14 Services for people with a disability

The Australian, State and Territory governments aim to maximise opportunities for
people with a disability to participate actively in the community, by providing
services and support for people with a disability, their families and carers.

The Commonwealth State/Territory Disability Agreement (CSTDA) forms the basis
for the provision and funding of services for people with a disability, where the
person’s disability manifests before the age of 65 years and for which they require
ongoing or long-term episodic support. This chapter focuses on services covered by
the third CSTDA, which applied to the period 1 July 2002 to 30 June 2007.
Specialist psychiatric disability services are excluded from the chapter to improve
data comparability across jurisdictions.

The Australian, State and Territory governments agreed to extend the third CSTDA
to 31 December 2007. It was further extended until 31 December 2008, to enable
negotiations for the next National Disability Agreement to be finalised.
Governments have agreed the following 8 priority areas for the new Agreement:

 better measurement of current and future need

« moving towards National Population Benchmarks for key disability services

« making older carers a priority

« quality improvement systems based on disability standards

« service planning and strategies to simplify access

. early intervention, lifelong planning and independence strategies

« increased workforce capacity

. increased access for Indigenous people with disability.

Government assistance for people with a disability can be grouped into income
support, disability support services and relevant generic services provided to the
community as a whole. This Report generally does not report performance
information on income support. Disability support services are primarily delivered
under the CSTDA, as well as through programs such as Home and Community Care

(HACC) and Commonwealth Rehabilitation Services (CRS) Australia. Performance
information on the HACC program for older Australians is provided in the ‘Aged
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care services’ chapter (chapter 13). CRS Australia’s services are not covered in this
Report.

Some generic services provided to the community as a whole are covered elsewhere
in this Report — for example, school education (chapter 4), vocational education
and training (VET) (chapter 5), public hospital care (chapter 10), specialised mental
health services (chapter 12) and public housing (chapter 16). Other generic services
provided to people with a disability — such as transport and utility services at
concessional rates — are outside the scope of this Report.

Results in this chapter are derived using the service user data collected under the
CSTDA National Minimum Data Set (NMDS). Data quality for the CSTDA NMDS
continues to improve, but the results based on this collection should be interpreted
with caution. Quality issues related to these data are discussed in the
service user data quality and other issues section.

Profile of specialist disability services

The CSTDA defines ‘specialist disability services’ as ‘services or initiatives
specially designed from time to time to meet the needs of people with disabilities’
(CSTDA 2003, p. 10). A definition of disability is provided in box 14.1.

Box 14.1 Definition of disability

The United Nation’s Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and Optional
Protocol, ratified by Australia on 17 July 2008, defines ‘persons with disabilities’ as
including those who have long-term physical, mental, intellectual or sensory
impairments which in interaction with various barriers may hinder their full and effective
participation in society on an equal basis with others.

The Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers
(SDAC) was conducted in 1981, 1988, 1993, 1998 and 2003, and was based on the
International Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health and its predecessor.
The 2003 survey defined a disability as a limitation, restriction or impairment that has
lasted, or is likely to last, for at least six months and restricts everyday activities.

(Continued on next page)
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Box 14.1  (Continued)

Self care, mobility and communication are defined as core activities. The ABS defines
levels of core activity limitation as follows:

« mild — where a person does not need assistance and has no difficulty with self
care, mobility and/or communication, but uses aids or equipment

« moderate — where a person does not need assistance, but has difficulty with self
care, mobility and/or communication

e severe — where a person sometimes needs assistance with self care, mobility
and/or communication tasks; has difficulty understanding or being understood by
family or friends; or can communicate more easily using sign language or other
non-spoken forms of communication

o profound — where a person is unable, or always needs assistance, to perform self
care, mobility and/or communication tasks.

The third CSTDA (2003, p. 9) defines ‘people with disabilities’ as those whose disability
manifests itself before the age of 65 years and for which they require significant
ongoing and/or long-term episodic support. For these people, the disability will be
attributable to an intellectual, psychiatric, sensory, physical or neurological impairment
or acquired brain injury (or some combination of these) which is likely to be permanent
and results in substantially reduced capacity in at least one of the following:

« self care/management
e mobility
e CcOommunication.

Source: ABS (2004); CSTDA (2003).

Indigenous data in the services for people with a disability chapter

The services for people with a disability chapter in the Report on Government
Services 2009 (2009 Report) contains the following data items on Indigenous
people:

proportions of age groups who have a profound or severe core activity limitation
users per 1000 people/potential population in 2006-07 of the following services:

accommodation support

community support

community access

respite
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— employment services.

Attachment tables

Attachment tables for data within the services for people with a disability chapter of
this compendium are contained in attachment 14A of the compendium. These tables
are identified in references throughout this chapter by an ‘A’ suffix (for example,
table 14A.3 is table 3 in the services for people with a disability attachment). As the
data are directly sourced from the 2009 Report, the compendium also notes where
the original table, figure or text in the 2009 Report can be found. For example,
where the compendium refers to ‘2009 Report, p.14.15° this is page 15 of
chapter 14 of the 2009 Report, and ‘2009 Report, table 14A.2’° is attachment table 2
of attachment 14A of the 2009 Report.

Disability prevalence among Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
people

Indigenous people have significantly higher rates of profound or severe core activity
limitation than non-Indigenous people. The Australian Institute of Health and
Welfare (AIHW) estimated that the proportion of Indigenous people aged over
18 years who had a profound or severe core activity limitation was approximately
2.4 times that of non-Indigenous people in 2002 (AIHW 2006a). This estimate is
based on data from the ABS’s General Social Survey (GSS) and National
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Social Survey (NATSISS) and takes into
account differences in the:

« age structure of the Indigenous and non-Indigenous populations
. method that was applied in remote areas for the two surveys (for further details
on the difference in method see AIHW 2006a).

The difference (in rate ratio terms) between the populations is most marked for
people aged 50-54 years and those aged 30-34 years (figure 14.1).
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Figure 14.1 Proportion of age groups who have a profound or severe core
activity limitation, by Indigenous status, 20022
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& For the NATSISS, there were a number of differences in the ‘screening’ questions used to establish
disability status and disability type for persons living in remote and non-remote areas. While a ‘common’ set of
questions was asked in both remote and non-remote areas, some additional questions were asked in
non-remote areas only. The expanded set of screening questions asked in non-remote areas is referred to as
the ‘broader criteria’, the smaller set is referred to as the ‘common criteria’. For the reported proportions, the
relative impact of the broader criteria on the Indigenous estimate in non-remote areas was calculated and
applied as a weight to the estimate for remote areas. The non-Indigenous estimates from the GSS are based
on the broader criteria only.

Source: AIHW (2006) ‘Potential Population” — Updating the Indigenous Factor in Disability Services
Performance Indicator Denominators, Welfare Working Paper Series Number 50, Cat. no. DIS 45, Canberra;
2009 Report, figure 14.5, p. 14.13.

Framework of performance indicators

Data for Indigenous people are reported for a subset of the performance indicators
for specialist disability services in the 2009 Report. It is important to interpret these
data in the context of the broader performance indicator framework outlined in
figure 14.2. The performance indicator framework shows which data are
comparable in the 2009 Report. For data that are not considered directly
comparable, the text includes relevant caveats and supporting commentary.
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Figure 14.2 Performance indicators for services for people with a disability
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The performance indicator results reported in this chapter generally relate to
CSTDA funded services. This Report includes service user data for 2006-07. These
data were sourced from the CSTDA National Minimum Data Set (NMDS)
collection, which is coordinated by the AIHW.

When considering the indicator results derived using service user data, comparisons
between jurisdictions and between the 2004-05 and 2005-06 data (See attachment)
should be undertaken with care. While the implementation of the CSTDA NMDS
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continues to improve data quality, quality is still affected by a number of factors. In
particular, the proportion of service users and service outlets that provided data
(response rates) and the ‘not stated’ rates of particular data items vary across
jurisdictions and years (for further details see the service user data quality and other
issues section and 2009 Report, section 14.6, p. 14.94).

Service use by special needs groups — Indigenous people

‘Service use by special needs groups’ is an indicator of governments’ objective that
access to services should be equitable for all members of the community and
provided on the basis of relative need (box 14.2). For the first time, this Report
compares access for people from special needs groups with access for people from
outside the special needs group in terms of the ‘potential population’ (that is, people
in the relevant groups who have the potential to need services). These new results
are experimental estimates and are presented for illustrative purposes only (they will
be further refined in future reports). They have been developed to account for
differences in the prevalence of disability between people in the special needs group
and people outside the special needs group. As in previous reports, the indicator
also compares access in terms of the whole population in the relevant groups. For
information on how the potential populations for Indigenous and non-Indigenous
people were derived see the service user data quality and other issues section.
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Box 14.2  Service use by special needs groups

The ‘service use by special needs groups’ indicator compares the proportion of service
users per 1000 people (or per 1000 potential population) in a particular special needs
group with the proportion of service users per 1000 people (or per 1000 potential
population) outside the special needs group. The special needs group reported here is
for people identified as Indigenous.:

The disability service types reported are accommodation support, employment,
community access, community support and respite services.

Holding other factors constant, the proportion of service users per 1000 people (or
per 1000 potential population) in a special needs group should not differ significantly
from the proportion of service users per 1000 people (or per 1000 potential population)
outside the special needs group.

For both measures, while a markedly lower proportion may indicate reduced access for
a special needs group, it may also represent strong alternative support networks (and
thus a lower level of need), or a lower tendency of people with a disability in a special
needs group to choose to access CSTDA funded services. Similarly, a higher
proportion may suggest poor service targeting, the lack of alternative support networks
or a greater tendency of people with a disability in a special needs group to choose to
access CSTDA funded services. For the measure that compares the proportions of
service users per 1000 population, significant differences in access may also reflect the
special needs group having a higher/lower prevalence of disability.

This indicator does not provide information on whether the services are appropriate for
the needs of the people receiving them, or correctly targeted to those most in need.
The indicator does not take into account differences in the level of informal assistance
that is available for people in special needs groups and outside the special needs
groups. Results for outer regional and remote/very remote users of accommodation
support services, for example, need to be considered with care because alternatives to
government funded accommodation support services may be more readily available in
these areas. Specifically, accommodation support services in outer regional and
remote/very remote areas are largely provided informally, making use of local area
coordinators and local community resources.

Data reported for this indicator are comparable.
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Nationally, the proportion of the Indigenous population who used CSTDA funded
accommodation support services in 2006-07 (2.8 service users per 1000 people aged
under 65 years) was higher than the proportion of the non-Indigenous population
who used these services (1.6 service users per 1000 people aged under 65 years)
(figure 14.3a). In contrast, the proportion of the Indigenous potential population
who used CSTDA funded accommodation support services in 2006-07
(32.3 service users per 1000 potential population) was lower than the proportion of
the non-Indigenous population who used these services (42.4 service users
per 1000 potential population) (figure 14.3Db).

Figure 14.3 Users of CSTDA funded accommodation support services, by
Indigenous status, 2006-072 b, ¢, d

I Indigenous
Non-Indigenous

(a) Access per 1000 people (b) Experimental estimates — access per
1000 potential population
15 - < 150
o
kS
() >
S S
8 aQ
2 10 < 100 -
o =
o c
o )
@ g
(0]
o
3 s S 50
@
(0]
%]
>

NSW Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT NT Aust Qd WA SA Tas ACT NT Aust

& See table 14A.1 for detailed notes relating to these data. b These data need to be interpreted with caution
due to a number of factors affecting data quality. See the service user data quality and other issues section
and the 2009 Report, section 14.6 for further information on these quality issues. © ACT data for service users
per 1000 Indigenous people or Indigenous potential population are not published as they are based on a small
number of service users. ¥ Results for the per 1000 potential population are experimental estimates and are
presented for illustrative purposes only. They will be further refined in future reports. Results can differ
significantly for these estimates and those calculated per 1000 population, including that access for the special
needs group may be higher in one measure and lower in the other. These estimates seek to adjust for the
prevalence of disability across special needs groups.

Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS; ABS Australian Demographic Statistics 2006
Cat. no. 3101.0; ABS (2004) Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Population,
30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0; AIHW (2006) ‘Potential population” — Updating the
Indigenous Factor in Disability Services Performance Indicator Denominators, Cat. no. DIS 45, Canberra;
table 14A.1; 2009 Report, figure 14.25, p. 14.38.

Nationally, the proportion of the Indigenous population who used CSTDA funded
community support services in 2006-07 (9.9 service users per 1000 people aged
under  65years)  was higher ~ than  the proportion of  the
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non-Indigenous population who used these services (5.0 service users per 1000
non-Indigenous people aged under 65 years) (figure 14.4a). In contrast, the
proportion of the Indigenous potential population who used CSTDA funded
community support services in 2006-07 (114.6 service users per 1000 potential
population) was lower than the proportion of the non-Indigenous potential
population who used these services (129.7 service users per 1000 potential
population) (figure 14.4b).

Figure 14.4 Users of CSTDA funded community support services, by
Indigenous status, 2006-072 b, ¢
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a See table 14A.2 for detailed notes relating to these data. b These data need to be interpreted with caution
due to a number of factors affecting data quality. See the service user data quality and other issues section
and the 2009 Report, section 14.6 for further information on these quality issues. ¢ Results for the per 1000
potential population are experimental estimates and are presented for illustrative purposes only. They will be
further refined in future reports. Results can differ significantly for these estimates and those calculated
per 1000 population, including that access for the special needs group may be higher in one measure and
lower in the other. These estimates seek to adjust for the prevalence of disability across special needs groups.

Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS; ABS Australian Demographic Statistics 2006
Cat. no. 3101.0; ABS (2004) Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Population,
30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0; AIHW (2006) ‘Potential population’ — Updating the
Indigenous Factor in Disability Services Performance Indicator Denominators, Cat. no. DIS 45, Canberra;
table 14A.2; 2009 Report, figure 14.26, p. 14.39.

Nationally, the proportion of the Indigenous population who used CSTDA funded
community access services in 2006-07 (3.0 service users per 1000 people aged
under 65 years) was higher than the proportion of the non-Indigenous population
who used these services (2.3 service users per 1000 people aged under 65 years)
(figure 14.5a). In contrast, the proportion of the Indigenous potential population
who used CSTDA funded community access services in 2006-07 (34.8 service users
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per 1000 potential population) was lower than the proportion of the non-Indigenous
population who used these services (59.1 service users per 1000 potential
population) (figure 14.5b).

Figure 14.5 Users of CSTDA funded community access services, by
Indigenous status, 2006-072 b, ¢, d
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& See table 14A.3 for detailed notes relating to these data. b These data need to be interpreted with caution
due to a number of factors affecting data quality. See the service user data quality and other issues section
and the 2009 Report, section 14.6 for further information on these quality issues. © ACT data for service users
per 1000 Indigenous people are not published as they are based on a small number of service users. d
Results for the per 1000 potential population are experimental estimates and are presented for illustrative
purposes only. They will be further refined in future reports. Results can differ significantly for these estimates
and those calculated per 1000 population, including that access for the special needs group may be higher in
one measure and lower in the other. These estimates seek to adjust for the prevalence of disability across
special needs groups.

Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS; ABS Australian Demographic Statistics 2006
Cat. no. 3101.0; ABS (2004) Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Population,
30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0; AIHW (2006) ‘Potential population’ — Updating the
Indigenous Factor in Disability Services Performance Indicator Denominators, Cat. no. DIS 45, Canberra;
table 14A.3; 2009 Report, figure 14.27, p. 14.40.

Nationally, the proportion of the Indigenous population who used CSTDA funded
respite services in 2006-07 (3.3 service users per 1000 people aged under 65 years)
was higher than the proportion of the non-Indigenous population who used these
services (1.4 service users per 1000 people aged under 65 years) (figure 14.6).
Access to respite as a proportion of the potential population is not reported by
Indigenous status as data to estimate the potential populations are not available.
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Figure 14.6 Users of CSTDA funded respite services per 1000 people, by
Indigenous status, 2006-072 b, ¢
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a See table 14A.4 for detailed notes relating to these data. b These data need to be interpreted with caution
due to a number of factors affecting data quality. See the service user data quality and other issues section
and the 2009 Report, section 14.6 for further information on these quality issues. ¢ ACT data for service users
per 1000 Indigenous people are not published as they are based on a small number of service users.

Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS; ABS Australian Demographic Statistics 2006
Cat. no. 3101.0; ABS (2004) Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Population,
30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0; AIHW (2006) ‘Potential population’ — Updating the
Indigenous Factor in Disability Services Performance Indicator Denominators, Cat. no. DIS 45, Canberra;
table 14A.4; 2009 Report, figure 14.28, p. 14.41.

Nationally, the proportion of the Indigenous population who used CSTDA funded
employment services in 2006-07 (6.8 service users per 1000 people aged
15-64 years) was higher than the proportion of the non-Indigenous population who
used these services (5.7 service users per 1000 people aged 15-64 years)
(figure 14.7a). In contrast, the proportion of the Indigenous potential population
who used CSTDA funded employment services in 2006-07 (133.0 service users
per 1000 potential population) was lower than the proportion of the non-Indigenous
population who used these services (229.5 service users per 1000 potential
population) (figure 14.7b).
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Figure 14.7 Users of CSTDA funded employment services, by Indigenous
status, 2006-07a b
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& See table 14A.5 for detailed notes relating to these data. b Results for the per 1000 potential population are
experimental estimates and are presented for illustrative purposes only. They will be further refined in future
reports. Results can differ significantly for these estimates and those calculated per 1000 population, including
that access for the special needs group may be higher in one measure and lower in the other. These
estimates seek to adjust for the prevalence of disability across special needs groups.

Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS; ABS Australian Demographic Statistics 2006,
Cat. no. 3101.0; ABS (2004) Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Population,
30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0; AIHW (2006) ‘Potential population’ — Updating the
Indigenous Factor in Disability Services Performance Indicator Denominators, Cat. no. DIS 45, Canberra;
table 14A.5; 2009 Report, figure 14.29, p. 14.42.

Service user data quality and other issues

Data quality

Data quality considerations should be taken into account when interpreting the
CSTDA NMDS service user data used in this chapter. In particular, data quality
should be considered when making comparisons across jurisdictions and across
years.

There are three aspects of quality that affect the accuracy and reliability of the data
reported in this chapter:
« service type outlet response rates

. Service user response rates
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« ‘not stated’ rates for individual data items.

The first two of these affect the service user counts — nationally, by jurisdiction
and service type — and all three affect the accuracy of analyses of individual data
items (AIHW 2006a).

‘Not stated’ rates

‘Not stated” rates for individual data items vary between jurisdictions
(AIHW 2006a). One reason for the higher level of ‘not stated’ responses to some
data items may be the increased efforts to improve the coverage and completeness
of the CSTDA NMDS collection overall. For example, therapy services (a
community support service) in the ACT participated for the first time in the 2004-05
collection. In an effort to include all users of these services, provisional data
collection processes were used that meant minimal data were provided for each user
(AIHW 2006a).

Table 14.1 shows the total ‘not stated’ rates for the relevant individual data items
used in this chapter. Results reported in this chapter are not adjusted to account for
these ‘not stated’ rates.

Table 14.1 ‘Not stated’ rates for Indigenous status (per cent)

Data item Accommodation Employment Community  Community Respite
support access support

2003-04 3.4 7.0 17.5 . .

2004-05 8.6 4.1 14.1 29.5 16.8

2005-06 2.3 1.8 7.8 15.6 7.1

2006-07 2.8 - 7.2 5.5 6.7

.. Not applicable. — Nil or rounded to zero.
Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS.

Deriving potential populations for the special needs groups measures

Potential populations have been estimated for Indigenous people and
non-Indigenous people. These ‘potential populations’ are estimates of the number of
people with the potential to require disability support services in the relevant group,
including individuals who meet the service eligibility criteria but who do not
demand the services.
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The approach used to derive the potential populations by Indigenous status involved
the following steps:

Multiply the national five-year rates of severe/profound core activity limitation
by the Indigenous population for people aged 0-64 years. The Indigenous counts
for each five-year age group are then multiplied by the Indigenous factor (2.4) to
obtain an ‘Indigenous potential population’ within each age group. The
non-Indigenous counts are derived by subtracting the Indigenous counts from the
total “potential population in each age group.

Sum the five-year age group counts to derive a total Indigenous and
non-Indigenous ‘potential population’ for each state/territory.

For employment, repeat the above steps, but restrict to people aged 15-64 years,
then multiply each State/Territory total by state/territory specific labour force
participation rates for people aged 15 years and over.
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Attachment tables

Attachment tables for data within this chapter are contained in the attachment to the
compendium. These tables are identified in references throughout this chapter by an
‘A’ suffix (for example, table 14A.3 is table 3 in the services for people with a
disability attachment). The tables included in the attachment are listed below.

Table 14A.1  Users of CSTDA accommodation support services, by Indigenous status
Table 14A.2  Users of CSTDA community support services, by Indigenous status
Table 14A.3  Users of CSTDA community access services, by Indigenous status
Table 14A.4  Users of CSTDA respite services, by Indigenous status

Table 14A.5  Users of CSTDA employment services, by Indigenous status

Table 14A.6  Labour force participation and employment of people with a profound or severe
core activity limitation, by special needs groups, 2006 (per cent)

Table 14A.7  Labour force participation and employment of people with a profound or severe
core activity limitation, by special needs groups, 2005 (per cent)
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Preamble

14A Services for people with a disability
— attachment

Definitions for the indicators and descriptors in this attachment are in section 14.7 of the chapter
in the Report on Government Services 2009 (2009 Report). Data in this chapter are examined by
the Disability Services Working Group, but have not been formally audited by the Secretariat. A
peer review process is also undertaken by the Disability Services Working Group in the
development of the data definitions. Unsourced information was obtained from the Australian,
State and Territory governments.

This file is available in Adobe PDF format on the Review web page (www.pc.gov.au/gsp). Users
without Internet access can contact the Secretariat to obtain these tables (details on the inside
front cover of the Report).
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Table 14A.1

Table 14A.1 Users of CSTDA accommodation support services, by Indigenous
status (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), (f), (9)
NSW (h) Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT (i) NT Aust

Indigenous people using accomodation support services per 1000 Indigenous population aged under 65
years

2003-04 1.2 10.4 15 2.7 2.6 1.7 0.5 1.8 2.2
2004-05 11 8.5 1.6 2.7 3.3 1.7 0.7 18 2.1
2005-06 13 11.0 1.7 2.4 3.5 15 np 1.9 2.4
2006-07 13 10.6 2.0 4.0 5.0 15 np 2.3 2.8

Indigenous people using accomodation support services per 1000 Indigenous potential population

2006-07 148 1226 23.3 46.8 58.2 17.8 np 26.7 32.3

Non-Indigenous people using accomodation support services per 1000 non-Indigenous population aged
under 65 years

2003-04 11 1.8 13 1.7 31 26 11 0.8 15
2004-05 1.0 1.4 14 1.8 34 28 12 0.6 15
2005-06 1.2 1.7 14 1.9 33 27 11 0.8 1.6
2006-07 12 1.6 15 2.0 34 27 11 0.9 1.6

Non-Indigenous people using accomodation support services per 1000 non-Indigenous potential population

2006-07 31.8 425 38.4 50.6 85.7 66.4 28.1 23.6 42.4
All people using accommodation services per 1000 total population aged under 65 years

2003-04 1.1 1.9 1.3 17 31 26 11 1.1 1.6

2004-05 1.0 14 1.4 1.8 34 27 11 1.0 15

2005-06 1.2 1.8 1.4 1.9 33 26 11 1.1 1.6

2006-07 1.2 17 1.5 2.0 34 26 11 1.3 1.7

(a) Service user data are estimates after a statistical linkage key is used to account for individuals who
received services from more than one service type outlet during each period. Individuals might have
accessed services from more than one State or Territory. Where Indigenous status was inconsistently
recorded for the same user, the user was counted as an Indigenous Australian.

(b) Data for all service users exclude 954 service users in 2003-04, 2436 service users in 2004-05, 687
service users in 2005-06 and 868 service users in 2006-07 whose Indigenous status was not reported,
thus accomodation support service users per 1000 total population aged under 65 years may differ from
other tables. Due to the relatively high missing rate of data, care should be taken when interpreting this
indicator.

(c) Data for users of CSTDA funded accommodation support services exclude specialist psychiatric
disability services identified by the jurisdiction.

(d) Service user data collected under the CSTDA NMDS are not comparable with data from the previous
CSDA MDS snapshot day collections.

(e) Data for users per 1000 people are derived by dividing the number of service users by the number of
people aged under 65 years, multiplied by 1000. Data for users per 1000 potential population are derived
by dividing the number of service users by the potential population, multiplied by 1000.

() Data quality continues to improve following the implementation of the CSTDA NMDS. However, this
indicator needs to be interpreted with care due to a number of factors affecting data quality. Differences
in service type outlet and service user response rates between jurisdictions and across years, for
example, should be taken into account when interpreting these data.
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Table 14A.1

Table 14A.1 Users of CSTDA accommodation support services, by Indigenous
status (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), (f), (9)
NSW (h) Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT (i) NT Aust

(g) Comparisons of the Indigenous and non-Indigenous populations’ access to services per 1000 people
should be undertaken with care. The need for services is likely to be greater for Indigenous people than
non-Indigenous people due to the higher prevalence of disability. The AIHW estimated that the
proportion of Indigenous people aged over 18 years who had a profound or severe core activity limitation
is approximately 2.4 times that of non-Indigenous people.

(h) NSW has experienced low and varied data response rates. This led to underreporting of service user
numbers for all years and affected the comparability of the data across the years.

(i) ACT data for service users per 1000 Indigenous people/potential population are not published as they
are based on a small number of service users.

np Not published.

Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS ; ABS, Australian Demographic Statistics,
Cat. no. 3101.0 (various issues), Canberra; ABS 2004, Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander Population 30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0, Canberra;
AIHW 2006, ‘Potential Population’ — Updating the Indigenous Factor in Disability Services
Performance Indicator Denominators, AIHW Cat. no. DIS 45, Welfare Working Paper Series no.
50, Canberra; 2009 Report, table 14A.30.
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Table 14A.2

Table 14A.2 Users of CSTDA community support services, by Indigenous
status (a), (b), (c), (d). (e), (f)
NSW (g) Vic Qld WA SA Tas  ACT NT Aust

Indigenous people using community support services per 1000 Indigenous population aged under 65 years

2004-05 5.6 15.2 4.6 13.7 189 19 7.0 5.0 7.6
2005-06 6.6 29.3 5.0 10.2 181 23 7.3 1.9 8.0
2006-07 8.1 35.8 55 16.1 181 3.3 9.7 2.5 9.9

Indigenous people using community support services per 1000 Indigenous potential population

2006-07 926 413.6 63.3 187.5 2094 374 1149 29.9 114.6

Non-Indigenous people using community support services per 1000 non-Indigenous population aged under
65 years

2004-05 3.1 2.6 2.4 6.7 72 48 8.4 4.5 3.6
2005-06 34 5.5 2.6 6.4 84 53 6.7 2.2 4.5
2006-07 3.3 7.0 2.7 7.0 86 53 10.0 2.0 5.0

Non-Indigenous people using community support services per 1000 non-Indigenous potential population

2006-07 86.2 181.8 70.3 1795 218.9 130.2 265.9 53.1 129.7
All people using community support services per 1000 total population aged under 65 years

2004-05 3.2 2.7 2.5 6.9 75 47 8.4 4.7 3.7

2005-06 3.5 5.7 2.7 6.5 86 5.2 6.7 21 4.6

2006-07 3.5 7.2 2.8 7.3 8.8 5.2 10.0 2.2 5.2

(a) Service user data are estimates after a statistical linkage key is used to account for individuals who
received services from more than one service type outlet during each period. Individuals might have
accessed services from more than one State or Territory. Where Indigenous status was inconsistently
recorded for the same user, the user was counted as an Indigenous Australian.

(b) Data for all service users exclude 27 356 service users in 2004-05, 15 013 service users in 2005-06 and
5451 service users in 2006-07 whose Indigenous status was not reported, thus community support
service users per 1000 total population may differ from other tables. Due to the relatively high missing
rate of data, care should be taken when interpreting this indicator.

(c) Data for users of CSTDA funded community support services exclude specialist psychiatric disability
services identified by the jurisdiction.

(d) Data for users per 1000 people are derived by dividing the number of service users by the number of
people aged under 65 years, multiplied by 1000. Data for users per 1000 potential population are
derived by dividing the number of service users by the potential population, multiplied by 1000.

(e) Data quality continues to improve following the implementation of the CSTDA NMDS. However, this
indicator needs to be interpreted with care due to a number of factors affecting data quality. Differences
in service type outlet and service user response rates between jurisdictions and across years, for
example, should be taken into account when interpreting these data.

() Comparisons of the Indigenous and non-Indigenous populations’ access to services per 1000 people
should be undertaken with care. The need for services is likely to be greater for Indigenous people than
non-Indigenous people due to the higher prevalence of disability. The AIHW estimated that the
proportion of Indigenous people aged over 18 years who had a profound or severe core activity
limitation is approximately 2.4 times that of non-Indigenous people.

() NSW has experienced low and varied data response rates. This led to underreporting of service user
numbers for all years and affected the comparability of the data across the years.
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Table 14A.2

Table 14A.2 Users of CSTDA community support services, by Indigenous
status (a), (b), (c), (d). (e), (f)
NSW (g) Vic Qld WA SA Tas  ACT NT Aust

Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS ; ABS, Australian Demographic Statistics,
Cat no. 3101.0 (various issues), Canberra; ABS 2004, Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander Population 30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0, Canberra;
AIHW 2006, ‘Potential Population’ — Updating the Indigenous Factor in Disability Services
Performance Indicator Denominators, AIHW Cat. no. DIS 45, Welfare Working Paper Series no.
50, Canberra; 2009 Report, table 14A.31.

SERVICES FOR
INDIGENOUS PEOPLE WITH
COMPENDIUM 2009 A DISABILITY



Table 14A.3

Table 14A.3 Users of CSTDA community access services, by Indigenous status
(a), (b), (c), (d), (e), (F)
NSW (g) Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT (h) NT Aust

Indigenous people using community access services per 1000 Indigenous population aged under 65 years

2003-04 1.4 10.8 1.7 3.9 3.0 20 1.0 1.6 2.6

2004-05 1.5 9.2 1.8 24 40 21 0.7 15 2.3

2005-06 1.7 10.9 2.0 1.9 40 24 np 20 25

2006-07 2.2 11.8 2.5 2.6 36 1.8 np 2.3 3.0
Indigenous people using community access services per 1000 Indigenous potential population

2006-07 255 1364 29.3 29.7 412 209 np 27.3 34.8

Non-Indigenous people using community access services per 1000 non-Indigenous population aged under
65 years

2003-04 11 2.5 14 3.6 3.1 33 1.0 11 2.0
2004-05 11 2.0 1.7 2.5 33 33 0.9 1.2 1.8
2005-06 1.3 2.7 1.8 2.3 3.2 34 1.0 11 2.0
2006-07 18 2.9 2.0 2.2 35 32 1.0 13 2.3

Non-Indigenous people using community access services per 1000 non-Indigenous potential population

2006-07 46.5 75.1 51.1 56.2 89.8 784 25.8 35.5 590.1
All people using community access services per 1000 total population aged under 65 years

2003-04 1.1 2.6 1.4 3.6 3.1 3.2 1.0 1.3 2.0

2004-05 1.1 2.0 1.7 25 33 3.2 0.9 1.2 1.8

2005-06 1.3 2.8 1.8 2.3 32 34 1.0 1.4 2.1

2006-07 1.8 2.9 2.0 2.2 35 31 1.0 1.6 2.3

(a) Service user data are estimates after a statistical linkage key is used to account for individuals who
received services from more than one service type outlet during each period. Individuals might have
accessed services from more than one State or Territory. Where Indigenous status was inconsistently
recorded for the same user, the user was counted as an Indigenous Australian.

(b) Data for all service users exclude 7283 service users in 2003-04, 5222 service users in 2004-05, 3057
service users in 2005-06 and 3218 service users in 2006-07 whose Indigenous status was not reported,
thus community access service users per 1000 total population may differ from other tables. This 'not
reported' total includes recreation/holiday programs (service type 3.02) who were not required to
complete the item on Indigenous status; however those who did provide a response are included in the
data. Due to the relatively high missing rate of data, care should be taken when interpreting this
indicator.

(c) Data for users of CSTDA funded community access services exclude specialist psychiatric disability
services identified by the jurisdiction.

(d) Data for users per 1000 people are derived by dividing the number of service users by the number of
people aged under 65 years, multiplied by 1000. Data for users per 1000 potential population are
derived by dividing the number of service users by the potential population, multiplied by 1000.

(e) Data quality continues to improve following the implementation of the CSTDA NMDS. However, this
indicator needs to be interpreted with care due to a number of factors affecting data quality. Differences
in service type outlet and service user response rates between jurisdictions and across years, for
example, should be taken into account when interpreting these data.
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Table 14A.3

Table 14A.3 Users of CSTDA community access services, by Indigenous status
(a), (b), (c), (d), (e), (F)
NSW (g) Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT (h) NT Aust

() Comparisons of the Indigenous and non-Indigenous populations’ access to services per 1000 people
should be undertaken with care. The need for services is likely to be greater for Indigenous people than
non-Indigenous people due to the higher prevalence of disability. The AIHW estimated that the
proportion of Indigenous people aged over 18 years who had a profound or severe core activity
limitation is approximately 2.4 times that of non-Indigenous people.

() NSW has experienced low and varied data response rates. This led to underreporting of service user
numbers for all years and affected the comparability of the data across the years.

(h) ACT data for service users per 1000 Indigenous people/potential population are not published as they
are based on a small number of service users.

np Not published

Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS ; ABS, Australian Demographic Statistics,
Cat no. 3101.0 (various issues), Canberra; ABS 2004, Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander Population 30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0, Canberra;
AIHW 2006, ‘Potential Population’ — Updating the Indigenous Factor in Disability Services
Performance Indicator Denominators, AIHW Cat. no. DIS 45, Welfare Working Paper Series no.
50, Canberra; 2009 Report, table 14A.32.
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Table 14A.4

Table 14A.4 Users of CSTDA respite services, by Indigenous status (a), (b), (c),
(d), (e). ()
NSW (g) Vic Qld WA (h) SA Tas (i) ACT (i) NT Aust
Indigenous people using respite services per 1000 Indigenous population aged under 65 years
2003-04 1.6 9.7 15 3.5 15 np 0.5 1.2 2.2
2004-05 1.4 8.2 15 2.6 2.2 np np 0.9 1.9
2005-06 1.6 16.2 2.0 3.8 21 04 np 1.2 2.9
2006-07 2.3 16.0 2.2 4.4 19 0.6 1.6 1.8 3.3
Non-Indigenous people using respite services per 1000 non-Indigenous population aged under 65 years
2003-04 na na na na na na na na na
2004-05 0.7 13 1.0 15 11 0.7 1.0 0.9 1.0
2005-06 0.8 2.2 11 1.4 11 0.7 1.0 0.9 1.3
2006-07 0.9 2.3 1.2 15 12 0.7 1.0 1.3 14
All people using respite services per 1000 total population aged under 65 years
2003-04 na na na na na na na na na
2004-05 0.7 14 1.0 1.6 11 0.6 1.0 0.9 1.0
2005-06 0.8 2.3 1.2 14 12 0.7 1.0 1.0 1.3
2006-07 0.9 2.4 1.2 1.6 1.2 07 1.0 1.4 14

(@)

(b)

(c)

(d)

()

(f)

(9)

(h)

(i)

Service user data are estimates after a statistical linkage key is used to account for individuals who
received services from more than one service type outlet during each period. Individuals might have
accessed services from more than one State or Territory. Where Indigenous status was inconsistently
recorded for the same user, the user was counted as an Indigenous Australian.

Data for all service users exclude 3667 service users in 2004-05, 1791 service users in 2005-06 and
1879 service users in 2006-07 whose Indigenous status was not reported, thus respite service users per
1000 total population may differ from other tables. Due to the relatively high missing rate of data, care
should be taken when interpreting this indicator.

Data for users of CSTDA funded respite services exclude specialist psychiatric disability services
identified by the jurisdiction.

Data for users per 1000 people are derived by dividing the number of service users by the number of
people aged under 65 years, multiplied by 1000.

Data quality continues to improve following the implementation of the CSTDA NMDS. However, this
indicator needs to be interpreted with care due to a number of factors affecting data quality. Differences
in service type outlet and service user response rates between jurisdictions and across years, for
example, should be taken into account when interpreting these data.

Comparisons of the Indigenous and non-Indigenous populations’ access to services per 1000 people
should be undertaken with care. The need for services is likely to be greater for Indigenous people than
non-Indigenous people due to the higher prevalence of disability. The AIHW estimated that the
proportion of Indigenous people aged over 18 years who had a profound or severe core activity
limitation is approximately 2.4 times that of non-Indigenous people.

NSW has experienced low and varied data response rates. This led to underreporting of service user
numbers for all years and affected the comparability of the data across the years.

WA data for 2005-06 have been corrected for miscoding of data and, therefore, vary from the data
reported in the AIHW report on Disability Support Services in 2005-06.

Tasmanian data for 2003-04 and 2004-05 and ACT data for all years for service users per 1000
Indigenous people are not published as they are based on a small number of service users.

na Not available. np Not published.

SERVICES FOR
PEOPLE WITH
A DISABILITY

INDIGENOUS
COMPENDIUM 2009



Table 14A.4

Table 14A.4 Users of CSTDA respite services, by Indigenous status (a), (b), (c),
(d), (e), ()

NSW (g) Vic Qld WA (h) SA Tas (i) ACT (i) NT Aust
Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS ; ABS, Australian Demographic Statistics,
Cat no. 3101.0 (various issues), Canberra; ABS 2004, Experimental Projections of the Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander Population 30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0, Canberra;
AIHW 2006, ‘Potential Population’ — Updating the Indigenous Factor in Disability Services
Performance Indicator Denominators, AIHW Cat. no. DIS 45, Welfare Working Paper Series no.

50, Canberra; 2009 Report, table 14A.33.
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Table 14A.5

Table 14A.5 Users of CSTDA employment services, by Indigenous status (a),
(b), (c), (d)
NSW (e) Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT NT Aust
Indigenous people using employment services per 1000 Indigenous population aged 15-64 years
2003-04 6.6 15.2 5.2 5.3 6.6 6.7 5.6 24 6.0
2004-05 7.3 10.9 5.2 5.1 6.5 85 6.6 24 6.0
2005-06 6.5 12.6 6.1 4.6 6.7 8.2 23 18 5.9
2006-07 7.9 13.9 6.5 4.9 77 715 5.2 2.9 6.8

Indigenous potential population using employment services per 1000 Indigenous population aged 15-64
years

2006-07 1585 2771  128.2 95.0 160.1 156.7 95.4 53.2 133.0

Non-Indigenous people using employment services per 1000 non-Indigenous population aged 15-64 years

2003-04 4.1 51 4.5 4.6 55 5.0 3.9 3.1 4.6
2004-05 4.0 5.1 4.5 4.5 58 5.2 3.3 2.9 4.6
2005-06 4.7 5.8 5.3 5.2 6.2 64 3.8 3.2 5.2
2006-07 53 6.1 5.7 5.3 70 6.6 4.2 3.5 5.7

Non-Indigenous people using employment services per 1000 non-Indigenous population aged 15-64 years

2006-07 220.7 2489 2221 204.1 285.0 265.6 155.8 129.3 229.5
All people using employment services per 1000 total population aged 15-64 years

2003-04 4.1 5.2 4.5 4.6 55 5.0 3.9 2.9 4.6

2004-05 4.1 5.2 4.5 45 58 53 3.4 2.8 4.6

2005-06 4.8 5.8 5.3 5.2 6.2 6.5 3.8 2.9 5.3

2006-07 5.4 6.1 5.7 5.3 70 6.6 4.2 3.4 5.7

(a) Service user data are estimates after a statistical linkage key is used to account for individuals who
received services from more than one service type outlet during each period. Individuals might have
accessed services from more than one State or Territory.

(b) Data for users per 1000 people are derived by dividing the number of service users by the number of
people aged 15-64 years, multiplied by 1000. Data for users per 1000 potential population are derived
by dividing the number of service users by the potential population, multiplied by 1000.

(c) Data for all service users exclude 4498 service users in 2003-04, 2665 service users in 2004-05, 1288
service users in 2005-06 and 91 service users in 2006-07 whose Indigenous status was not reported,
thus employment service users per 1000 total population aged 15-64 years may differ from other
tables. Due to the relatively high missing rate of data, care should be taken when interpreting this
indicator.

(d) Comparisons of the Indigenous and non-Indigenous populations’ access to services per 1000 people
should be undertaken with care. The need for services is likely to be greater for Indigenous people than
non-Indigenous people due to the higher prevalence of disability. The AIHW estimated that the
proportion of Indigenous people aged over 18 years who had a profound or severe core activity
limitation is approximately 2.4 times that of non-Indigenous people.

(e) NSW has experienced low and varied data response rates. This led to underreporting of service user
numbers for all years and affected the comparability of the data across the years.
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Table 14A.5

Table 14A.5 Users of CSTDA employment services, by Indigenous status (a),
(b), (c), (d)

NSW (e) Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT NT Aust
Source: AIHW (unpublished), derived from the CSTDA NMDS ; ABS, Australian Demographic Statistics,
Cat. no. 3101.0 (various issues), Canberra; ABS 2004, Experimental Projections of the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Population 30 June 2001 to 30 June 2009, Cat. no. 3238.0,
Canberra; AIHW 2006, ‘Potential Population’ — Updating the Indigenous Factor in Disability
Services Performance Indicator Denominators, AIHW Cat. no. DIS 45, Welfare Working Paper
Series no. 50, Canberra; 2009 Report, table 14A.34.

SERVICES FOR
PEOPLE WITH
A DISABILITY

INDIGENOUS
COMPENDIUM 2009



ALITavsIiayv 600 WNIAN3IdINOD
HLIM 37d03d SNONTOIANI
404 S3JINGIS

‘67 VT 91981 ‘boday 600¢ | BuisnoH pue uoie|ndod J0 sNsuad 900 WoJy paauap ‘(paysiigndun) sgy  :921nos
‘a|qeardde 10N
"aled-J|as pue AJjigow ‘uoiedIuNWWOoI
as1Idwod saniAioe 210D "SaIlAIOE 310D 3U] JO I0W IO SUO YIM 3dueisisse Buipaau Sawnawos 10 sAempe 01 Siajal uonenwl| AlAloe 2109 aiaAas/punojold (9)
's1eak snoinald Jo 9SOyl WO} JBHIP ||IM Brep asayl ‘yons sy "uonendod uonelwi| Alanoe
9109 819A3S 10 punojold ayl JO pua a1aAaS SSI| 8y} Je SI uononpal ayr 1eyl Ay st 1] “(sonsiisioereyd Jejiwis Alaa sAejdsip nqg) Jsjjews si paynuapl uonejndod
8y}l ‘pasn 1as uonsanb ayl jo Bulusuoys pue ABojopoyIBW UOIIB[|0 JUBIBHIP Byl 01 anp Ing ‘uonenwl ANAlnoe 2102 alanas Jo punojoid e aney oym ajdoad
jo uonendod snpow Ayjigesip Sgv pue Ovas ay: yum sjqesedwod Ajjenidasuod st NSSY 8yl "sinpow Aujigqesip Sgv ay) pue Dyds 8y} Wol padInos aiam
elep ay) ‘sieah snoinaid ul ‘(dNSSY) .2ouelsISSy 10} pasaN AlANIY 810D, ainseaw 01 paubisap sem ‘erep asay) 824N0s 0] pasn ‘||Npow snsuad 900z SIv aul (q)

'sleak 79—GT pabe aidoad 104 (e)

€'6. z'es G'88 v'z8 8'v8 6,8 19, 9,/ 7’9/, d|doad snouabipul
6'98 6'€6 G'06 €/8 9'88 ¥'06 €98 €98 G'G8 |doad snouabipul-UuoN
€8 LS8 g'es €8L 9'v8 206 08 128 €6. Anunod Bupjeads ysi|buz-uou e u uiog sjdoad
1.8 7’16 7’16 9/8 0'68 '06 6'G8 9'98 198 Anunod Bunjeads ysibu3 ue ur uioq sjdoad
G'/8 v'16 " 6.8 9/8 106 6'98 198 6'G8 seaJe ajowal pue [euolbal 1ano ul djdoad
'98 - °06 8'98 8'88 '06 1'S8 0'98 0S8 seale [euolbal Jauul pue sanid Jofew ul ajdoad
alel uswAodw3
L'ST v'eT €9z ¥'GT zeT 8.1 ¥'9T1 €8T LYT a|doad snouabipu
9'8T G'62 8'TE G'ST 002 o€z G'8T T.1 08T 9|doad snouabipul-UoN
G'TT 8.1 '02 LET 90T 9'GT 6CT 7’6 02T Anunod Bupjeads ysiibuz-uou e ul uiog ajdoad
102 oRor 8'€e 8'GT 2T1e ove 06T 6'6T G'6T Anunod Bupjeads ysi|bug ue ul uiog sjdoad
G'/T §'TZ " 7'yl G.T G'TZ 7.7 z8T 6'GT seaJe alowal pue [euolbal Jaino ul sjdoad
9'8T - 6'0€ 291 zoe 8'¢e ¥'8T T.T 08T seale [euolbal Jauul pue sanid Jofew ul ajdoad
ajel uonedionued 8210} JInoge]
1sny IN 10V se| VS VM pPIO 2IA MSN
(9) ‘() ‘(e) (qua9 1ad) 900z ‘sdnoub spoau |eloads
AQ ‘uoneliwi AlAnoe 81092 a1aAas 10 punojoitd e yum ajdoad jo juswAojdwae pue uonedionied 8210) JnogeT o'VVT 9|qel

9'vv1 slgeL



Adllgavsiav

HL1IM 37d03d

d0d S3JING3S
"0S°'V¥T 9|08l ‘boday 6002 ‘0°8229 "OU 1eD ‘G0z elfeasny ‘aousuadx3 Buiured] pue uoeanpd Jo ABAINS 8yl Wol) paAuap ‘(paysigndun) Sgy  : 82In0S

‘paysiignd 10N du "0iaz 01 papunol Jo |IN — ‘3jqedidde 10N

600 WNIAN3IdINOD
SNONTOIANI

‘shanins si1are) pue buieby ‘Alljigesiq usamiaq
sarepdn aousjeAald Joj 10u Ing ‘suosiredwod uoiendod Jo) 3|geINS aJ4e elep ayl “lejiwis ate suoie|ndod ay) Jo SonsLIBIORIRYD BY] ‘ISASMOY — Sialed pue
Buisby ‘Aljigesiq Jo ABAINS pajielap aiow yanw ayl wol paureigo uoneindod Augesip, ayl ueyl uoneindod ,uonipuod yieay wisi-Buo| pue Aljigesip, Japeoiq e

0] aejal (9ousiadx3 Bulurel] pue uoneonp3 Jo ABAINS Byl Ul pasn) aINpoN Aljigesiag Sy a4yl Aq pal2a]j0d elep ayl ‘ABojopoylawl Uuoi1aa|j0d Ul Saaualaylp 01 ang (8)
"(uad Jad X F1uad Jad X ‘aidwexa 10}) S[eAlslul 92UsPIIUOI 1B Jad G apnjoul a|gel siyl ul pauodal sarel JuswAojdwa pue uonedionsed adlo) Jnoge| ayl (p)
‘paysiignd jou aJe sarewnsa asay | ‘asn [eJauab oy s|gelj2iun 00] pPalapISuod ate Juad Jad oG ueyl Ja1ealb S3SY YIM sajewnsy
"uonNed Yum pasn ag pinoys wad Jad Gz ueyl Jalealb s3Sy yum sarewnsd juad ad oG pue a9 Jad Gz usamiaq Jo (3SY) 10119 plepuels aAle|al e saredipul ., v ()
"aled-J|as pue AJjigow ‘uoireaIuNWwWo?
asudwod saniAloe 810D "SaliAlde 8102 3Yl JO 3JoW JO BUO YUM dJuelsisSse Buipaau sawnawos J0 shkemje 0] siajal uonelwl AlAOe 8102 alanas/punojold (q)
'sleak 79—GT pabe aidoad 104 (e)
067096 du - - - du du du du ajdoad snouabipu|
L'¥y¥G698 du 0007 7V'GT+9¢6 9¢CT + €¥8 89 ¥996 €87%088 09T +T€EL 6L FTT6 9|doad snouabipul-uoN
8'ECFF6'1I8 — du - 9’6 ¥ +8'8L 0°00T 6'GS FxG'G. LSEF6V. 2S2FT1'88 Anunod bunyeads ysibu3-uou e ui uioq ajdoad
Z6¥€/8 du 0001 G8F¥096 €E€T+TG8 G.LF€96 '8FC68 6'LT+Z2€L 98%F9716 Anunod Bunpjeads ysi|bug ue uf ulog ajdoad
€9¥696 du - 0°00T 0°00T 0°00T LJTF¥'T6 du 0°00T seaJe ajowsal pue [euolbal Jaino ul ajdoad
’'S¥€'S8 0'00T G98C+€18 TET+VE8 98F.G96 Vv6+9.8 09T+T€L L8FT06 seale [euolbal Jauul pue sapid Jofew ui ajdoad
arel JuswAoldwg
G9T Fx0€Zz du — du - du du du du a|doad snouabipu|
ve+0€e du  6LTFZ09 ZOTFx.02 CTOTFEEE 86FVIE LO9FOVE L'LFL0E TLFIVE a|doad snouabipu|-uoN
T,.¥9¢€ - du du du CTZF«T62 L9ZFVTE TZTF48LT 8V F«1'GZ Anunoo Bunjeads ysibu3-uou e ur uiog sjdoad
GEFGYE du 90ZFGSS 96F¥0Z G6FL2E TITF8ZE 89FIVE L'8¥29¢ G§LF¥0GE Anunod Bupieads ysi|bug ue ul ulog ajdoad
0LFT0E du €02 F+9vg du TTZF«807 CETF.TE du | ARV AAS seale ajo0wal pue [euolBfai 1aino ul ajdoad
9eFTEE 08T+8¥%S V'OT++«2'8T LTT+6'GE 86F20E GLFCGE 8'LFV'1€E B89F9€EEL seaJe [euolfial jauul pue sanio Jofew ui 8jdoad
arel uonedionted 9240} Jnoge]
Isny IN 10V sel VS VM pIO JIN MSN

AQ ‘uoneliwi AjAnoe 2109 alanas 10 punojoud e yiim ajdoad jo jusawAojdws pue uonedionted 8210} Jnoge’

®) ‘(p) ‘(2) ‘() ..@ (1ua9 1ad) gooz ‘sdnoub spoaau |eloads

L'VyT slqel

L'VYT |lqel



	Chapter 14 Services for people with a disability

	Indigenous data in the services for people with a disability chapter
	Framework of performance indicators
	Attachment tables
	References
	14A Services for people with a disability - attachment tables
	Tables 14A.1-14A.7

