro
at

ia)

6 
pa

re
nt

s o
f c

hi
ld

re
n 

w
ith

 in
te

lle
ct

ua
l 

di
sa

bi
lit

ie
s o

r A
SD

38
 –

 5
5

3-
19

 y
ea

rs
St

ru
ct

ur
ed

 in
te

rv
ie

w
 u

sin
g 

na
rr

at
iv

e 
ap

pr
oa

ch
Ca

re
gi

ve
rs

’ e
xp

er
ie

nc
es

 w
ith

 su
pp

or
t i

n 
ed

uc
at

io
na

l s
ys

te
m

M
cC

on
ke

y 
et

 a
l. 

(2
01

3)
 (S

er
bi

a 
ͣ)

5 
in

di
vi

du
al

s w
ith

 
in

te
lle

ct
ua

l d
isa

bi
lit

ie
s,

5 
pa

re
nt

s o
f P

W
D

N
ot

 st
at

ed
N

ot
 st

at
ed

In
di

vi
du

al
 a

nd
 g

ro
up

 in
te

rv
ie

w
s

Yo
un

g 
at

hl
et

es
’ a

nd
 th

ei
r c

ar
eg

iv
er

s’
 

pe
rc

ep
tio

n 
of

 so
ci

al
 in

cl
us

io
n 

th
ro

ug
h 

th
e 

sp
or

t p
ro

gr
am

s

M
ih

ić
 e

t a
l. 

(2
01

6)
 (S

er
bi

a)
8 

m
ot

he
rs

 o
f c

hi
ld

re
n 

w
ith

 d
isa

bi
lit

ie
s

N
ot

 st
at

ed
Pr

es
ch

oo
l 

ag
e 

(n
ot

 
sp

ec
ifi

ed
)

Q
ua

lit
at

iv
e 

in
te

rv
ie

w
 d

ur
in

g 
fo

cu
s g

ro
up

s

To
 e

xa
m

in
e 

ef
fe

ct
 o

f s
up

po
rt 

pr
og

ra
m

 
on

 (a
) f

am
ily

 w
el

l-b
ei

ng
, (

b)
 c

ar
eg

iv
er

s’
 

re
la

tio
ns

hi
p 

w
ith

 th
ei

r c
hi

ld
, (

c)
 

ac
ce

pt
an

ce
 o

f d
ia

gn
os

is

M
ili

c 
Ba

bi
c 

&
 

D
ow

lin
g 

(2
01

5)
 

(C
ro

at
ia)

9 
st

ud
en

ts 
w

ith
 

di
sa

bi
lit

ie
s

20
-3

0
N

/A
Se

m
i-s

tr
uc

tu
re

d 
in

te
rv

ie
w

Ty
pe

s o
f s

up
po

rt 
av

ai
la

bl
e 

to
 th

e 
st

ud
en

ts 
w

ith
 d

isa
bi

lit
ie

s a
nd

 w
ha

t b
ar

rie
rs

 th
ey

 
fa

ce

M
ili

ć 
Ba

bi
ć 

et
 a

l. 
(2

01
7)

 (C
ro

at
ia)

3 
m

ot
he

rs
 o

f c
hi

ld
re

n 
w

ith
 W

ill
ia

m
s 

sy
nd

ro
m

e

35
-4

2
(M

=3
8)

5-
8

Se
m

i-s
tr

uc
tu

re
d 

in
te

rv
ie

w
To

 e
xa

m
in

e 
ex

pe
rie

nc
es

 w
ith

 fo
rm

al
 a

nd
 

in
fo

rm
al

 su
pp

or
t p

ar
en

ts 
re

ce
iv

e

M
ili

c 
Ba

bi
c 

et
 a

l. 
(2

01
8)

 (C
ro

at
ia)

28
 w

om
en

 w
ith

 
di

sa
bi

lit
ie

s
20

–6
3

(M
 =

 3
9)

N
/A

Se
m

i-s
tr

uc
tu

re
d 

in
te

rv
ie

w
To

 o
bt

ai
n 

in
sig

ht
 in

to
 th

e 
pe

rs
on

al
 

ex
pe

rie
nc

es
 o

f w
om

en
 w

ith
 d

isa
bi

lit
ie

s 
an

d 
th

ei
r p

er
ce

pt
io

ns
 o

f a
bu

se
 

Pe
jo

vi
c 

M
ilo

va
nc

ev
ic

 e
t 

al
. (

20
18

) (
Se

rb
ia)

23
1 

pa
re

nt
s o

f c
hi

ld
re

n 
w

ith
 A

SD
N

ot
 st

at
ed

M
 =

 1
0.

5
Th

e 
Ca

re
gi

ve
r N

ee
ds

 S
ur

ve
y

Ca
re

gi
ve

r’ 
pe

rc
ep

tio
n 

of
 a

nd
 sa

tis
fa

ct
io

n 
w

ith
 d

iff
er

en
t A

SD
 su

pp
or

t s
ys

te
m

s i
n 

co
m

m
un

ity



ČOLIĆ I BULJEVAC

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

335

Pe
tro

vi
ć 

et
 a

l. 
(2

01
6)

 (S
er

bi
a)

23
 p

eo
pl

e 
w

ith
 

in
te

lle
ct

ua
l d

isa
bi

lit
ie

s

U
p 

to
 3

0 
ye

ar
s -

 
39

%
, o

ld
er

 th
an

 
30

 y
ea

rs
 - 

61
%

N
/A

Co
m

pe
te

nc
y 

sc
al

e 
fo

r p
eo

pl
e 

w
ith

 ID
; E

co
-m

ap
; S

el
f-e

ste
em

 
sc

al
e 

SP
RO

SI
T 

S;
 Q

ue
st

io
nn

ai
re

 
fo

r s
el

f-d
et

er
m

in
at

io
n;

 C
ho

ic
e-

m
ak

in
g 

an
d 

de
ci

sio
n-

m
ak

in
g 

qu
es

tio
nn

ai
re

; L
ev

el
 o

f p
ro

bl
em

-
so

lv
in

g 
sk

ill
s q

ue
st

io
nn

ai
re

To
 e

xa
m

in
e 

ef
fe

ct
s o

f c
om

m
un

ity
-b

as
ed

 
su

pp
or

te
d 

ho
us

in
g 

on
 li

fe
 o

f p
eo

pl
e 

w
ith

 in
te

lle
ct

ua
l d

isa
bi

lit
y 

w
ho

 w
er

e 
pr

ev
io

us
ly

 in
st

itu
tio

na
liz

ed

Št
am

bu
k 

et
 a

l. 
(2

01
2)

 (C
ro

at
ia)

11
4 

PW
D

65
-9

1
(M

 =
 7

4.
34

)
N

/A
Sa

tis
fa

ct
io

n 
w

ith
 so

ur
ce

s 
of

 su
pp

or
t i

n 
ev

er
yd

ay
 li

fe
; 

Su
pp

or
t i

n 
cr

isi
s s

itu
at

io
ns

Ty
pe

s o
f s

up
po

rt 
in

 e
ve

ry
da

y 
lif

e 
an

d 
in

 
cr

isi
s s

itu
at

io
ns

 a
m

on
g 

PW
D

St
an

či
ć 

et
 a

l. 
(2

01
5)

 (C
ro

at
ia)

87
0 

st
ud

en
ts 

w
ith

 
di

sa
bi

lit
ie

s, 
90

 p
ar

en
ts

N
ot

 st
at

ed
St

ud
en

ts 
w

er
e 

in
 

hi
gh

 sc
ho

ol

Q
ue

st
io

nn
ai

re
 o

n 
st

ud
en

ts’
 

sa
tis

fa
ct

io
n 

w
ith

 th
e 

su
pp

or
t 

sy
ste

m
 in

 se
co

nd
ar

y 
ed

uc
at

io
n;

 
Q

ue
st

io
nn

ai
re

 o
n 

sa
tis

fa
ct

io
n 

of
 p

ar
en

ts 
of

 th
e 

st
ud

en
ts 

w
ith

 
di

sa
bi

lit
ie

s

Le
ve

l o
f s

up
po

rt 
an

d 
sa

tis
fa

ct
io

n 
w

ith
 

th
e 

su
pp

or
t s

ys
te

m
 in

 h
ig

h 
sc

ho
ol

 a
m

on
g 

st
ud

en
ts 

an
d 

th
ei

r c
ar

eg
iv

er
s

St
an

im
iro

vi
ć 

et
 

al
. (

20
12

) (
Se

rb
ia)

32
 p

er
so

ns
 w

ith
 v

isu
al

 
im

pa
irm

en
ts

,
64

 p
ar

en
ts

N
ot

 st
at

ed
14

-2
6

Se
m

i-s
tr

uc
tu

re
d 

in
te

rv
ie

w
; 

Pe
rc

ei
ve

d 
su

pp
or

t s
ca

le

Le
ve

l o
f s

up
po

rt 
an

d 
sa

tis
fa

ct
io

n 
w

ith
 th

e 
sc

ho
ol

 su
pp

or
t s

ys
te

m
 st

ud
en

ts 
an

d 
th

ei
r 

ca
re

gi
ve

rs

Žg
an

ec
 e

t a
l. 

(2
01

2)
 (C

ro
at

ia)
39

1 
PW

D
N

ot
 st

at
ed

N
/A

Q
ue

st
io

nn
ai

re
 fo

r P
W

D
 in

 th
e 

ar
ea

 o
f s

oc
ia

l r
ig

ht
s

Pe
rc

ep
tio

n 
of

 P
W

D
 re

ga
rd

in
g 

ac
ce

ss
ib

ili
ty

 o
f s

oc
ia

l r
ig

ht
s a

nd
 th

e 
le

ve
l 

of
 th

ei
r n

ee
ds

ͣ T
he

se
 st

ud
ie

s w
er

e 
co

nd
uc

te
d 

in
 se

ve
ra

l c
ou

nt
rie

s, 
bu

t w
e 

pr
es

en
te

d 
da

ta
 o

nl
y 

re
la

te
d 

to
 C

ro
at

ia
 a

nd
 S

er
bi

a.



SUPPORT FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES IN CROATIA AND SERBIA

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

336

Overview of the Studies

In total, 17 studies were conducted in Croatia and 10 studies in Serbia. 
Out of these studies, 12 studies included PWD in their design, 11 involved 
caregivers of PWD, while four encompassed both PWD and their caregivers 
(Table 1). Over half of the studies recruited participants from the urban areas 
(i.e., larger cities), seven recruited sample from both urban and rural areas 
(Blažeka Kokorić et al., 2021; Buljevac et al., 2012; Čagalj et al., 2018; Leutar 
& Marković, 2011; Lisak et al., 2017; Milic & Babic Dowling, 2015; Žganec et 
al., 2012), one was conducted in urban, rural, and suburban area (Ignjatovic-
Dzamonja et al., 2017), and one was conducted in rural area (Mihić et al., 2016). 
Two studies (Daniels et al., 2017; McConkey et al., 2013) were carried out across 
multiple countries, but we presented results related to Croatia and Serbia only. 

Sample Characteristics 

The total sample size of PWD varied from five to 870, while the number 
of caregivers ranged from five to 281. The age range of PWD was from seven 
to 91 years, while the age range of caregivers was from 20 to 86 years (Table 1). 
The majority of the studies did not report specific types of disabilities, or their 
sample consisted of people with multiple disabilities or caregivers of individuals 
with multiple disabilities. Three studies focused on intellectual disabilities 
(Buljevac & Leutar, 2017; McConkey et al., 2013; Petrović et al., 2016), one 
included mothers of children with Prader–Willi syndrome (PWS) (Čagalj et 
al., 2018), one mothers of children with Williams syndrome (Milić Babić et 
al., 2017), three focused on autism spectrum disorder (ASD) (Daniels et al., 
2017; Krsmanović et al., 2017; Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018), one included 
persons with visual impairments (Stanimirović et al., 2012), and two studies 
focused on physical disabilities (Karačić, 2012; Levačić & Leutar, 2011).

Types of Support Reported by Caregivers

Our review showed that Croatian and Serbian caregivers of PWD 
received informational, emotional, practical, and financial support at different 
degrees. Informational support was depicted through information about rights, 
characteristics of disability, children’s health needs, and available formal support 
(Čagalj et al., 2018; Daniels et al., 2017; Golubović et al., 2015; Krsmanović et 
al., 2017; Milić Babić et al., 2017; Stanimirović et al., 2012). The main sources 
of information were other caregivers of PWD, internet, and NGOs, followed by 
psychologists and teachers, while primary care physicians and social workers 
were mentioned less (Čagalj et al., 2018; Daniels et al., 2017; Golubović et al., 
2015; Krsmanović et al., 2017; Lisak et al., 2017; Milić Babić et al., 2017; Pejovic 
Milovancevic et al., 2018).
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Emotional and practical support were gained from other caregivers of 
PWD, some professionals, family members, and NGOs (Čagalj et al., 2018; 
Daniels et al., 2017; Leutar & Oršulić, 2015; Lisak et al., 2017; McConkey et al., 
2013 Mihić et al., 2016; Stanimirović et al., 2012). Some examples of practical 
support were grandparents helping caregivers in everyday life activities, 
teachers providing individualised support to children, and professionals 
showing caregivers how to manage their child’s needs (Čagalj et al., 2018; Lisak 
et al., 2017; Stanimirović et al., 2012). 

Financial support was obtained by exercising the rights defined by 
legislation (Čagalj et al., 2018). In two studies, around 70% of caregivers 
received special government assistance for their child with ASD (Daniels et 
al., 2017; Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018), while some parents of children 
with different developmental disabilities (DD) received financial support from 
family (Leutar & Oršulić, 2015; Lisak et al., 2017). 

A large majority of caregivers reported scarceness of systematic support, 
such as professionals’ lack of knowledge about the characteristics and needs of 
PWD, lack of empathy, lack of coordination between professionals, and lack of 
assessments and services (Buljevac & Leutar, 2017; Čagalj et al., 2018; Lisak et 
al., 2017). They did not obtain services for their child because services were not 
available in their area, they were on a waiting list, or costs were high (Daniels 
et al., 2017; Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018). Obtaining a diagnosis was a 
common challenge for families as there were not enough qualified physicians 
in their hometowns, so they had to travel to larger cities or even abroad (Čagalj 
et al., 2018; Daniels et al., 2017; Krsmanović et al., 2017; Lisak et al., 2017; 
Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018). The majority of the families reported various 
challenges with the school system as well (Čagalj et al., 2018; Daniels et al., 
2017; Lisak et al., 2017; Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018). 

Types of Support Reported by PWD 

Informational support included mostly information about rights (Leutar 
& Marković, 2011; Milić Babić et al., 2018; Žganec et al., 2012) and it was 
provided by NGOs and media, and less from physicians and social workers 
(Leutar et al., 2007). Youth with disabilities received informational support 
mainly from their parents and friends (47%), followed by siblings and relatives, 
while teachers were mentioned rarely (Karačić, 2012). 

The results regarding financial support show that adults obtained some 
financial assistance from the government, such as care allowance or personal 
disability allowance (Leutar et al., 2007; Leutar & Marković, 2011; Milić Babić 
& Dowling, 2015; Žganec et al., 2012), while youth with disabilities received it 
from their parents (Karačić, 2012). 

Service providers provided practical support during therapies (Daniels et 
al., 2017; Krsmanović et al., 2017; Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018), education 
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(Lisak et al., 2017; Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018; Stančić et al., 2015), and 
different social services (Avramović & Žegarac, 2016; Jelić & Mihajlović-Babić, 
2018; Karačić, 2012; Leutar & Marković, 2011; Milic Babic & Dowling, 2015; 
Žganec et al., 2012). The most common therapies provided to children with ASD 
were standard developmental non-pharmacological treatments (Daniels et al., 
2017; Krsmanović et al., 2017; Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018). Children with 
DD attended special schools most frequently, followed by inclusive classrooms 
and special classrooms in mainstream schools (Krsmanović et al., 2017; Pejovic 
Milovancevic et al., 2018). Through community-based services, children with 
DD acquired skills needed for leisure activities and activities of daily living, 
as well as for socialisation and community inclusion (Avramović & Žegarac, 
2016). PWD reported day habilitation services and personal assistance (Jelić 
& Mihajlović-Babić, 2018; Žganec et al., 2012), while home assistance was less 
frequent (Leutar et al., 2007; Žganec et al., 2012).

Emotional support was provided to a small sample of adults through 
socio educational activities and counselling (Jelić & Mihajlović-Babić, 2018; 
Milić Babić & Dowling, 2015; Žganec et al., 2012). For youth with disabilities, 
the main sources of emotional support were their parents and friends (Karačić, 
2012), while in another study, teachers were mentioned as a source of emotional 
support (Stanimirović et al., 2012).

The lack of available support for PWD was commonly stated in the 
reviewed studies. According to Leutar et al. (2007), 42.6% of participants 
did not get any kind of support because they did not have information about 
available support. Furthermore, some social workers did not provide assistance, 
did not have time for PWD, or they lacked empathy (Leutar & Marković, 2011). 
PWD often had to follow professionals’ decisions without being able to ask for 
more information or participate in the decision-making process (Buljevac et al., 
2012). Scarcity of support was also evident in educational settings, especially 
for children with ASD (Lisak et al., 2017; Krsmanović et al., 2017; Pejovic 
Milovancevic et al., 2018), while college students with disabilities did not get 
adequate professional and financial support (Milic Babic & Dowling, 2015). 

Effects of Support

Several studies about the effect of support showed positive changes in 
the lives of PWD and their families. Through support, caregivers were able to 
gain insights into their parental role, learn coping strategies, define what kind 
of support their children need, build their confidence, and learn more about 
children’s needs and strengths and how to provide care (Čagalj et al., 2018; 
Golubović et al., 2015; Mihić et al., 2016; Pejovic Milovancevic et al., 2018; 
Stanimirović et al., 2012). Their well-being was improved as their children 
received community-based support (Ignjatovic-Dzamonja et al., 2017). Children 
with DD became more skilled, educated, and independent by learning different 



ČOLIĆ I BULJEVAC

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

339

self-help skills, basic literacy, and social skills (Avramović & Žegarac, 2016; 
McConkey et al., 2013). PWD became more independent, developed new skills, 
improved self-esteem and community inclusion (Jelić & Mihajlović-Babić, 
2018; Petrović et al., 2016). 

Satisfaction with Support 

Caregivers were the most satisfied with informal support (Leutar & 
Oršulić, 2015; Milić Babić et al., 2017) and support given through different 
projects (Jelić & Mihajlović-Babić, 2018; McConkey et al., 2013; Mihić et 
al., 2016). Different levels of satisfaction with formal support ranged from 
dissatisfaction and negative experiences to positive experiences (Buljevac & 
Leutar, 2017; Čagalj et al., 2018; Daniels et al., 2017; Leutar & Marković, 2011; 
Leutar & Oršulić, 2015; Lisak et al., 2017; Milić Babić et al., 2017; Pejovic 
Milovancevic et al., 2018; Stančić et al., 2015). Some factors that contributed 
to satisfaction with support were good cooperation among professionals and 
caregivers (Lisak et al., 2017), respect, empathy, and commitment (Čagalj et al., 
2018; Leutar & Marković, 2011; Milić Babić et al., 2017). 

PWD were satisfied with the support from their partners, children, and/
or caregivers, and less satisfied with support from friends, neighbours, and 
relatives (Blažeka Kokorić et al., 2021; Milic Babic & Dowling, 2015; Stančić 
et al., 2015). Although satisfaction with formal support varied, PWD were 
dissatisfied with governmental support (Blažeka Kokorić et al., 2021; Buljevac 
et al., 2012; Milic Babic et al., 2018; Štambuk et al., 2012). PWD were most 
satisfied with personal assistance support (Jelić & Mihajlović-Babić, 2018), 
followed by support from health professionals, teachers, and social workers 
(Blažeka Kokorić et al., 2021). 

Children with DD were highly satisfied with extracurricular activities, such 
as participation in team sports with peers without disabilities and community-
based centres where they could meet other peers and develop different skills 
(Avramović & Žegarac, 2016; McConkey et al., 2013). Students with disabilities 
in secondary education reported moderate satisfaction with support systems 
(Stančić et al., 2015; Stanimirović et al., 2012). College students were mainly 
satisfied with the teaching staff as they did not treat them differently. However, 
they were dissatisfied with financial support from the state and the coordination 
between the formal system providers (Milic Babic & Dowling, 2015). 

Discussion

Overall, the findings show that PWD and their caregivers were most 
satisfied with informal support and least satisfied with support from the 
government, while the degree of satisfaction with support from professionals 
varied. 
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Types of Support Reported by Caregivers

Caregivers received informational, emotional, practical, and financial 
support in Croatia and Serbia at different degrees. Studies from other countries 
(Magaña et al., 2017) also highlighted that other caregivers of PWD and the 
internet were the most common sources of informational support. Support 
from other caregivers is an important type of psychoeducational and emotional 
support (Magaña et al., 2017). Since around 77% of the Croatian and Serbian 
population have access to the internet (World Bank 2020 a, b), it is not surprising 
that parents found the internet to be the main source of information. Although, 
in the last decades, the internet has become one of the most important sources 
of informational support (Gibson et al., 2017), the question arises of how well 
parents can identify the most relevant information on the internet about their 
child’s disability, available support, and whether there is reliable information 
available in Croatian and/or Serbian language. For example, some parents in the 
U.S. were ambivalent regarding the internet as a source of information because 
it can have too much information and it is hard to select the right one (Gibson 
et al., 2017). 

The findings that caregivers reported professionals as a source of 
informational support less often than the internet are in line with results from 
studies conducted in Western countries (Mackintosh et al., 2005) and highlight 
the lack of systematic support. One of the main problems with formal support 
in Croatia and Serbia is that the majority of professionals work in larger cities, 
so not all families receive the support they need. The lack of systematic 
informational support leaves caregivers to search for information using their 
own resources, which can be overwhelming. Moreover, deferring information 
when a diagnosis is given can lead to delayed treatment. 

Caregivers received emotional support from family members, other 
caregivers of PWD, NGOs, and some professionals. In earlier studies, family 
members were the most important sources of emotional support for caregivers 
(Bruns & Foerster, 2011). The result of family members as a source of emotional 
support is expected because Croatian and Serbian societies are mainly 
collectivist. In addition, Croatian and Serbian caregivers very often limit their 
interactions because of the existing family stigma in society (Buljevac & 
Leutar, 2017; Čolić & Milačić Vidojević, 2021), which could also be one of the 
explanations for why family members stay connected. 

Practical support for caregivers was provided by other caregivers of PWD, 
family members (especially grandparents), NGOs, and some professionals. 
Family members are an important source of practical support in Croatian and 
Serbian society because three-generation family households are very common. 
Studies in other countries also showed that grandparents and older siblings 
are the main sources of this support (Baumann et al., 2005; Mackintosh et al., 
2005). Caregivers did not report having access to respite care in any of the 
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reviewed studies, which is to some extent in agreement with a study from the 
United Kingdom that showed a small number of parents obtained respite care 
(White & Hastings, 2004). There is a lack of programs for children with DD 
that could provide respite time for Croatian and Serbian caregivers because the 
majority of programs are during the parents’ work hours. 

Furthermore, caregivers received practical support from different NGOs 
who provided various support programs through funding from governmental 
or international agencies. The findings related to practical support from 
professionals are mixed, but the majority of caregivers felt that systematic 
support was lacking, compared to the other countries where practical support 
was provided to a much greater degree by different professionals (Vanegas & 
Abdelrahim, 2016; White & Hastings, 2004). In Croatia and Serbia, it is common 
that support is provided for families with higher socioeconomic status as most 
treatments are paid out of pocket, and usually, more educated caregivers have 
better access to resources. This review points to the dearth of support in smaller 
cities and rural areas because most formal support sources are in capitals or in 
larger cities. 

Although the literature identified different types of governmental 
support, such as welfare programs or professionally provided services (Turnbull 
et al., 2007), the most significant governmental support that Croatian and 
Serbian caregivers reported was a financial one. In Croatia, for example, many 
children with severe disabilities receive personal disability allowance and child 
allowance, while many parents of children with severe disabilities receive 
monthly payments for taking care of their child. Financial support is important 
because raising a child with disability results in greater life expenses (Burton 
& Phipps, 2009) and many parents must reduce their working hours or even 
decline job offers (Parish & Cloud, 2006). 

Support for PWD 

Our review showed that PWD obtained informational, emotional, 
practical, and financial support at different degrees. PWD were given little 
informational support from professionals. The majority of individuals, 
especially the older ones, did not know how to access different services, obtain 
various aids, or exert their rights. They learned most about their rights from the 
media and NGOs. Without adequate informational support, PWD would have 
limited access to the needed assistance that could affect their quality of life 
(Potvin et al., 2016; van Asselt-Goverts et al., 2015a). 

When we analysed the results regarding emotional support, youth with 
disabilities received support from their parents and friends, while professionals 
provided emotional support to a small number of adults that was valued 
positively. Inadequate or lack of emotional support to PWD is also a common 
finding in other countries (Havercamp & Scott, 2015; Rimmer e et al., 2004). 
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Practical support was provided by some service providers during 
therapies, in educational settings, through support programs, and different 
social services. Earlier studies also highlighted that PWD need specialised 
support from professionals (Potvin et al., 2016; Vanegas & Abdelrahim, 2016). 
Although some studies showed that friends were the most significant source of 
practical support for PWD (e.g., Lippold & Burns, 2009) our analysis did not 
yield the same findings. 

The results about financial support are similar to the findings from 
studies in other countries that indicate governmental financial support for PWD 
is very often insufficient (Angela, 2015). There are barriers for Serbian PWD 
to apply for governmental support. For example, they need to submit a huge 
amount of documentation, the small monetary amount they would receive 
discourages application, and the application process is lengthy (Dinkić et al., 
2008). In Croatia, the personal disability allowance is 200 Euros per month. 
All of this implies that sometimes the Croatian and Serbian families of PWD 
struggle financially. 

Effects of and Satisfaction with Support

In general, Croatian and Serbian PWD and their families reported 
positive changes because of support. In line with the results from other countries 
(Magaña et al., 2017; Tétreault et al., 2014), parents shared that information 
provided by professionals was extremely valuable. Parental well-being was 
improved as their children received community-based support and mothers 
were able to understand their child and family relationship better. 

Our analysis regarding the effects of support programs provided to 
PWD showed that they become more skilled and independent. Various support 
programs contributed to their personal growth, better quality of life, and better 
community inclusion, which is also found in some earlier studies (Chou et al., 
2011; Howarth et al., 2016). 

The results regarding satisfaction with support from the professionals 
are mixed; some caregivers were satisfied with support in general, while some 
of them were dissatisfied. Some factors that contributed to better satisfaction 
highlighted by caregivers were good cooperation, understanding, and 
commitment. Caregivers were satisfied with support from family members, 
which was also found in studies in other countries (Davis & Gavidia-Payne, 
2009). Friends were not mentioned as a source of parental support in any of the 
reviewed studies. One possible explanation is that parents very often limit their 
social networks or become socially isolated due to existing stigma. 

When it comes to satisfaction with support, PWD were highly satisfied 
with the support from family members and less satisfied with support from 
friends, neighbours, and relatives. Similarly, earlier studies showed that PWD 
were the most satisfied with family support and support from friends who are 
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very often people with the same type of disability (Lippold & Burns, 2009; 
van Asselt-Goverts et al., 2015b). PWD were highly satisfied with the support 
gained through various projects, such as sports programs, community-based 
participation, etc. The majority of them believed that professionals did not 
support them enough, and they were mostly dissatisfied with support from the 
government and local authority.

Limitations

Although this review has made a contribution to the literature pertaining 
support for PWD and their families, it has limitations. First, we included only 
peer-reviewed articles and thus, relevant grey literature may have been missed. 
Second, we reviewed only the articles indexed in three databases. For instance, 
in both Croatia and Serbia, it is common for researchers to present papers at 
the conference, but full data are later published in local peer-reviewed journals 
which are often not indexed in databases. Lastly, certain experiences with 
support could be related only to a specific disability and do not necessarily 
imply that the state of support is the same for individuals with other disabilities 
and their families. 

Conclusion

Our review showed that PWD and their caregivers received informational, 
emotional, practical, and financial support at different degrees. Croatian and 
Serbian families of PWD were most satisfied with informal support from 
close family members and least satisfied with formal support. In Croatia and 
Serbia, informal support sources are extremely important because sometimes 
they are the only available ones. On the other hand, this review showed that 
formal systematic support is lacking and that, very often, positive experiences 
with professionals depended heavily on personal and ethical values of a given 
professional. However, when PWD and their caregivers were part of different 
support programs, they were highly satisfied with them. Therefore, it is 
important to develop support programs that more individuals would be part of, 
not only in larger cities but in rural areas as well. As this review pointed out, it 
is important to recognize the areas in which support is missing and work toward 
building support for PWD and their families in Croatia and Serbia.



SUPPORT FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES IN CROATIA AND SERBIA

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

344

References
Anderson, A. H., Carter, M., & Stephenson, J. (2020). An on-line survey of university 

students with autism spectrum disorder in Australia and New Zealand: 
Characteristics, support satisfaction, and advocacy. Journal of Autism and 
Developmental disorders, 50, 440‒454. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-019-04259-8

Angela, B. M. (2015). Employment of persons with disabilities. Procedia-Social and 
Behavioral Sciences, 191, 979‒983. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2015.04.540

Arksey, H., & O’Malley, L. (2005). Scoping studies: towards a methodological framework. 
International Journal of Social Research Methodology, 8(1), 19‒32. https://doi.
org/10.1080/1364557032000119616

Avramović, M., & Žegarac, N. (2016). ‘Me at the Centre’: perspectives of children with 
disabilities on community-based services in Serbia. Children’s Geographies, 14(5), 
541‒557. https://doi.org/10.1080/14733285.2015.1136735

Baumann, S. L., Dyches, T. T., & Braddick, M. (2005). Being a sibling. Nursing Science 
Quarterly, 18(1), 51–58. https://doi.org/10.1177/08943184042721

Bishop-Fitzpatrick, L., Mazefsky, C. A., & Eack, S. M. (2018). The combined impact of 
social support and perceived stress on quality of life in adults with autism spectrum 
disorder and without intellectual disability. Autism: the international journal of 
research and practice, 22(6),703‒711. https://doi.org/10.1177/1362361317703090

Blažeka Kokorić, S., Berc, G., & Rusac, S. (2012). Zadovoljstvo životom te neformalnim 
i formalnim izvorima podrške kod osoba s invaliditetom. Društvena Istraživanja, 
21(1(115), 19‒38. https://doi.org/10.5559/di.21.1.02

Bruns, D., & Foerster, K. (2011). ‘We’ve been through it all together’: Supports for parents 
with children with rare trisomy conditions. Journal of Intellectual Disability 
Research, 55(4), 361‒369. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2010.01381.x

Buljevac M., Majdak, M., & Leutar, Z. (2012). The stigma of disability: Croatian 
experiences. Disability & Rehabilitation, 34(9), 725‒732. https://doi.org/10.3109/0
9638288.2011.616570

Buljevac M., & Leutar, Z. (2017). Nekad su mi znali reći da nisam bolja od svog sina - 
stigma obitelji temeljem intelektualnih teškoća člana obitelji. The Croatian Review 
of Rehabilitation Research, 53(2), 17‒31. https://doi.org/10.31299/hrri.53.2.2

Buljevac M., Milić Babić, M., & Leutar, Z. (2020). ˈYou don’t have to tell me in person 
I’m not to your liking :̍ experiences of discrimination of people with intellectual 
disabilities. International Journal of Disability, Development and Education, 69(4), 
1‒16. https://doi.org/10.1080/1034912X.2020.1736522

Burton, P., & Phipps, S. (2009). Economic costs of caring for children with disabilities in 
Canada. Canadian Public Policy, 35(3), 269‒290. https://doi.org/10.1353/cpp.0.0022

Čagalj D., Buljevac, M., & Leutar, Z. (2018). Being a mother of a child with Prader-
Willi syndrome: Experiences of accessing and using formal support in Croatia. 
Scandinavian Journal of Disability Research, 20(1), 228‒238. http://doi.org/10.16993/
sjdr.13

Chou, Y. C., Pu, C., Kröger, T., Lee, W., & Chang, S. (2011). Outcomes of a new residential 
scheme for adults with intellectual disabilities in Taiwan: a 2-year follow-up. Journal 
of intellectual disability research: JIDR, 55(9), 823‒831. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1365-2788.2011.01394.x

Čolić, M., & Kaljača, S. (2014). Efekti procesa deinstitucionalizacije na životne 
kompetencije osoba sa intelektualnom ometenošću. Beogradska defektološka škola, 
20(2), 339‒354. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616
https://doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616
https://doi.org/10.1177/1362361317703090https://doi.org/10.1177/1362361317703090
https://doi.org/10.31299/hrri.53.2.2
http://doi.org/10.16993/sjdr.13
http://doi.org/10.16993/sjdr.13
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2011.01394.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2011.01394.x


ČOLIĆ I BULJEVAC

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

345

Čolić, M., & Milačić-Vidojević, I. (2021). Perceived Stigma Among Serbian Parents of 
Children with Autism Spectrum Disorder and Children with Physical Disabilities: 
Validation of a New Instrument. Journal of autism and developmental disorders, 
51(2), 501‒513. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-020-04559-4

Daniels, A. M., Como, A., Hergüner, S., Kostadinova, K., Stosic, J., & Shih, A. (2017). 
Autism in Southeast Europe: A Survey of Caregivers of Children with Autism 
Spectrum Disorders. Journal of autism and developmental disorders, 47(8), 
2314‒2325. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-017-3145-x

Davis, K., & Gavidia-Payne, S. (2009). The impact of child, family, and professional 
support characteristics on the quality of life in families of young children with 
disabilities. Journal of intellectual & developmental disability, 34(2), 153‒162. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668250902874608

Dinkić, M., Ljubinković, B., Ognjenović, K., Rajkov, G., & Milojević, S. (2008). Servisi 
socijalne zaštite namenjeni osobama sa invaliditetom. Usklađivanje politike i 
prakse. Print-UP Leskovac. 

Duvdevany, I., & Abboud, S. (2003). Stress, social support and well-being of Arab 
mothers of children with intellectual disability who are served by welfare services 
in northern Israel. Journal of Intellectual Disability Research, 47(4-5), 264‒272. 
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2788.2003.00488.x

Ekas, N. V., Lickenbrock, D. M., & Whitman, T. L. (2010). Optimism, social support, and 
well-being in mothers of children with autism spectrum disorder. Journal of autism 
and developmental disorders, 40(10), 1274‒1284. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-
010-0986-y

Faw, M. H. (2018). Supporting the supporter: Social support and physiological stress 
among caregivers of children with severe disabilities. Journal of Social and 
Personal Relationships, 35(2), 202‒223. https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407516680500

Finn, C., & Boland, P. (2021). Male family carers’ experiences of formal support–a meta-
ethnography. Scandinavian Journal of Caring Sciences, 35(4), 1027‒1037. https://
doi.org/10.1111/scs.12919

Garcia J. R., Prieto-Flores, M. E., & Rosenberg, M. W. (2008). Health services use by 
older people with disabilities in Spain: do formal and informal care matter? Aging 
Society, 28(07), 959‒978. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0144686X08007381

Gibson, A. N., Kaplan, S., & Vardell, E. (2017). A Survey of Information Source 
Preferences of Parents of Individuals with Autism Spectrum Disorder. Journal 
of autism and developmental disorders, 47(7), 2189‒2204. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10803-017-3127-z

Gibson, B. E., & Mykitiuk, R. (2012). Health care access and support for disabled 
women in Canada: falling short of the UN Convention on the Rights of Persons 
with Disabilities: a qualitative study. Women’s health issues: official publication of 
the Jacobs Institute of Women’s Health, 22(1), e111–e118. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
whi.2011.07.011

Golubović Š., Marković, J., & Perović, L. (2015). Things that can be changed in early 
intervention in childhood. Medicinski pregled, 68(7-8), 267‒272. https://doi.
org/10.2298/mpns1508267g

Guinea, S. M. (2001). Parents with a learning disability and their views on support 
received: A preliminary study. Journal of Learning Disabilities, 5(1), 43‒56. https://
doi.org/10.1177/146900470100500106

Havercamp, S. M., & Scott, H. M. (2015). National health surveillance of adults with 
disabilities, adults with intellectual and developmental disabilities, and adults with 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-020-04559-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-017-3145-x
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668250902874608
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1046/j.1365-2788.2003.00488.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-010-0986-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-010-0986-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407516680500
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-017-3127-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-017-3127-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2011.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2011.07.011
https://doi.org/10.2298/mpns1508267g
https://doi.org/10.2298/mpns1508267g


SUPPORT FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES IN CROATIA AND SERBIA

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

346

no disabilities. Disability and health journal, 8(2), 165‒172. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
dhjo.2014.11.002

Howarth, S., Morris, D., Newlin, M., & Webber, M. (2016). Health and social care 
interventions which promote social participation for adults with learning 
disabilities: A review. British Journal of Learning Disabilities, 44(1), 3‒15. https://
doi.org/10.1111/bld.12100

Ignjatovic, T. D., Milanovic, M., & Zegarac, N. (2017). How services for children 
with disabilities in Serbia affect the quality of life of their families. Research in 
developmental disabilities, 68, 1-8. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2017.06.009

James, N. (2013). The formal support experiences of family carers of people with an 
intellectual disability who also display challenging behaviour and/or mental health 
issues: What do carers say? Journal of Intellectual Disabilities, 17(1), 6‒23. https://
doi.org/10.1177/1744629512472610

Jelić, M., & Mihajlović Babić, S. (2018). Inkluzivna uloga civilnog sektora u pružanju 
usluga osobama sa invaliditetom u Republici Srbiji. Megatrend revija, 15(2), 
233‒254. https://doi.org/10.5937/MegRev1802233J

Karačić, S. (2012). Socijalna podrška kod adolescenata s tjelesnim oštećenjem. JAHR- 
Annual of the Department of Social Sciences and Medical Humanities, 3(1), 
219‒243. 

Keller, D., & Honig, A. S. (2004). Maternal and Paternal Stress in Families With School-
Aged Children With Disabilities. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 74(3), 
337‒348. https://doi.org/10.1037/0002-9432.74.3.337

King, G., Willoughby, C., Specht, J. A., & Brown, E. (2006). Social support processes and 
the adaptation of individuals with chronic disabilities. Qualitative health research, 
16(7), 902‒925. https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732306289920

Krsmanović, S., Grujičić, R., Herrera, A. S., Rudić, N., Jeremić, M., & Pejović 
Milovančević, M. (2017). Prve tegobe i podrška/pomoć porodicama dece s 
poremećajima iz spektra autizma. Psihijatrija danas, 49(2), 161‒174. https://doi.
org/10.5937/PsihDan1702161K

Leutar, Z., Štambuk, A., & Rusac, S. (2007). Social policy and quality of life of elderly 
persons with physical disability. Revija za Socijalnu Politiku, 14(3), 327‒346. 

Leutar, Z., & Marković, E. (2011). Social work with people with disabilities in Croatia: a 
qualitative study. Journal of social work in disability & rehabilitation, 10(1), 1‒24. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/1536710X.2011.546284

Leutar, Z., & Oršulić, V. (2015). Povezanost socijalne podrške i nekih aspekata roditeljstva 
u obiteljima s djecom s teškoćama u razvoju. Croatian Journal of Social Policy, 
22(2), 153‒176. https://doi.org/10.3935/rsp.v22i2.1219

Leutar, Z., & Buljevac, M. (2020). Osobe s invaliditetom u društvu. Biblioteka socijalnog 
rada. 

Levačić, M., & Leutar, Z. (2011). Iskustvo roditeljstva osoba s tjelesnim invaliditetom. The 
Croatian Review of Rehabilitation Research, 47(2), 42‒57.

Lippold, T., & Burns, J. (2009). Social support and intellectual disabilities: a comparison 
between social networks of adults with intellectual disability and those with physical 
disability. Journal of intellectual disability research: JIDR, 53(5), 463‒473. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2009.01170.x

Lisak, N., Bratković, D., & Anić, T. (2018). Experiences from the educational system–
Narratives of parents with children with disabilities in Croatia. Journal of Special 
Education and Rehabilitation, 18(3-4), 91‒125. https://doi.org/10.19057/jser.2017.28

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dhjo.2014.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dhjo.2014.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/bld.12100
https://doi.org/10.1111/bld.12100
https://doi.org/10.5937/MegRev1802233J
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1037/0002-9432.74.3.337
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732306289920
https://doi.org/10.5937/PsihDan1702161K
https://doi.org/10.5937/PsihDan1702161K
https://doi.org/10.1080/1536710X.2011.546284
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2009.01170.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2009.01170.x
https://doi.org/10.19057/jser.2017.28


ČOLIĆ I BULJEVAC

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

347

Lysaght, R., Fabrigar, L., Larmour-Trode, S., Stewart, J., & Friesen, M. (2012). Measuring 
workplace social support for workers with disability. Journal of Occupational 
Rehabilitation, 22(3), 376‒386. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-012-9357-1

Mackintosh, V. H., Myers, B. J., & Goin-Kochel, R. P. (2005). Sources of information and 
support used by parents of children with autism spectrum disorders. Journal on 
Developmental Disabilities, 12(1), 41‒51.

Magaña, S., Lopez, K., & Machalicek, W. (2017). Parents Taking Action: A Psycho-
Educational Intervention for Latino Parents of Children With Autism Spectrum 
Disorder. Family process, 56(1), 59‒74. https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12169

Marković, M. M. (2014). Socijalni položaj osoba sa invaliditetom u rezidencijalni 
ustanovama i van njih. Stanovništvo, 52, 91‒111. doi: 10.2298/STNV1402091M

McConkey, R., Dowling, S., Hassan, D., & Menke, S. (2013). Promoting social inclusion 
through Unified Sports for youth with intellectual disabilities: a five-nation study. 
Journal of intellectual disability research: JIDR, 57(10), 923‒935. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2012.01587.x

Mihić, I., Rajić, M., & Torma, D. K. (2016). Stres roditeljstva i kvalitet brige u porodicama 
dece sa smetnjama u razvoju. Godišnjak Filozofskog fakulteta u Novom Sadu, 41(2), 
247-268. doi: 10.19090/gff.2016.2.247-268

Mikuš, M. (2018). Between recognition and redistribution: disability, (human) rights, and 
struggles over welfare in Serbia. Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute, 
24(2), 293‒312. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1467-9655.12811

Milic Babic, M., & Dowling, M. (2015). Social support, the presence of barriers and ideas for 
the future from students with disabilities in the higher education system in Croatia. 
Disability & Society, 30(4), 614‒629. https://doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2015.1037949

Babić, M. M., Jović, K., & Napan, K. (2017). Iskustva majki djece s dijagnozom 
Williamsovog sindroma [Experience of mothers of children with Williams 
syndrome]. Hrvatska Revija Za Rehabilitacijska Istraživanja, 53(1), 115‒127.

Milic Babic, M., Leutar, Z., & Dowling, M. (2018). Women with disabilities and their 
lived experiences of physical, psychological and sexual abuse in Croatia. European 
Journal of Social Work, 21(1), 128‒139. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13691457.2016.12
78527

Moher, D., Liberati, A., Tetzlaff, J., Altman, D. G., & PRISMA Group (2009). Preferred 
reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement. 
Annals of internal medicine, 151(4), 264–W64. https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-
151-4-200908180-00135

Parish, S. L., & Cloud, J. M. (2006). Financial Well-Being of Young Children with 
Disabilities and Their Families. Social Work, 51(3), 223‒232. https://doi.org/10.1093/
sw/51.3.223

Pejovic-Milovancevic, M., Stankovic, M., Mitkovic-Voncina, M., Rudic, N., Grujicic, 
R., Herrera, A. S., Stojanovic, A., Nedovic, B., Shih, A., Mandic-Maravic, V., & 
Daniels, A. (2018). Perceptions on Support, Challenges and Needs among Parents 
of Children with Autism: the Serbian Experience. Psychiatria Danubina, 30(6), 
354‒364.

Petrović, B., Stojisavljević, D., & Lukić, D. (2016). Stanovanje uz podršku za osobe sa 
invaliditetom u Srbiji – Neki pokazatelji kvaliteta usluge. Teme, XXXX(1), 69‒83. 

Potvin, L. A., Brown, H. K., & Cobigo, V. (2016). Social support received by women 
with intellectual and developmental disabilities during pregnancy and childbirth: 
An exploratory qualitative study. Midwifery, 37, 57‒64. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
midw.2016.04.005

https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12169
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2012.01587.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2012.01587.x
doi: 10.19090/gff.2016.2.247-268
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13691457.2016.1278527
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13691457.2016.1278527
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-151-4-200908180-00135
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-151-4-200908180-00135
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1093/sw/51.3.223
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1093/sw/51.3.223
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2016.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2016.04.005


SUPPORT FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES IN CROATIA AND SERBIA

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

348

Renty, J., & Roeyers, H. (2006). Satisfaction with formal support and education for children 
with autism spectrum disorder: The voices of the parents. Child: Care, Health and 
Development, 32(3), 371‒385. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2214.2006.00584.x

Rimmer, J. H., Riley, B., Wang, E., Rauworth, A., & Jurkowski, J. (2004). Physical 
activity participation among persons with disabilities: barriers and facilitators. 
American journal of preventive medicine, 26(5), 419‒425. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
amepre.2004.02.002

Štambuk, A., Žganec, N., & Nižić, M. (2012). Neke dimenzije kvalitete života starijih osoba 
s invaliditetom. Hrvatska revija za rehabilitacijska istraživanja, 48(1), 84‒95. 

Stancic, Z., Kis-Glavas, L., & Nikolic, B. (2015). Some indicators of satisfaction with the 
support system for students with disabilities in Secondary Education in Croatia. 
Revista Electrónica Interuniversitaria de Formación del Profesorado, 18(1), 
123‒140.

Stanimirović, D., Mijatović, L., & Jablan, B. (2012). Social support of educational institutions 
for students with visual impairments and their families. Specijalna edukacija i 
rehabilitacija, 11(2), 231‒246. http://dx.doi.org/10.5937/specedreh1202231S

Tétreault, S., Blais-Michaud, S., Marier Deschênes, P., Beaupré, P., Gascon, H., Boucher, 
N., & Carrière, M. (2014). How to support families of children with disabilities? An 
exploratory study of social support services. Child & Family Social Work, 19(3), 
272‒281. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2206.2012.00898.x

Thomas, J., & Harden, A. (2008). Methods for the thematic synthesis of qualitative 
research in systematic reviews. BMC Medical Research Methodology, 8(1), 1‒10. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-8-45

Turnbull, A. P., Summers, J. A., Lee, S. H., & Kyzar, K. (2007). Conceptualization and 
measurement of family outcomes associated with families of individuals with 
intellectual disabilities. Mental retardation and developmental disabilities research 
reviews, 13(4), 346‒356. https://doi.org/10.1002/mrdd.20174

van Asselt-Goverts, A. E., Embregts, P. J., Hendriks, A. H., Wegman, K. M., & Teunisse, 
J. P. (2015). Do social networks differ? Comparison of the social networks of people 
with intellectual disabilities, people with autism spectrum disorders and other 
people living in the community. Journal of autism and developmental disorders, 
45(5), 1191‒1203. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-014-2279-3

van Asselt-Goverts, A. E., Embregts, P. J., & Hendriks, A. H. (2015). Social networks of 
people with mild intellectual disabilities: characteristics, satisfaction, wishes and 
quality of life. Journal of intellectual disability research: JIDR, 59(5), 450‒461. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jir.12143

Vanegas, S. B., & Abdelrahim, R. (2016). Characterizing the systems of support for 
families of children with disabilities: A review of the literature. Journal of Family 
Social Work, 19(4), 286‒327. https://doi.org/10.1080/10522158.2016.1218399

White, N., & Hastings, R. P. (2004). Social and Professional Support for Parents of Adolescents 
with Severe Intellectual Disabilities. Journal of Applied Research in Intellectual 
Disabilities, 17(3), 181‒190. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-3148.2004.00197.x

World Bank. (2020a). Individuals using the Internet (% of population)–Serbia. [online] 
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS?locations=M1

World Bank. (2020b). Individuals using the Internet (% of population)–Croatia. [online] 
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS?locations=M1

Žganec, N., Laklija, M., & Milić Babić, M. (2012). Access to social rights and persons with 
disabilities. Društvena Istraživanja, 21(1), 59‒78. https://doi.org/10.5559/di.21.1.04

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2004.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2004.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1002/mrdd.20174
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-014-2279-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/jir.12143
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1111/j.1468-3148.2004.00197.x
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS?locations=M1
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS?locations=M1
https://doi.org/10.5559/di.21.1.04


ČOLIĆ I BULJEVAC

Specijalna edukacija i rehabilitacija, 22(4), 327-349, 2023

349

Formalna i neformalna podrška osobama sa invaliditetom i 
njihovim porodicama u Hrvatskoj i Srbiji: Pregled literature

Marija R. Čolića, Marko M. Buljevacb

a Havajski univerzitet u Manoi – Fakultet za obrazovanje, Odeljenje za specijalnu edukaciju, 
Honolulu, Sjedinjene Američke Države 

b Univerzitet u Zagrebu – Pravni fakultet, Odeljenje za socijalni rad, Zagreb, Hrvatska

Uvod: Formalna i neformalna podrška važne su za kvalitet života osoba sa invaliditetom 
i njihovih porodica. Cilj: Ciljevi ovog rada bili su da se (a) identifikuju vrste podrške 
koju dobijaju osobe sa invaliditetom i njihove porodice, kao i zadovoljstvo podrškom i 
(b) analiziraju percipirani efekti podrške koju su dobile osobe sa invaliditetom i njihove 
porodice u Hrvatskoj i Srbiji. Metod: Sprovedena je sistematska pretraga literature 
objavljene od 2000. do juna 2020. godine, koja je potom praćena proverom podobnosti 
članaka. Pregledane su EBSCOhost, Hrčak i Srpski Citatni Indeks data baze. Takođe, 
pretražena je Google Scholar data baza i skenirane su reference iz članaka uključenih 
u sistematsku pretragu. Autori su skenirali članke i zabeležili podatke koji se odnose 
na zemlju, cilj studije, dizajn studije, uzorak, metodologiju i rezultate. U ovaj pregled 
uključeno je dvadeset sedam studija. Rezultati: Osobe sa invaliditetom iz Hrvatske i Srbije 
i njihovi staratelji dobili su informativnu, emocionalnu, praktičnu i finansijsku podršku u 
različitom stepenu. Najzadovoljniji su bili neformalnom podrškom i programima podrške, 
dok je stepen zadovoljstva formalnom podrškom bio različit. Zaključak: Formalni sistem 
podrške za osobe sa invaliditetom i njihove porodice generalno nedostaje u Hrvatskoj 
i Srbiji, dok je neformalna podrška najzastupljenija. Postoji potreba za više programa 
podrške osoba sa invaliditetom i njihovih porodica.

Ključne reči: deca sa razvojnim poteškoćama, osobe sa ometenošću, staratelji 
osoba sa ometenošću, formalna podrška, neformalna podrška
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