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Appendix D —school to 14 years

Box D.1: Key Findings

In the longitudinal analysis, significant improvements were observed across a number of indicators,
particularly in the areas of independence and friendships. On the other hand, a number of indicators
have deteriorated, particularly related to impact on family life and involvement in activities.

Baseline and longitudinal outcomes vary with participant level of function. Participants with higher
level of function tend to have better baseline outcomes and exhibit higher rates of improvement than
those with lower level of function.

Participants with a hearing impairment generally experience better outcomes than those with other
disabilities.

Participants from regional and remote locations, compared to those from major cities, show more
positive results on some indicators — both at baseline and for longitudinal change.

Children from a CALD background have worse outcomes on most baseline indicators. However
they are more likely to live with their parents than other children.

Baseline results for Indigenous participants are more mixed. Indigenous children tend to exhibit
higher levels of independence, but their school experiences tend to be worse than for non-
Indigenous children. As for the younger cohort, Indigenous children are less likely to live with their
parents, and more likely to live in public housing.

At baseline, 65% of participants attended school in a mainstream class, with 21% in a special
school and 12% in a support class. The percentage in a mainstream class declines with school year
and varies considerably by disability.

Educational experiences of children attending a special school are better in many respects than the
experiences of children in a mainstream or support class. Children at a special school are more
likely to feel genuinely included and happy at school and their parents/carers have better knowledge
of their child’s goals at school and tend to be more satisfied that the school listens to them in
relation to their child’s education.

However, analysis of the impact of educational setting on other outcomes reveals that children
enrolled in a support class or special school are less likely to be developing independence, to have
a genuine say in decisions about themselves, to make friends outside the family, and to spend time
with friends without an adult present. Hence from a broader perspective, participation in mainstream
education confers benefits on independence, relationships, and social participation that are less
likely to be experienced by children attending a special school.

Opinions on whether the NDIS has helped vary by domain for the starting school to 14 cohort, with
the percentage responding positively ranging from 33% for access to education to 51% for
independence. Higher baseline plan utilisation is a strong predictor of a positive response across all
four areas surveyed. Self-managing (either fully or partly) also tends to be associated with more
positive responses. Participants entering the Scheme for early intervention are more likely to think
that the NDIS has helped with independence and school than those entering due to disability.




Participant living arrangements

Overall, 87% of children live with their parents. The percentage is much lower in NT (65%) and for
Indigenous participants (68%), but higher for CALD participants (93%). There is a declining trend with age,
from 93% for children aged 5 or younger to 83% for children aged 12 or older. Participants with
psychosocial disability (66%) or an intellectual disability (80%) are less likely to live with their parents, and
those with deafness/hearing loss (93%) are more likely to live with their parents. The percentage is higher
for participants whose plan is self-managed (95%) compared to agency-managed (84%).

Overall, 9% of participants live in a private home rented from a public authority. The percentage is much
higher in NT (50%) and for Indigenous participants (27%).



Appendix D.1 — Baseline indicators for SF and LF — aggregate

Summary

Baseline levels of independence are generally low for this cohort. For example, only 23% of parents/carers
say their child manages their emotions well, and only 30% think their child is developing functional, learning
and coping skills appropriate to their ability and circumstances. Based on SF answers, 42% think their child
is becoming more independent, and in the LF, 44% think their child manages the demands of their world.
The most positive result is that 64% of children have a genuine say in at least some decisions about
themselves.

57% of children responding to the SF attended school in a mainstream class (65% of those responding to
the LF). Involvement of families and carers in their child’s education was reasonably high: based on the LF,
73% were satisfied that their child’s school listens to them in relation to their child’'s education, 77% knew
their child’s goals at school, and 69% thought their child’s education was matched to those goals.
Regarding the child’s experience at school, 62% thought that their child was learning at school, 74%
thought that their child was genuinely included and 69% thought that they were happy at school. 62% of
children had been involved in co-curricular activities at school, most commonly in school plays or concerts.
Only 44% of children who were not exempt had sat a NAPLAN test. A relatively high proportion of children
(17%) had ever been suspended from school.

In relation to family life, only 28% of parents/carers think there is enough time to meet the needs of all
family members (lower than the 55% for the pre-school cohort). 61% of those with more than one child
expressed some concern about the effect of having a sibling with disability on their other children. However,
74% say that their child with disability gets along with their siblings. Overall, 88% say that their child fits into
everyday family life (often or sometimes). Of those who go out without their child, 88% use informal care
(the child stays with siblings, extended family, family friends or by themselves), although only 47% say they
are happy with their childcare arrangements. Half the children have friends they enjoy spending time with,
and 62% are able to make friends with people outside the family.

Overall, participation in mainstream activities tends to be low for this cohort. Only 10% of parents/carers
use a mainstream school holiday program and only 36% of children spend time after school and on
weekends with friends or in mainstream group activities. A high proportion (84%) of parents/carers
expressed a wish for their child to be more involved, and 87% of these perceived their child’s disability as a
barrier to being more involved. 60% of parents/carers had some difficulty in finding vacation care.



Appendix D.1.1 — Daily living

My child is developing functional, learning and Most of the time my child manages his/her
coping skills that are appropriate to his/her emotions
ability and circumstances. 100%
100%
80% 7%
80% 70%
60%
60%
A% 0 40%
27% 21%
20% 20%
3% 2%
0% — 0%
Not very well Pretty well Very well Not very well Pretty well Very well
35,743 responses; 346 missing 35,753 responses; 336 missing
Most of the time my child manages the Most of the time my child is able to do tasks at
demands of his/her world home, at schooland in the community that a
100% child of the same age would be expectedto be
able to do
80% 100%
80%
60% 56% 80%
41% 60%
40%
40%
20% 20% 18%
3% 2%
0% I 0%
Not very well Pretty well Very well Not very well Pretty well Very well
1,092 responses; 0 missing 35,465 responses; 624 missing
My child is becoming more independent Encouragementto become more independent
100% comes from
100% 95%
80% 80% 75%
60% 58% 60%
42% 40% 36%
40% 24%
0,
20% 18%
m
0%
Family Friends School Disability Mainstream
0% service community
Yes No activities
35,847 responses; 242 missing 668 responses; 0 missing
My child spends time away from us (their When our child spends time away from us, he/she
parents) other than at school spends time with
100% 100%
80% 0,
80% 68%
68% 60%
60%
40%
24% 27% 28% 200
20% 0 16% 16%
a E R R RN
0% e
20% Extended  Family Child's  Ingroup In activitiesIn a respite  Other
family friends friends  activities with other  house
with local children
0% peers with
Yes No disability
35,838 responses; 251 missing 11,347 responses; 21 missing




My child spends time with friends without an

My child has a genuine say in decisions about

adult present themselves
100% 100%
84%
80% 80%
60% 60% 54%
40% 40% 36%
20% 11% 20% 10%
2% 4%
oo e A e w
Frequently Occasionally On one occasion Never Yes, most decisions Some decisions No
35,594 responses; 495 missing 35,561 responses; 528 missing
Appendix D.1.2 — Lifelong learning
My child attends school My child's current (or mostrecently completed)
100% 05% schoolyear is:
100%
80% 80%
60%
60% 40%
20 14% 10% 16% 1006 1000 109 9% 0% 0 S
0 (]
0% o 1 - - - 2 o
& N ) x o A L RN
A\\{I}Q’ 4@”‘ _@'5 .@'b( 409‘ _@é .@'b‘ 4@6 _@é .@é .\0’5
20% (Q,&
5% &
8
0% | e@?
Yes No {_Sb
35,864 responses; 225 missing 1,023 responses; 3 missing
My child is enrolled in My child's schoolis my school of first choice
100% 100%
80% 80%
60% O/ 60%
60%
40%
21% 22% 40%
20% 27%
- . 0% 1% 20% 12%
0%
A mainstream A support class A special A school/class Home -
class school for schooling 0%
gifted/talented It was the only choice  Yes, first choice amongst No
children more than one option
33,855 responses; 179 missing 1,026 responses; 0 missing
Have you had pressure to place your child in a Do you know your child’s goals at school?
particular class or school? 100%
100%
80% 7%
80% 7%
60%
60%
40%
40%
23% 23%
N - ) -
0% 0%
Yes No

1,026 responses; 0 missing

1,025 responses; 1 missing




Do you think that your child's education is
matched to those goals?

I think that my child is learning at school

100%
100%
80%
80%
60%
60%
40%
20% 34% 35% 0% 20% 33% 20%
21%
20% 20%
6% 30 5% 4%
0% —— 0% ]
Almost always Usually Sometimes Not usually Almost never Almost always Usually Sometimes Not usually Almost never
787 responses; 0 missing 1,025 responses; 1 missing
I think that my child is genuinely included at I think that my child is happy at school
school 100%
100%
80%
80%
60%
60%
47% 42%
40%
40% 0% \
27% 27% 2000
0
20% 19% 20%
5% 3% 6% 5%
0% — 0% ]
Almost always Usually Sometimes Not usually Almost never Almost always Usually Sometimes Not usually Almost never
1,025 responses; 1 missing 1,024 responses; 2 missing
Has your child ever sat a NAPLANtest? Has your child been involved in the following co-
100% curricular activities at school?
100%
80%
80%
60%
60%
A7%
40% 36% .
28% 29% 40%
25%
20% 20% 15% 15%
3% 3% 0% 1% 4%
0% 0%
Yes No, I didn't  No, the . No, they are  No, t}e/she No, he/she In school In school In sporting ~ As a prefect As a member As a buddy or
want him/her school_dldnt exempt _hasnt been was absent plays/concerts clubs teams ofthe student mentor to
to want him/her in a NAPLAN on the day(s) representative other students
to test year council
1,025 responses; 1 missing 1,026 responses; 0 missing
Has your child ever been suspended from L . .
4 school? P | am satisfied that my child's school listens to
’ me in relation to my child's education
100%
83% 100%
80% 80%
60% 60%
40% 38% 35%
40%
14%
20% ° 8%
17% 4% 1%
20% 2 0% -
Very Satisfied Neutral  Dissatisfied Very Not
satisfied dissatisfied applicable

0%

1,026 responses; 0 missing

1,026 responses; 0 missing




Appendix D.1.3 — Relationships

My child gets along well with his/her

My child can make friends with people outside

- -
0%
Yes

35,425 responses; 664 missing

No

brother(s)/sister(s) the family
100% 100%
80% 80%
67%
60% 60%
43% .
40% 40% 38%
23% 19%
0% [ 0%
No No brothers or sisters Yes With some people
35,694 responses; 395 missing 35,680 responses; 409 missing
There is enough time each week for all My child fits well into the everyday life of the
members of my family to get their needs met family
100% 100%
80% 720 80%
60% 60%
47%
41%
40% 40%
28%
20% 13%

» ]

Often Sometimes Never

35,583 responses; 506 missing

I am worried about the effectof having a sibling
with disability on my other children now and in

When you need to go out, which of the following options do
you use to look after your child?

0%
Yes No

35,648 responses; 441 missing

40%

20%

0%
Yes No

35,496 responses; 593 missing

the future 100%
100%
80%
80%
60%
60% 509%
40%
40% 34% 33% %
21%
20% 12% 2% 13
8% 7%
- 4% 5%
0% . : _ : - o . Bl e = >
I'am not worried | am alittle worried | am very worried No siblings Siblings  Extended  Friends  He/sheis  Privately ~ NDIS Respite  We never go
1,090 responses; 2 missing iy epsey ronied inhiulent comre  outwtimt
Are you happy with that arrangement? My child has friends that he/she enjoys
100% spending time with
100%
80%
80%
60% 53%
47% 60% 50% 50%
40%
20%




Thefriends are
100%
87%
80%
60%
48%
40%
20%
4%
0%
At school Outside school Online
17,366 responses; 339 missing

Appendix D.1.4 — Social, community and civic participation

During school holidays | use the following holiday care

Finding vacation care that welcomes my child

34,720 responses; 1,369 missing

100%
IS
81% 9
80% 100%
80%
60%
60%
40%
40%
23% 40%
20%
22%
10% 9% 10% 20% 18% ° 19%
0
3% 206 4%
1%
e H m -
Parents  Mainstream  School ~ NDIS funded Grandparents Other family ~ Friends  Able to stay Other
provide care  school holiday support by 0%
p",‘;'g'?:% Drogram for themselves Easy Not that easy Difficult Impossible
disabilty 1,092 ; O missi
34,621 responses; 1,468 missing ,092 responses; O missing
My child is happy with this choice/these After schooland on the weekend my child
choices 100%
100%
80%
58%
80% 60% o
0
60% 57% 40%
26%
17%
0%
20% Gets together with Is involved in Is involved in sport, None of the above
% 4% friends mainstream sport, clubs, or other
lubs, or other roup activities with
— ClUbs, or Oher — group -
0% . X group activities children with
Mostof thetime ~ Some of the time Rarely Never disability

35,029 responses; 1,060 missing
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In these activities, | feel my child is: In these activities | think that people ask my
100% child to do tasks appropriate to his/her skills
100%
80% 90%
80%
60%
0,
0% 36% oo
40%
20%
0% 8% 8% 7%
1%
0% 20% 10%
Welcomed  Actively Mostlyan  Tolerated Made to feel Is present
included observer unwelcome but not really 09
a part of the % < >
group @ o
14,246 responses; 1,475 missing 586 responses; 1 missing
. . . The barriers to my child being more involved with other
I would like my child to have more opportunity Y Ch"dre,?are
to be involved in activities with other children 100%
100% 87%
86% 80%
80%
60%
60%
38%
40% 31%
40%
22% 21%
20% 19% ° 0 16%
20% 14% .
0%
My child's Other childrenOther families | am too busy ~ Transport Cost Other
0% disability (e.g.  are not are not
Yes No abiltyto  welcoming  welcoming
) . communicate)
35,144 responses; 945 missing 29,258 responses; 842 missing
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Appendix D.2 - Baseline indicators for SF and LF — participant
characteristics

Summary

Key findings based on one-way analyses and multiple logistic regression modelling are summarised here.

Baseline outcomes tend to be better for participants with higher level of function, and those with
lower cost plans.

Children from a culturally and linguistically diverse background have worse outcomes on most
indicators.

Results by Indigenous status are more mixed. Indigenous children are more likely to have a
genuine say in decisions about themselves, to make friends outside the family, and to spend time
with friends without an adult present. However they are less likely to attend school in a mainstream
class, and their school experiences tend to be worse than for non-Indigenous children. For
example, they are much less likely to have sat a NAPLAN test and to have been involved in co-
curricular activities at school, but much more likely to have been suspended from school.

Results by age are also mixed. As expected, older children are more likely to spend time with
friends without an adult present, and to have a genuine say in decisions about themselves.
However, time away from parents is less likely to be spent with friends or in mainstream activities,
and older children are less likely to be in a mainstream class at school. Many of the outcomes
related to friendships and family life also exhibit a deteriorating trend with age.

Children with deafness/hearing loss have better outcomes across most indicators than children
with other types of disability. Children with visual impairment and another sensory/speech disability
also have a tendency to better outcomes on many indicators. Children with autism or a
psychosocial disability do worse on most indicators, and those with an intellectual disability or
Down syndrome also tend to do worse on many indicators.

Children attending a special school are more likely to feel genuinely included and happy at school
than children in a mainstream or support class. Parents/carers of children at special schools have
better knowledge of their child’s goals at school and tend to be more satisfied that the school
listens to them in relation to their child’s education. However, children enrolled in a support class or
special school are less likely to be developing independence, to have a genuine say in decisions
about themselves, to make friends outside the family, and to spend time with friends without an
adult present.

Children from regional and remote locations show more positive results than those from major
cities, across many of the indicators.

Girls are more likely than boys to attend school in a mainstream class, and much less likely to have
been suspended from school. However, controlling for other factors, they are less likely to spend
time with friends without an adult present.
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Appendix D.2.1 — Daily living

Baseline indicators for SF

% of children developing
functional, learning and

coping skills appropriate % who say their child

to their ability and

manages their emotions becoming more

% who say their child is

% of children who spend
time away from
parents/carers other

N circumstances well independent than at school
Overall 36,089 I 30% [0 23% 42% 32%
Age Group
5 or younger 1,501 . 37% 26% 53% 30%
6t08 12,445 N 31% 219% 45% 29%
9to 11 10,926 N 27% 20% 40% 31%
12 or older 11,217 . 30% 27% 41% 35%
Disability Type
Autism 21,088 N 26% 159 41% 30%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 2,706 N 41% I 429% 39% 32%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 1,323 . 39% I 329 59% 33%
Hearing Impairment 894 N 619% I 59% M 73% 44%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 7,665 N 27% 27% 38% 33%
Other 305 N 299% 319% 38% 30%
Other Physical 532 I 579% I 569 53% 37%
Other Sensory/Speech 841 N 349% 359 56% 41%
Psychosocial 182 N 23% W 90 36% 33%
Visual Impairment 553 N 65% 599% 63% 44%
Level of function
High 15,794 [N 38% 28% 54% 36%
Medium 12,196 N 26% 199% 40% 30%
Low 8,099 N 19% 19% [0 24% 27%
State
ACT 412 . 28% 269% 48% 34%
NSW 19,120 N 29% [ 23% 40% 30%
NT 110 219% 319% 38% 35%
QLD 3,968 [N 30% 23% [ 42% 32%
SA 3,192 [N 35% 27% 54% 41%
TAS 1,470 N 36% 27% 46% 34%
viC 7,287 N 28% 219% 40% 32%
WA 530 [ 30% 219% 52% 42%
Remoteness
Major City 21,010 N 28% 239 [ 40% 29%
Inner Regional 11,213 . 329 [ 239% 45% 35%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 3,720 . 32% 260% 46% 35%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 11,913 . 39% 30% 55% 36%
$10-15,000 8,946 N 30% 229% 47% 31%
$15-20,000 4,486 N 26% 19% 39% 28%
$20-30,000 4,042 N 23% 199% 33% 27%
Over $30,000 6,702 N 19% 19% [ 22% 30%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 32,454 N 30% 23% 42% 31%
Yes 2,439 N 279% 20% 41% 34%
CALD Status
CALD 2,002 N 250 27% 34% 17%
Non-CALD 34,017 N 30% 23% 43% 33%
Gender
Female 10,412 [N 319% 269% 43% 33%
Male 24,821 N 29% [ 229 42% 31%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 20,121 . 319% 249% 43% 32%
Self-managed 5,708 [N 31% 229% 46% 31%
Plan-managed 5,062 N 23% [ 17% [ 35% 29%
Combination 3,396 N 27% [ 229% 39% 32%
Unknown 1,802 N 36% 30% 54% 40%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 9,304 N 28% [ 20% 46% 31%
Disability Met 26,497 N 30% 249% 41% 32%
Scheme access
New 12,558 26% 20% 43% 31%
State 20,110 329 26% [ 41% 33%
Commonwealth 3,421 N 32% 18% 46% 27%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 3,796 N 39% I 38% 43% 32%
Capacity Building 0-25% 3,395 26% 259% 28% 35%
Capacity Building 25-50% 5,422 [N 24% 19% 34% 30%
Capacity Building 50-75% 6,490 N 25% I 18% 40% 29%
Capacity Building 75-100% 16,954 N 329 229 49% 32%
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Baseline indicators for SF (continued)

Of those who spend time
away from their parents
other than at school, %
who do so with family or
friends or in group

Overall

% of children who have

% of children who spend agenuine say in

Age Group
5 or younger
6t08

9to 11

12 or older

Disability Type
Autism
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological

Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay

Hearing Impairment

Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome
Other

Other Physical

Other Sensory/Speech

Psychosocial

Visual Impairment

Level of function
High

Medium

Low

State
ACT
NSwW
NT
QLD
SA
TAS
VvIC
WA

Remoteness

Major City

Inner Regional

Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less

$10-15,000

$15-20,000

$20-30,000

Over $30,000

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No
Yes

CALD Status
CALD
Non-CALD

Gender
Female
Male

Plan management type
Agency-managed
Self-managed
Plan-managed
Combination

Unknown

Access Type
Benefit from EI
Disability Met

Scheme access
New

State
Commonwealth

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100%

Capacity Building 0-25%
Capacity Building 25-50%
Capacity Building 50-75%
Capacity Building 75-100%

activities with local time with friends without decisions about
N peers an adult present themselves

36,089 I 8196 129 64%
1,501 G, [ 6% [ 54%
12,445 IS0, 1 7Y% 59%
10,926 N 80% 119% FEEE 65%
11,217 I 73% 219% BT 71%
21,088 I 8296 [ 119 I 65%
2,706 I 76% 139 I 61%
1,323 I, [ 109 62%
894 IINGEY, 259 T83%
7,665 N 72% 00 139 58%
305 I 309 169% I 66%
532 e o 2206 T 78%
841 T 9 18% ] 76%
182 I 78% 219% I 78%
553 IGEh, 269% 86%
15,794 NGO, 16% I 73%
12,196 NS4, 1296 T 67%
8,099 I 55% M 6% 44%
412 [ o 19% T 81%
19,120 [ 80% 100 62%
110 I 829 [ 26% [ 47%
3,968 IS , 139% I e8%
3,192 b, 199 I 78%

1,470 I 76%
7,287 I 78% W
530 3%

21,010 [ 81% W
11,213 [ 529
3,720 I—81%

11,913 NG,
8,946 G 9
4,486 N 3%
4,042 I 73%
6,702 I 47% W

32,454 I 81% W
2,439 I 79%

2,002 I 72% W
34,017 [ 1% W

10,412 I 8196
24,821 I 819

20,121 I 80% W
5,708 G 96
5,062 IS 74% W
3,306 I 78%
1,802 [INEs,

9,304 I———5E,
26,497 I 77% B0

12,558 G, [
20,110 I 73% W
3,421 ST, W

3,796 4%
3,395 48% M
5422 N 65% [0
6,490 INE3%
16,954 G2,

14

13% I 71%
139 I 61%
17% T 68%

1296 61%
13% T 69%
15% T 68%

179% T 74%
13% I 70%
119% 64%
10% 58%

6% [ 43%

1296 L 64%
15% T 66%

10% P 49%
1206 [T 65%

13% ] 66%
129 64%

13% I 64%
129 [ 68%
10% 60%
119% 59%
219% [ 78%

139% T 70%
129% [ 62%

15% I 2%
119% E 60%
7% 61%

13% [ 64%

8% 46%
11% 56%
13% T 6%
13% [ 0%



Appendix D.2.1 — Daily living

Baseline indicators for LF

% of children who

manage the demands of % of children who are
their world (pretty well or becoming more

N very well) independent
Overall 1,092 I 449% 61%
Age group
5 or younger 132 . 56% I 70%
6t08 390 429% 61%
9to 11 305 . 41% 59%
12 or older 247 [ 429% 60%
Disability type
Autism 582 . 37% 60%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 89 I 55% 53%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 93 I 61% I 74%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 200 . 38% 55%
Sensory 94 I 61% I 79%
Other 34 I 650 I 65%
Level of Function
High 495 . 51% I 68%
Medium 259 . 429% I 61%
Low 177 . 20% 41%
State/Territory
ACT 42 . 52% I 64%
NSW 247 . 45% [ 63%
NT/WA <20 na na
QLD 174 38% 51%
SA 368 I 46% I 65%
TAS 46 . 330 I 65%
VIC 199 - 44% I 62%
Remoteness
Major City 640 46% 62%
Inner Regional 258 . 38% 59%
Outer Regional/Remote/VeryRemote 193 . 43% I 62%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 303 51% I 74%
$10-15,000 319 49% m—— 64%
$15-20,000 144 38% 63%
$20-30,000 109 43% I 55%
Over $30,000 175 24% 38%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 967 43% 61%
Yes 70 43% I 54%
CALD Status
CALD 37 I 57% I 54%
Non-CALD 1,050 43% 61%
Gender
Female 321 . 46% I 66%
Male 739 . 43% 60%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 285 . 42% I 61%
Combination 51 am 229% [ 43%
Plan-managed 97 I 37% 51%
Self-managed 83 I 51% I 67%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 407 . 43% 64%
Disability Met 684 . 45% 60%
Scheme Access
Commonwealth 178 I 43% I 66%
New 384 . 44% 65%
State 530 - 44% 57%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 143 48% I 67%
Capacity Building 0-25% 64 I 349 42%
Capacity Building 25-50% 151 37% 56%
Capacity Building 50-75% 212 . 33% [ 54%
Capacity Building 75-100% 479 I 500 I 67%
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Appendix D.2.2 — Lifelong Learning

Baseline indicators for SF

% of children who attend % of children attending
school (including home school in a mainstream

N schooling) class

Overall 36,089 INOS0, 57%
Age Group

5 or younger 1,501 IO . 76%
6t08 12,445 INGEY, . 68%
9to11 10,926 NS0, 58%
12 or older 11,217 NG, 41%
Disability Type

Autism 21,088 NS0, 60%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 2,706 IS, 54%

Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay
Hearing Impairment

Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome

Other

Other Physical

Other Sensory/Speech

Psychosocial

Visual Impairment

Level of function
High

Medium

Low

State
ACT
NSW
NT
QLD
SA
TAS
VIC
WA

Remoteness

Major City

Inner Regional

Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote

Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less

$10-15,000

$15-20,000

$20-30,000

Over $30,000

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No
Yes

CALD Status
CALD
Non-CALD

Gender
Female
Male

Plan management type
Agency-managed
Self-managed
Plan-managed
Combination

Access Type
Benefit from El
Disability Met

Scheme access
New

State
Commonwealth

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100%

Capacity Building 0-25%
Capacity Building 25-50%
Capacity Building 50-75%
Capacity Building 75-100%

1,323 [INGEY, I s2%
894 INGRY, I 77%

7,665 IS0,
305 GO,

36%
60%

532 [GEY, [ 76%
841 IOZY, e 7%

182 I 8296

2%

553 G, e 6%

15,794 NG,
12,196 NG,
8,099 I—GEY,

412 Gy, ——

19,120 IS0,
110 IGO0,
3,968 NG,
3,192 [T, ——

1,470 INGST, ———

7,287 NG, —
530 IGO0,

32,454 NGy, —
2,439 Ty, —

2,002 IG5,
34,017 [NGEY, [

10,412 (TS0, ———
24,821 G, ———

20,121 NG5y,

5,708 INGT,

5,062 GG,
3,396 G, [

9,304 NS, ——

26,497 NG, ——

12,558 [T, —
20,110 G, M

3,421 INGT, F——

3,796 G0, [
3,395 T,

5,422 [I——GEy,
6,490 G0, [

16,954 NG, M

16

2%
58%
27%

7%
53%
53%
57%
2%
7%
57%
69%

54%
62%
64%

74%
68%
57%
41%
22%

57%
53%

40%
58%

59%
56%

54%
73%
53%
52%

75%
51%

71%
46%
73%

58%
18%
34%
56%
73%



Appendix D.2.2 — Lifelong learning

Baseline indicators for LF

% who have had

% who think

% who think

pressure to their child’s % who think their child is
% who say their place their child % who know education is their child is genuinely
child’s school is in a particular  their child’s matched to learning at included at
N their first choice class or school goals at school those goals school school
Overall 1,092 I 60% [0 23% L TT% 69% 62% 74%
Age group
5 or younger 132 IS2% 11% I 74% 88% 78% 80%
6108 390 N 619% 23% IT80% 71% 63% 73%
9to 11 305 IS 58% 24% T8% 64% 59% 70%
12 or older 247 N 54% 24% N 2% 66% 58% 77%
Disability type
Autism 582 N 58% 25% T T% 68% 59% 67%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 89 N 60% 19% I82% 78% 66% 90%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 93 I—T8% W 10% T 70% 84% 75% 86%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 200 N 53% 28% 82% 70% 59% 7%
Sensory 94 I 72% = 11% F73% 63% 71% 82%
Other 34 I 58% W 18% [ 58% 55% 55% 76%
Level of Function
High 495 N 66% 19% N 73% 71% 66% 77%
Medium 250 N 56% [ 250 IT8% 63% 60% 62%
Low 177 BN 54% [ 329% 88 % 72% 51% 78%
State/Territory
ACT 42 . 71% 0 7% FETT90% 76% 67% 71%
NSW 247 N 64% 24% [T 1% 73% 67% 70%
NT/WA <20 na na na na na na
QLD 174 BN 54% [ 30% T8 % 68% 57% 80%
SA 368 N 60% W 18% T 69% 62% 58% 71%
TAS 46 N 53% W 20% 8% 71% 58% 71%
ViC 199 N 61% 27% 88% 76% 66% 82%
Remoteness
Major City 640 N 67% 19% 6% 70% 63% 75%
Inner Regional 258 I 50% 30% T8 % 67% 56% 68%
Outer Regional/Remote/VeryRemote 193 I 52% 22% [T6% 71% 64% 79%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 303 I 67% 23% 5% 70% 70% 7%
$10-15,000 319 N 64% T 19% T 7% 69% 63% 69%
$15-20,000 144 N 54% 25% N T4% 67% 54% 69%
$20-30,000 109 N 52% W 27% 3% 73% 56% 72%
Over $30,000 175 N 54% 26% 83 % 65% 53% 79%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 967 N 61% 23% T 1% 69% 62% 74%
Yes 70 . 45% 25% [N82% 75% 60% 75%
CALD Status
CALD 37 I 70% 21% I 64% 67% 70% 79%
Non-CALD 1,050 I 609% 23% T 1% 69% 61% 74%
Gender
Female 321 I 60% 19% [T76% 67% 65% 75%
Male 739 N 60% 24% T T% 70% 60% 74%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 285 N 60% 29% 8% 73% 63% 76%
Combination 51 . 43% [ 29% 84 Y% 71% 59% 76%
Plan-managed 97 N 52% 40% 8T % 68% 60% 75%
Self-managed 83 I 72% 17% 8% 64% 67% 78%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 407 NN 64% 18% [T 6% 67% 63% 72%
Disability Met 684 N 58% W 26% T T% 71% 61% 75%
Scheme Access
Commonwealth 178 NN 66% w 25% 8% 65% 67% 73%
New 384 N 65% [ 16% I 72% 64% 58% 67%
State 530 N 55% [ 27% 9% 74% 62% 80%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 143 N 70% B 17% T80% 2% 69% 75%
Capacity Building 0-25% 64 N 53% 26% 8% 75% 57% 81%
Capacity Building 25-50% 151 I 509% B 25% 9% 68% 57% 76%
Capacity Building 50-75% 212 N 53% [ 28% [N 74% 66% 60% 73%
Capacity Building 75-100% 479 N 66% 21% 5% 68% 62% 71%
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Appendix D.2.2 — Lifelong learning
Baseline indicators for LF (continued)

% who think their

% of children who

% who say their
have been involved child has been

% who are satisfied
that their child’s
school listens to
them in relation to

child is happy at My child has sata in co-curricular suspended from their child’s
N school NAPLAN test activities at school school education

Overall 1,092 I 69% 44% T 62% 0 7% 73%
Age group

5 or younger 132 Y59, [ 8% [ 29% 0% [ 93%
6108 390 I 69% 29% [ 62% [ 13% T 1%
9to 11 305 NN 63% 529 [ 68% [ 18% [ 72%
12 or older 247 I 66% 46% I 64% 1 31% T T1%

Disability type

Autism

Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological

Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome

Sensory

Other

Level of Function
High

Medium

Low

State/Territory
ACT

NSW

NT/WA

QLD

SA

TAS

vIC

Remoteness

Major City

Inner Regional

Outer Regional/Remote/VeryRemote

Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less

$10-15,000

$15-20,000

$20-30,000

Over $30,000

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No
Yes

CALD Status
CALD
Non-CALD

Gender
Female
Male

Plan management type
Agency-managed
Combination
Plan-managed
Self-managed

Access Type
Benefit from EI
Disability Met

Scheme Access
Commonwealth
New

State

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100%

Capacity Building 0-25%
Capacity Building 25-50%
Capacity Building 50-75%
Capacity Building 75-100%

582 I

60% M
89 B 19
93 8206

200 I 78%

50% N 61%
459 I 64% 1
21% 51% [
19% [ 60%

94 N 780 I 720 P 73% L

34

495 I
259
177

42
247
<20
174
368 I

46 I 76%
199 I 75%

58% I 64% M 76% [

71% WENNNNN  51% MRS 63% 1
63% NN 520 WO 64% (00
69% 24% 54% [
69% W 50% NN 64%
69% WENNNNN  46% WM 63% 1
na na na
699% M 3000 M 529
64% W 579% WSS 69% [
39% m— 42%
24% W— 58%

70% I 48% [ 65% [
65% I 38% I 57%
70% M 42% [T 60%
72% I 57% I 68% [
68% I 52% [ 67% [
629 509 [ 54% [0
64% [ 32% [ 53% [
72% 23% 55% [
69% I 45% [ e2%
72% 18% 48%

37 7% I 68% [ 58%

1,050 NN 68%

321 . 729%
739 I 68%

285 N 729%
51 I 73%
97 I 66%
83 I 74%

407 NN 67%
684 NN 70%

178 N 68%
63% I 63% M 66%

384 I

530 I 73%

143 N 76%
64 I—79%

151 I 66%

212 N 65%

479 N 67%

44% [ 62% [

46% I 64% [

44% I e1% [
32% [ 53% [
199% T 59% [
19% [ 62% [

35% [ 68% [

56% [ 65% [
38% [T 60% [

35% [ 60% 1
34% [ 60% [

50% I 76% [

19% 52% [
31% M 52% [
43% [ 66% [
57% M 61%

18

21% T 69%
5% [ 83%
T% 88 %

189% [ 76%

14% [ 76%

5% 61%

16% [ 75%
22% [ 6T%
109% T %

129 [ 8%
13% [ 71%

na na
22% [ TT%
23% [ 68%

9% [ 84%
109 [80%

169% [ T5%
18% [ 72%
21% [ 70%

16% [ 75%
17% D 71%
19% T 65%
21% [ T2%
199% [ 78%

17% [ 3%
28% [ 5%

6% [91%
18% [ 72%

11% 0 73%
20% O T3%

13% N TT%
16% [ 80%
12% [ 73%
7% [ 74%

17% [ T3%
18% [ 3%

8% [ T5%
21% [ 68%
18% [ 76%

9% [ T78%
16% 0 T79%
23% L 75%
25% ] 65%
15% [ 73%



Appendix D.2.3 — Relationships

Baseline indicators for SF

% of children who get

% of children who can

make friends with

N along with their siblings family

people outside the

% who report having

% who say their child fits

enough time each week well into the everyday
for all members of family life of the family at least
to get their needs met sometimes

Overall 36,089 I 749 63% 8% 8%
Age Group

5 or younger 1,501 I 519 P 739 48% [ 91%
6t08 12,445 N 779 PO e6% 30% [ 89%
9to 11 10,926 NN 719 619 T 250 L 8T%
12 or older 11,217 I 74% 599% 27% L 8T%
Disability Type

Autism 21,088 NN 8% 56% [ 24% [ 8%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 2,706 NS0 I 749% 29% 8%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 1,323 N 830, [ 809 53% 9%
Hearing Impairment 894 INGE o, e 549 [ 9T%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 7,665 NN 79% M e5% 290 L 89%
Other 305 N30 I 719 24% [ 86%
Other Physical 532 DY, s, 38% L 93%
Other Sensory/Speech 841 I 5200 I 829 a5 [ 95%
Psychosocial 182 N 64% 63% 23% 0 80%
Visual Impairment 553 Gz oo e 46% [ 98%
Level of function

High 15,794 N 779 FEE 739 36% L 92%
Medium 12,196 NN 719 P 60% [ 26% 8%
Low 8,099 NN 73% 459 179% 0 79%
State

ACT 412 I 779 P e 31% [ 89%
NSW 19,120 I 75% 619% 27% L 88%
NT 110 IS, M e9% 30% [ 89%
QLD 3,068 NN 749 T 649 320 [ 89%
SA 3,192 I 749 O 699 350 8%
TAS 1,470 [N 819 I 8% 350 1%
vIiC 7,287 N 719% 60% [T 23% 8%
WA 530 I 769 T 66% 40% [ e0%
Remoteness

Major City 21,010 I 749 609% 27% L 8T%
Inner Regional 11,213 I 749 D e6o 290 8%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 3,720 I 75% M a7 33% 0 89%
Annualised cost of baseline plan

$10,000 or less 11,913 I 799 I 7290 39% [ 0a%
$10-15,000 8,94 NN 74% I 67 31% [ 90%
$15-20,000 4,486 NN 70% 59% [ 24% [ 8%
$20-30,000 4,042 IS 719 569 2006 8%
Over $30,000 6,702 I 709 M 459% 0 13% L 76%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status

No 32,454 NN 749 620 28% 8%
Yes 2,439 I 73% O 659 31% 0 88%
CALD Status

CALD 2,002 I 78% 51% [ 30% [ 90%
Non-CALD 34,017 I 749 I 63% 28% [ 8%
Gender

Female 10,412 N 76% MR e6% 290 L 88%
Male 24,821 NN 749 619% 28% L 8T%
Plan management type

Agency-managed 20,121 I 759 63% 31% L 89%
Self-managed 5,708 IS 75% " 63% [T 27% L 88%
Plan-managed 5,062 IS 68% 57% [0 7% 0 81%
Combination 3,396 I 759 60% [ 220 L 8%
Unknown 1,802 I 769 I 719 37% [ 90%
Access Type

Benefit from EI 9,304 N 73% M e6% 3006 0 89%
Disability Met 26,497 NN 759 mmmmmm—m—m 619% 27% L 8T%
Scheme access

New 12,558 I 729 649 3000 0 89%
State 20,110 I 759 619% 26% 8%
Commonwealth 3,421 N 76% MIE e5% 300 L e0%
Plan cost allocation

Capital 5-100% 3,796 NG, M 9% 30% L 89%
Capacity Building 0-25% 3,395 IS 75% 48% 19% 0 81%
Capacity Building 25-50% 5,422 I 70% M 520 0 18% [ 83%
Capacity Building 50-75% 6,490 NN 69% 599% [T 219% L 86%
Capacity Building 75-100% 16,954 N 750 P 69w 35% L 91%
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Appendix D.2.3 — Relationships

Baseline indicators for SF (continued)

% who use informal care % who say they are

for their child when they happy with the child care enjoys spending time

Of those who have

% of children who have friends that he/she

friends that he/she

enjoys spending time
with, % who have friends

N need to go out arrangements with at school
Overall 36,080 INEsy, el 500 8%
Age Group
5 or younger 1,501 NGE, I e5% 58% 8%
6t08 12,445 G o6 500 549 [ 89%
9to 11 10,926 g 7o, 439 48% [ 88%
12 or older 11,217 g 79 449 459% [ 85 %
Disability Type
Autism 21,088 0% 429% 459% [ 8%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 2,706 IS, 48% 57% [ 90%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 1,323 [INGs, I 710 I et L 8e%
Hearing Impairment 894 INNGED, I 730 I e 93
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 7,665 IS0, 46% 49% [ 88%
Other 305 IS, 459 570 8%
Other Physical 532 ISz 57% I 0% L 92%
Other Sensory/Speech 841 IINNNESG, I 689 M 68% [ 91%
Psychosocial 182 I 829 43% 45% [ T8%
Visual Impairment 553 NOEY, I 680 I 73% L e2%
Level of function
High 15,794 Gy, 569 [ 60% [ 88w
Medium 12,196 DY, 449 [ 48% [ 8%
Low 8,099 I 759 319 3200 0 86%
State
ACT 412 G, 520 I 53% 8%
NSW 19,120 INEs 46% 499 8T
NT 110 I, 499 [ 450 [ 83%
QLD 3,968 IS oo 489 [ 520 [ 8%
SA 3,192 G, 600 56% [ 85%
TAS 1,470 sy, 479% 519 [ 84
vIC 7,287 IS5 399 [ 48% [ 8%
WA 530 G0 61% [ 54% 8%
Remoteness
Major City 21,010 IS 46% 48% L 8T%
Inner Regional 11,213 IS0, 46% T 53% L 8T%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 3,720 G0, 50% 53% [ 86%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 11,913 NG, 60% [ 61% [ 8%
$10-15,000 8,946 I, 519 550 8%
$15-20,000 4,486 INGD, M 420 469% [ 8%
$20-30,000 4,042 IS, 369 43% [ 8%
Over $30,000 6,702 NN 68% 26% [ 30% L 86%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 32,454 Ny, 469 5000 L 8T%
Yes 2,439 gy, 499 51% [ 85%
CALD Status
CALD 2,002 IS, 439% 37% L 86%
Non-CALD 34,017 NS, 47% 519% L 8T%
Gender
Female 10,412 gy, 479 54% [ 8s%
Male 24,821 NSy, 46% 48% [ 8%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 20,121 NG, 499% 49% L 8T%
Self-managed 5,708 NS0, 489 55% L 86%
Plan-managed 5,062 830, 349 469% 8%
Combination 3,396 G40, 390 48% [ 8%
Unknown 1,802 G2, 589 55% 8T %
Access Type
Benefit from EI 9,304 I, 5206 I 549% L 8T%
Disability Met 26,497 IS 79 459 49% L 8T%
Scheme access
New 12,558 s, 51% [ 529 [ 8%
State 20,110 IS 40 439% 48% 8%
Commonwealth 3,421 IGEy, 499 549 [ 88%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 3,796 INEso, 509% 55% [ 90%
Capacity Building 0-25% 3,395 IS 709 M 330 33% 8T
Capacity Building 25-50% 5,422 I 809 339 38% L 85%
Capacity Building 50-75% 6,490 IS0, 399 46% [ 86%
Capacity Building 75-100% 16,954 IOy, 569% 58% [ 8T%
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Appendix D.2.3 — Relationships
Baseline indicators for LF

Where there is more
than one child in the
family, % who are not
worried about the effect

of having a sibling with
disability on their other

N children
Overall 1,092 39%
Age group
5 or younger 132 - 45%
6t08 390 . 35%
9to 11 305 38%
12 or older 247 . 43%
Disability type
Autism 582 34%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 89 Imm 38%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 93 I 45%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 200 41%
Sensory 94 I 56%
Other 34 I 50%
Level of Function
High 495 . 43%
Medium 259 . 32%
Low 177 . 33%
State/Territory
ACT 42 . 46%
NSW 247 . 37%
NT/WA <20 na
QLD 174 . 39%
SA 368 I 39%
TAS 46 I 48%
vIiC 199 . 37%
Remoteness
Major City 640 . 39%
Inner Regional 258 . 33%
Outer Regional/Remote/VeryRemote 193 . 45%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 303 . 42%
$10-15,000 319 42%
$15-20,000 144 . 35%
$20-30,000 109 . 37%
Over $30,000 175 . 33%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 967 I 51%
Yes 70 38%
CALD Status
CALD 37 50%
Non-CALD 1,050 . 39%
Gender
Female 321 . 36%
Male 739 40%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 285 . 42%
Combination 51 . 22%
Plan-managed 97 I 33%
Self-managed 83 . 32%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 407 . 42%
Disability Met 684 . 37%
Scheme Access
Commonwealth 178 36%
New 384 . 40%
State 530 39%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 143 . 39%
Capacity Building 0-25% 64 I 35%
Capacity Building 25-50% 151 38%
Capacity Building 50-75% 212 . 35%
Capacity Building 75-100% 479 . 42%
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Appendix D.2.4 — Social, community and civic participation

Baseline indicators for SF

% who use a mainstream happy with the choices

% of children who spend
time after school and on
% of children who are weekends with friends

and/or in mainstream

N school holiday program of holiday care programs
Overall 36,089 I 100 g 36%
Age Group
5 or younger 1,501 I 119 IEee0, 36%
6108 12,445 14% 1% 40%
9to 11 10,926 Il 1296 Es e 37%
12 or older 11,217 4% ITee % 32%
Disability Type
Autism 21,088 Il 119% Es 35%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 2,706 W 80 g% 34%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 1,323 Il 149 IETes% 43%
Hearing Impairment 894 Il 1506 e L 6%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 7,665 W 89 g 30%
Other 305 M 89 IIEsy 37%
Other Physical 532 8y ey, 49%
Other Sensory/Speech 841 159 IeaY, 60%
Psychosocial 182 I 100 Iee % 39%
Visual Impairment 553 9% s, 59%
Level of function
High 15,794 Il 1206 ez 47%
Medium 12,196 Il 119 Ige s 35%
Low 8,099 W 500 Ie3% [ 17%
State
ACT 412 149% e, 48%
NSW 19,120 Il 109 g 36%
NT 110 996 e, 33%
QLD 3,968 Il 1206 Ie0% 36%
SA 3,192 Il 149 Ees, 48%
TAS 1,470 W 99 G0 30%
vIC 7,287 W 806 e 79 33%
WA 530 W 89 ez 44%
Remoteness
Major City 21,010 I 119 g 36%
Inner Regional 11,213 [ 1006 g0, 37%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 3,720 W 8% g0, 37%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 11,913 Il 139 e, 48%
$10-15,000 8,946 Il 13% e o 41%
$15-20,000 4,486 99 g 34%
$20-30,000 4,042 W 7% ITee % 28%
Over $30,000 6,702 506 I 80% 15%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 32,454 [l 109 g%, 36%
Yes 2,439 1006 e, 34%
CALD Status
CALD 2,002 W 7% e 26%
Non-CALD 34,017 1006 g9, 37%
Gender
Female 10,412 Il 1006 g0, 38%
Male 24,821 [l 109 e 36%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 20,121 W 9% g0y, 34%
Self-managed 5,708 Il 159 Ie1 9% 48%
Plan-managed 5,062 Il 109% 849 32%
Combination 3,396 [l 100 e e 34%
Unknown 1,802 Il 139 e, 47%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 9,304 Il 13% 0% 44%
Disability Met 26,497 Il 9% Iee, 34%
Scheme access
New 12,558 Il 1206 G0 43%
State 20,110 W 9% e 31%
Commonwealth 3,421 Il 149% e 41%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 3,796 90 Ie0% 38%
Capacity Building 0-25% 3,395 59 I 829 16%
Capacity Building 25-50% 5422 W 79% 849 25%
Capacity Building 50-75% 6,490 109 e 35%
Capacity Building 75-100% 16,954 Il 1396 ez 44%
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Appendix D.2.4 — Social, community and civic participation

Baseline indicators for SF (continued)

Of those who spend time

after school and on Of those who would like
weekends with friends % who say they would their child to be more
and/or in mainstream like their child to have  involved in activities
programs, % who are more opportunity to be  with other children, %
welcomed or actively involved in activities who see their child's

N included with other children disability as a barrier

Overall

36,089 I 76% e L eT%

Age Group

5 or younger

6t08

9to 11

12 or older

Disability Type

Autism

Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological

Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay

Hearing Impairment
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome
Other

Other Physical

Other Sensory/Speech
Psychosocial

Visual Impairment
Level of function
High

Medium

Low

State
ACT
NSW
NT
QLD
SA
TAS
vic
WA

Remoteness

Major City

Inner Regional

Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote

Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less

$10-15,000

$15-20,000

$20-30,000

Over $30,000

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status

No
Yes

CALD Status
CALD
Non-CALD

Gender
Female
Male

Plan management type
Agency-managed
Self-managed
Plan-managed
Combination

Unknown

Access Type
Benefit from EI
Disability Met

Scheme access
New

State
Commonwealth

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100%

Capacity Building 0-25%
Capacity Building 25-50%
Capacity Building 50-75%
Capacity Building 75-100%

1,501 I 759 g e, 86 %
12,445 I 750 M T ey
10,926 NN 750 86 8%
11,217 I 789 FR4% 8%

21,085 NN 719 P, eo%
2,706 IS 49, [ 8196 83%
1,323 I 809 g4 I 80%

894 IS, I 769 I 78%
7,665 N 809 s, M B4%
305 830, I 7806 M 82%
532 sy, I 799 T 76%
841 I 5200 I 749 T 80%
182 I 70% R4 T 81%
553 NG00, FE 750 T 69%

15,794 I 79% e, M 82%
12,196 NN 729 e, e %
8,000 NN 74% IR 3%

412 I 809 I 789 0%
19,120 I 769 g6 8%
110 I 659 s, T 81%
3,968 NN 759 e e
3,192 I 789 M 799% 86 %
1,470 I 3296 839 M 83%
7,287 I 74% s e %
530 I 779 e 3y, I es

21,010 I 750 EEes e e
11,213 I 769 Mee s 86 %
3,720 I 78% [TBA% MTBA%

11,913 I 809 FIe3% M 81%
8,946 NN 749% S 7 8%
4,486 N 749 ST 8s%
4,042 N 739 e o0
6,702 NN 719 B 02%

32,454 NN 76% e TR
2,439 I 76% e I es%

2,002 I 759 IS5, 8%
34,017 I 769 860, T 86%

10,412 I 789 B4, 85%
24,821 I 759% e e

20,121 I 7896 B4, 85%
5,708 NN 729 0% 8%
5,062 NN 73% e % 8%
3,306 NN 769 MITEs e0%
1,802 I 79% M 729 T B4%

9,304 NN 74% IS, e
26,497 I 779 EETe6% 8%

12,558 N 74% e e
20,110 I 7890 850 86%
3,421 N 7290 IS, 8%

3,796 I 3296 836 85
3,395 I 789 [ 829 88 %
5,422 I 74% IR s %
6,490 I 729 NG9 s %
16,954 N 769 IR 8%
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Appendix D.2.4 — Social, community and civic participation

Baseline indicators for LF

Of these, % who say

% of families/carers who their child is asked to do

found it easy to find

tasks appropriate to

N vacation care his/her skills
Overall 1,092 40% 89%
Age group
5 or younger 132 51% o9,
6t08 390 . 39% 86 %
9to 11 305 41% g%
12 or older 247 . 35% 0%
Disability type
Autism 582 . 36% 86 %
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 89 I 33% 4%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 93 I 61% I8 7%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 200 . 36% Ie3%
Sensory 94 I 59% 0%
Other 34 . 48% IINo6%
Level of Function
High 495 I 47% o0 %
Medium 259 . 35% e %
Low 177 26% I84%
State/Territory
ACT 42 [ 49% I 81%
NSW 247 . 42% 2%
NT/WA <20 na na
QLD 174 43% e 7%
SA 368 I 42% e 7%
TAS 46 N 26% I8 %
VIC 199 am 33% 0%
Remoteness
Major City 640 41% I8 9%
Inner Regional 258 . 36% e 7%
Outer Regional/Remote/VeryRemote 193 . 41% IE91%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 303 49% Ies %
$10-15,000 319 . 45% 3%
$15-20,000 144 . 41% I8 7%
$20-30,000 109 N 27% I 2%
Over $30,000 175 . 24% s A%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 967 N 330 80 %
Yes 70 41% 8%
CALD Status
CALD 37 . 44% 89 %
Non-CALD 1,050 4000 8%
Gender
Female 321 . 47% e 7%
Male 739 . 38% 90 %
Plan management type
Agency-managed 285 . 38% 0%
Combination 51 169% 88 %
Plan-managed o7 N 22% 1%
Self-managed 83 I 48% M96%
Access Type
Benefit from El 407 45% e 7%
Disability Met 684 I 37% o0 %
Scheme Access
Commonwealth 178 41% e
New 384 . 47% e 6%
State 530 34% 8%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 143 . 42% e %
Capacity Building 0-25% 64 . 28% 89 %
Capacity Building 25-50% 151 . 30% EEEEes %
Capacity Building 50-75% 212 . 38% M85 %
Capacity Building 75-100% 479 . 46% 0%
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Appendix D.3 - Longitudinal indicators for SF and LF — aggregate

Summary

Longitudinal analysis describes how outcomes have changed for participants during the time they have
been in the Scheme. Included here are participants entering the Scheme in the first year of transition (from
1 July 2016 to 30 June 2017) for whom a record of outcomes is available at two time points: at scheme
entry and at approximately one year following scheme entry.

As expected during this relatively short period, many indicators have not changed a great deal. For this
summary we select indicators based on a combination of statistical significance and magnitude of
changel?.

The table below summarises changes for the 13 selected indicators.

SF/LF Domain Indicator Baseline Review Change Improyemgnt/
Deterioration
LF 1 % of children who manage the demands of their world 474%  58.0%  10.6% | Improvement
Sk 1 % who say their child is becoming more independent 43.6%  46.4%  2.7% | Improvement
SE 1 % of children who spend time away from 30.9% 32.7% 1.8% Improvement
parents/carers other than at school
LF 2 % who know their child’s goals at school 69.5%  79.7%  10.3% | Improvement
SF 3 % who say they are happy with the child care 46.2% 48.2% 2.0% Improvement
arrangements
SF 3 % of children who have friends that he/she enjoys 46.1% 48.5% 2 4% Improvement
spending time with
% who say they would like their child to have more o 0 0 Context
SF 4 op_portunity to be involved in activities with other 79.5% 87.7% 8.2% dependent
children
SF 1 % who say their child manages their emotions 25.4%  22.7%  -2.7% | Deterioration
SF 2 % of children attending school in a mainstream class 54.4%  525%  -1.9% | Deterioration
SF 3 % of children who get along with their siblings 76.2%  73.5%  -2.7% | Deterioration
SE 3 % who report having enough time each week for all 28 1% 25 50 2.6%  Deterioration

members of family to get their needs met

Of those who would like their child to be more involved . .
SF 4 in activities with other children, % who see their child's 83.1% 88.7% 5.6% | Deterioration
disability as a barrier

LF 4 % of families/carers who found it easy to find vacation 43.4% 35.6% -7.9% Deterioration
care

¢ For domain 1 (independence), three of the four indicators show positive change, with more children
becoming independent and able to manage the demands of their world, and spending time away
from parents/carers. However children are less likely to manage their emotions.

e For domain 2 (school), parents/carers are significantly more likely to know their child’s goals at
school, however the percentage in a mainstream class has declined.

e Domain 3 (relationships) shows an improvement in friendships and satisfaction with childcare, but a
deterioration in relationships with siblings and time available for all family members.

1 Since there is vastly more data available for the SF, with more than 9,000 participants contributing to the analysis,
statistical testing would identify indicators where the magnitude of change is unimportantly small, so we only consider
SF indicators where the absolute magnitude of change in the indicator is greater than 0.02 (all of these changes are
statistically significant). For the LF, where the quantity of data is much smaller (generally less than 400 participants),
selection is based on statistical significance.

2 Note that at least some of the observed change may be attributable to normal age-related development, since the
children will be one year older at the second time point.
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Domain 4 (community) indicators exhibit some deterioration, with more seeing their child’s disability

as a barrier to greater involvement, and fewer finding it easy to find vacation care.

Appendix D.3.1 — Daily living

My child is developing functional, learning and Most of the time my child manages his/her
coping skills that are appropriate to his/her emotions
ability and circumstances. 100%
100%
80% 75% 7%
80% 69% 70%
60%
60%
20% - - 40%
28% 28% 23% 20%
20% 20%
0% S e— 0% I —
Not very well Pretty well Very well Not very well Pretty well Very well
mBaseline (n=9,545)  ® Review (n=9,545) mBaseline (n=9,551) mReview (n=9,551)
Most of the time my child manages the Most of the time my child is able to do tasks at
demands of his/her world home, at schooland in the community that a
100% child of the same age would be expectedto be
able to do
80% 100%
80% 82%
60% 53% 54% 80%
42% 44% 60%
40%
40%
20% 0% 18% 16%
0% — 0% - —
Not very well Pretty well Very well Not very well Pretty well Very well
mBaseline (n=386) = Review (n=386) mBaseline (n=9,468) = Review (n=9,468)
My child is becoming more independent Encouragementto become more independent
100% comes from
100% 97% 97%
82% 82%
80% 80%
60% 56% 54% 60%
44% 46% 44% 44%
40%
40% 26% 26%
20% 20%
20%
|
0%
Family Friends School Disability Mainstream
0% service community
Yes No activities
mBaseline (n=9,606) ™ Review (n=9,606) mBaseline (n=183) = Review (n=183)

26




My child spends time away from us (his
parents) other than at school

When our child spends time away from us, he/she
spends time with

0,
100% 100%
80%  o70068%
80%
69% 67% 60%
60% 0,
40% 24%24% 27%29”’ 279 )
9 17% 14561496 18%20%
l me
0% I |
20% Extended Famlly Chllds Ingroup In actlvmeslnaresprte Other
family friends friends  activities with other  house
with local  children
0% peers with
Yes No disability
HBaseline (n=9,601) = Review (n=9,601) mBaseline (n=2,261) = Review (n=2,261)
My child spends time with friends without an My child has a genuine say in decisions about
adult present themselves
100% 100%
85%  85%
80% 80%
60% 60% 54% 56%
40% 40% 36% 35%
20% 10%  10% 20% 10% 9%
2% 1% 3% 3%
0% — - - N — 0% - -
Frequently Occasionally On one occasion Never Yes, most decisions Some decisions No
mBaseline (1=9,487) = Review (n=9,487) mBaseline (n=9,490) = Review (n=9,490)
Appendix D.3.2 — Lifelong learning
H 1
My child attends school My child's current (or mostrecently completed)
97% schoolyear is:
100% 92%
16% 14%
0
80% 14% 14% 14% 130614% 13% 14%
129 o 12%
2%, . 2%
12% 1105 10h1% 11
60% 10%
40% 8%
o o
6% 6%
4%
20% 4% 3%
8% 3 2% 2%
% 0
v A
6 - | T . . |
No Yes Kinder Year1 Year2 Year3 Year4 Year5 Year6 Year 7 Year 8 Year9
mBaseline (n=9,604) = Review (n=9,604) mBaseline (1=370) = Review (n=370)
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My child is enrolled in

My child's schoolis my school of first choice

100% 100%
0
80% 80%
645 69%
0
60%  54% s5o94
60%
40%
23% 24% 220 23% 40%
0
- l l . l = -
" s e - = = . .
A mainstream A support class A special A school/class Home
class school for schooling 0% - -
gifted/talented No Yes, first choice amongst It was the only choice
children more than one option
m Baseline (n=8,774) = Review (n=8,774) mBaseline (n=371) = Review (n=371)
Have you had pressure to place your child in a Do you know your child's goals at school?
particular class or school? 100%
100%
80%
82% 81% 80%
80% 69%
60%
60%
40% 0% 31%
20°/
20% 18% 19% 20% ‘
0% ! - 0%
Yes
mBaseline (n=371) = Review (n=371) mBaseline (n=370) = Review (n=370)
Do you think that your child's education is I think that my child is learning at school
matched to those goals? 100%
100%
80%
80%
60%
60%
40% 3406 36%
Y 35% 32%
0% 34% 33%  5g4, 9% " 279 27% 28%
23% 22%
20% 20%
9% 0
- 2% - . l - > > =
0% | | | 09 | e — - |
Almost never  Not usually Sometimes Usually Almost always Almost never  Not usually Sometimes Usually Almost always
mBaseline (n=218) = Review (n=218) mBaseline (n=371) = Review (n=371)
I think my child is genuinely included at school I think that my child is happy at school
100% 100%
80% 80%
60% 60%
42%
39% 38%
40% 3106 32% 40% 0% 35% 32%
19% 22% 21% 20%
20% 20%
0/
00 e EEE O || || 0y N |
Almost never Not usually Sometimes Usually Almost always Almost never Not usually Sometimes Usually Almost always

mBaseline (n=371) = Review (n=371)

mBaseline (n=371) = Review (n=371)
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Has your child ever sat a NAPLAN test?

Has your child been involved in the following co-
curricular activities at school?

100%
100%
80%
80%
60% o
41% 44% 60%  52% 5004
40% 0,
27% eo,  27% 19% 40% a5 29%
20% 20% 15% 19% 19%
2% 2% 4% oo 1% l 2% 206 % 5% . .
Yes No, he/she No, they are No, Ididnt ~ No,the  No, he/she Inschool  Inschool  Insporting Asaprefect Asamember As a buddy or
hasn'tbeen  exempt want him/her school didn't was absent plays/ clubs teams of the student mentor to
in a NAPLAN to want him/her on the day(s) concerts representativeother students
test year to council
mBaseline (n=370) = Review (n=370) m Baseline (n=371) m Review (n=371)
Has your child ever been suspendedfrom | am satisfied that my child's school listens to
school? me in relation to my child's education
100% 100%
81%
80% 79% 80%
60% 60%
35% 35% 37% 36%
40% 40% ’
19% 21% 20% 16% 15%
20% 8%  79p . 1% 8%
0% Very sati Satisfied i isfied Neutral Very
dissatisfied
mBaseline (n=371) = Review (n=371) mBaseline (n=367) = Review (n=367)
Appendix D.3.3 — Relationships
My child gets along well with his/her My child can make friends with people outside
brother(s)/sister(s) the family
100% 100%
80% 80%
68% 66%
60% 60%
42% 44%
40% 40% 38% 38%
20% - = 2% 18%
0% I o5
Yes No

No brothers or sisters

EBaseline (n=9,515) = Review (n=9,515)

With some people

mBaseline (n=9,515) = Review (n=9,515)
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There is enough time each week for all

My child fits well into the everyday life of the

members of my family to get their needs met family
100% 100%
80% 72% 75% 80%
60% 60% 49%
0
45%
44% 40%
40% 40%
28% 25%
- - - - = =
0% o I
Yes Often Sometimes Never
W Baseline (n=9,593) = Review (n=9,593) mBaseline (n=9,481) = Review (n=9,481)
| am worried about the effect of having a sibling When you need to go out, which of the following options do you
. . - R X use to look after your child?
with disability on my other children now and in the 100% y
future
0
100% 80%
80%
60%
60%
0% 40% 40%
0,
400  36% 8% ssw
0% 21%  22% 20% 14% 15%
0 9% 9% 3% 3“/" e S % % e T%
EE e 0% —_— .
0% S S Slbhngs Extended Friends Helshe is Privately NDIS Resplte We never go
| am not worried | am a little worried | am very worried No siblings family abletostay recruited individualised centre  out without
alone babysitter support our child
mBaseline (n=385) = Review (n=385) mBaseline (n=9,616) = Review (n=9,616)
Are you happy with that arrangement? My child has friends that he/she enjoys
100% spending time with
100%
80%
80%
60% 54% 3
46% 48% >2% 60% 54% 5206
46% 48%
40%
° 40%
20% 20%
0% 0%
No Yes No
mBaseline (n=9,605) = Review (n=9,605) W Baseline (n=9,603) = Review (n=9,603)
The friends are
100%
gew 0%
80%
60% 53%
49%
40%
20%
4% 5%
0% s
At school Outside school Online

mBaseline (n=3,948) = Review (n=3,948)
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Appendix D.3.4 — Social, community and civic participation

During school holidays | use the following holiday care

Finding vacation care that welcomes my child

mBaseline (n=9,603) = Review (n=9,603)

is
84% 1m%
80% 77%
80%
60%
60%
0% 43%
40% 36%
20% 0 24%
10% 10%  gg 11% 10% 11% 22% - 22% o 20% 18%
4% 4% ki 20% 5&
. 1% . 1% 1% . 1%
0% .. . [
Parents  Mainstream  School  NDIS funded Grandparents Olherlamlly Friends ~ Abletostay  Other
provide care school holiday  holiday support by themselves. 0%
program Cn':ﬁgrr;:“wfﬁ; Easy Difficult Imp055|ble Not that easy
disability
mBaseline (n=9,616) = Review (n=9,616) m Review (n=343) = Review (n=343)
My child is happy with this choice/these After schooland on the weekend my child
choices 100%
100%
80%
80% 60% 57% 57%
0/ 0/
60% 58%  58% 40%
26% 27%
16% 16%
40% 31% 32% 20% 9% 1%
0%
20% . o Gets togetherwrth Is involved in Is involved in sport, None of the above
% % 4% 4% friends mainstream sport, clubs, or other
) B Y e clubs, or other  group activities with
0% . group activities children with
Most of the time ~ Some of the time Rarely Never disability
mBaseline (n=9,254) = Review (n=9,254) mBaseline (n=9,616) = Review (n=9,616)
In these activities, | feelmy child is: In .these activities | think Fhat peqple ask my
Lo0% child to do tasks appropriate to his/her skills
0
100% 89%
0/ 0
80% 88%
80%
60%
40% 39% 0 0
40% 37% 37% 60%
20% 40%
% 7% 1% 9% 16 105 % T
0
0% e mm - .
Welcomed  Actively Mostlyan  Tolerated Made to feel Is present ? 12% 11%
included observer unwelcome but not really -
a part of the 0% -
group No
mBaseline (n=3,335) = Review (n=3,335) mBaseline (1=166) = Review (n=166)
. . . The barriers to my child being more involved with other
I would like my child to have more opportunity children are
to be involved in activities with other children 100%
89%
100% a3
88%
0/
80% 80%
80%
60%
60%
40% 36%
40% 29%
(]
20% 17% il 22% o 19% 13%
20%
20% 12%
0%
- My child's  Other children Other families | am too busy ~ Transport
0% disability (e.g.  are not are not
ability to welcoming  welcoming

communicate)

m Baseline (n=7,519) = Review (n=7,519)
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Appendix D.4 - Longitudinal change in indicators for SF and LF -
participant characteristics

Summary
Analysis by participant characteristics has been examined in two ways:

1. A simple comparison of the percentage meeting the indicator at review with the percentage meeting
the indicator at baseline. The difference (review-baseline) is compared for different subgroups.

2. Multiple regression analyses modelling improvement in the indicator. That is, for the subset without
the indicator at baseline, the probability of meeting the indicator at review is modelled as a function
of participant characteristics. For some indicators, deterioration has been modelled in a similar way.

It should be noted that these two analyses can produce different results, particularly where there is a large
difference in the indicator at baseline between subgroups.

As noted in Appendix D.3, aggregate changes in the indicators have generally been small, and analysis of
change for different subgroups should be interpreted with caution at this early stage of the Scheme. In this
summary we have focused on a subset of the indicators presented in Appendix D.3, where there has been
a significant and meaningful change between baseline and review in the aggregate.

My child is becoming more independent (overall improvement of 0.027)
Based on the logistic regression model for improvement:

o Children with lower level of function, and those with cerebral palsy, were less likely to improve,
whereas children with Down syndrome or a physical disability were more likely to improve.

¢ Children spending time with friends or involved in groups, and those participating in school holiday
programs, were more likely to improve.

e Children fitting into family life and those from families where there was enough time to meet all
family members’ needs were more likely to improve.

Attending school in a mainstream class (overall deterioration of 0.019)
Based on a logistic regression model of moving from a mainstream class to a support class or special
school:

¢ Children with lower level of function, older children, and those with an intellectual disability, were
more likely to move out of a mainstream class.

¢ Participants in outer regional and remote areas are less likely to move out of a mainstream class.

¢ Participants living in public housing are more likely to move out of a mainstream class.

e The more positive the child’s experiences at school at baseline, such as learning at school and
being involved in co-curricular activities, the less likely the child is to move out of a mainstream
class.

I would like my child to have more opportunity to be more involved in activities with other children
(went up by 0.082, interpretation is mixed)

Based on one-way analyses, changes in this indicator were relatively stable across different subgroups,
and mostly in the range 7-10%. However less change was observed for participants with deafness/hearing
loss (3%) and more for participants in the “Other” disability group (17%). More change was also observed
in ACT (15%). Multiple regression modelling did not produce further insights for this indicator.

My child’s disability is a barrier to being more involved (overall deterioration of 0.056)
Based on a model for moving from not perceiving the child’s disability as a barrier, to perceiving it as a
barrier:

o Families/carers of children with lower level of function, and of older children, are more likely to start
perceiving their child’s disability as a barrier.

e Families/carers of children who cannot manage their emotions well are more likely to start
perceiving their child’'s disability as a barrier. Conversely, the likelihood of deterioration is lower for
children who are becoming more indpependent.
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Appendix D.4.1 — Daily living

Longitudinal change in indicators for SF — participant characteristics

Change in % of children
developing functional,
learning and coping
skills appropriate to
their ability and

Change in % who

say their child
manages their

Change in % who say
their child is becoming

Change in % of children
who spend time away

from parents/carers

N circumstances emotions well more independent other than at school
Overall 9,616 ] -1% ] -3% | 3% \ 2%
Age Group
8 or younger 3,024 B -1% 3% 3% 2%
9to 11 3,939 i -1% 3% 2% 1%
12 or older 2,653 i -1% -3% 3% 3%
Disability Type
Autism 5,655 i -1% -1% 4% 2%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 2,143 E -1% -4% 2% 2%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 797 - -4% -8% -3% 2%
Other Sensory/Speech 280 E 0% -2% 4% 0%
Hearing Impairment 211 ! 2% -1% 0% -1%
Visual Impairment 177 - -7% -9% 2% 0%
Other Physical 153 ‘ -3% -13% -1% 4%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 62 ‘ -3% -8% 6% -3%
Psychosocial 48 o 8% 0% 13% -6%
Other 90 i 2% 0% -1% 4%
Level of function
High 4,311 ] 2% ] 3% i 2% i 0%
Medium 3,118 1 -1% ; 2% i 4% i 2%
Low 2,187 i -1% } -3% i 4% ; 4%
State
ACT 168 f | % 1% 14% 7%
NSW 5,492 ] 2% 3% 2% 1%
NT <20 na na na na
QLD 933 [ ] -5% -4% 5% 3%
SA 1,150 a 3% 1% 2% 2%
TAS 293 E 1% 3% 2% 2%
VIC 1,343 i 1% -3% 4% 4%
WA 222 [ ] -4% -3% 0% -2%
Remoteness
Major City 6,389 § 0% i 3% i 3% i 2%
Inner Regional 2,224 B 2% i 3% i 2% i 0%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 962 i 2% : -3% : 2% : 3%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 3,110 B 2% ] -3% i 1% i 0%
$10-15,000 2,086 1 1% ] -4% i 3% i 2%
$15-20,000 1,187 i 0% i 0% i 2% i 1%
$20-30,000 1,184 i 1% i -1% i 6% i 3%
Over $30,000 2,049 } 0% ] -3% i 4% i 4%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 8,830 ] -1% ] -3% i 3% i 2%
Yes 555 ] -1% ] -1% H 2% i -1%
CALD Status
CALD 612 i 0% ] 3% ] 1% i 2%
Non-CALD 8,990 ] -1% ] -3% ] 3% i 2%
Gender
Female 2,878 ] -1% ] -4% i 2% i 2%
Male 6,657 i 1% i 2% i 3% i 2%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 6,012 ‘ -2% -3% 2% 1%
Self-managed 914 i 2% 1% 6% 4%
Plan-managed 820 B 1% 2% 4% 3%
Combination 759 ] 2% -1% 5% 3%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 2,648 I 1% -1% 5% 2%
Disability Met 6,827 B -2% -3% 2% 2%
Scheme Entry Type
New 3,545 i 2% 1% 4% 1%
State 5,341 ] -3% -4% 2% 2%
Commonwealth 730 i 0% 2% 6% 4%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 1,106 B 2% -8% 0% 2%
Capacity Building 0-25% 1,216 ‘ -2% -6% 2% 5%
Capacity Building 25-50% 1,758 E -1% -1% 4% 4%
Capacity Building 50-75% 1,838 ] 2% -1% 4% 3%
Capacity Building 75-100% 3,689 E 0% -2% 3% -1%

33




Appendix D.4.1 — Daily living

Longitudinal change in indicators for SF — participant characteristics (continued)

Of those who spend time
away from their parents
other than at school,
change in % who do so
with family or friends or
in group activities with

Change in % of children

who spend time with

friends without an adult

Change in % of children
who have a genuine say

in decisions about

N local peers present themselves
Overall 9,616 i 0% ' 0% i 1%
Age Group
8 or younger 3,024 i 0% 1% 1%
9to 11 3,939 1 1% 0% 1%
12 or older 2,653 i 1% 0% 1%
Disability Type
Autism 5,655 i 0% 0% 1%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 2,143 E 0% -1% 1%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 797 ! 2% 0% 1%
Other Sensory/Speech 280 ! 1% 0% 1%
Hearing Impairment 211 i 0% 5% 0%
Visual Impairment 177 i 1% 2% 3%
Other Physical 153 B -3% 3% 2%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 62 — 12% -2% 2%
Psychosocial 48 | 7% 8% 8%
Other 20 [ ] 6% 2% 0%
Level of function
High 4,311 i 0% i 0% ; 1%
Medium 3,118 ] 0% i 0% i 1%
Low 2,187 H 0% i 0% ; 1%
State
ACT 168 B 2% 0% 0%
NSW 5,492 i 1% 0% 0%
NT <20 na na na
QLD 933 i 0% 1% 4%
SA 1,150 ] 1% 0% 2%
TAS 293 i 1% 1% 1%
vic 1,343 i 1% 1% 2%
WA 222 [ ] 4% 2% 0%
Remoteness
Major City 6,389 i 0% 0% 0%
Inner Regional 2,224 ] 1% 0% 1%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 962 i 1% 1% 4%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 3,110 i 1% 0% 1%
$10-15,000 2,086 i -1% 0% 1%
$15-20,000 1,187 = -4% 0% 2%
$20-30,000 1,184 i 0% 0% 0%
Over $30,000 2,049 il 2% -1% 1%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 8,830 i 0% ] 0% i 1%
Yes 555 i 1% i 0% ; 0%
CALD Status
CALD 612 | 6% -1% 2%
Non-CALD 8,990 ] 0% 0% 1%
Gender
Female 2,878 ] -1% 0% 0%
Male 6,657 i 1% 0% 1%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 6,012 E 0% -1% 1%
Self-managed 914 i 4% 1% 1%
Plan-managed 820 1 -1% 0% 1%
Combination 759 i 2% 0% 1%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 2,648 i 0% 0% 1%
Disability Met 6,827 i 0% 0% 1%
Scheme Entry Type
New 3,545 ] 1% 0% 1%
State 5,341 i 1% 0% 0%
Commonwealth 730 i 1% 2% 1%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 1,106 ] -1% 0% 1%
Capacity Building 0-25% 1,216 i 2% 0% 1%
Capacity Building 25-50% 1,758 i 2% 0% 2%
Capacity Building 50-75% 1,838 ] 1% : 0% i 1%
Capacity Building 75-100% 3,689 1 0% ! 0% i 1%
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Appendix D.4.1 — Daily living

Longitudinal change in indicators for LF — participant characteristics

% of children who
manage the demands % of children who are
of their world (pretty becoming more

N well or very well) independent
Overall change 559 m 11% i 1%
Age Group
5 or younger 30 I 19% 8%
6t08 173 i 8% 4%
9to 11 202 i 7% 3%
12 or older 150 e 17% -10%
Disability type
Autism 284 | 1% 2%
ID/Down Syndrome 97 i 8% -3%
Sensory 84 T 27% 5%
DD/GDD 39 e 13% 4%
CP/Oth Neuro 33 [ -8% 8%
Other 22 m -11% 0%
Level of Function
High 248 . 14% 1%
Medium 117 i 8% 1%
Low a7 | 12% -6%
State/Territory
ACT 40 | 7% 21%
NSW 67 in 7% -12%
QLD 80 il 15% 17%
SA 367 il 10% ! -3%
Remoteness
Major City 351 | 8% -3%
Inner Regional 63 . 22% -4%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 145 _ 13% 12%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 159 e 13% i -5%
$10-15,000 180 i 7% -3%
$15-20,000 87 e 19% 2%
$20-30,000 59 u 8% 11%
Over $30,000 68 i 8% 12%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
Indigenous 39 o 12% i 0%
Non-Indigenous 474 i 13% i 1%
CALD Status
CALD <20 na na
Non-CALD 536 i 1% i -1%
Gender
Female 177 i 11% -8%
Male 382 il 11% 5%
Access Type
Benefit from El 276 Il 16% 4%
Disability Met 283 | 5% -3%
Scheme Entry Type
New 332 i 14% 1%
State 199 il 5% 2%
Commonwealth 28 . 10% i 10%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 90 m 10% -10%
Capacity Building 0-25% 21 [ ] -9% 9%
Capacity Building 25-50% 83 _ 8% 8%
Capacity Building 50-75% 136 - 17% 2%
Capacity Buidling 75-100% 222 o 9% 1%

35



Appendix D.4.2 — Lifelong learning

Longitudinal change in indicators for SF — participant characteristics

Change in % of children

who attend school Change in % of children
(including home attending school in a
N schooling) mainstream class

Overall 9,616 W 5% ] 2%
Age Group
8 or younger 3,024 - 6% ] -1%
9to0 11 3,939 - 5% ] 2%
12 or older 2,653 - 5% ] -3%
Disability Type
Autism 5,655 - 6% 2%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 2,143 . 5% -3%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 797 . 4% -2%
Other Sensory/Speech 280 | 7% 1%
Hearing Impairment 211 . 5% 3%
Visual Impairment 177 . 5% -1%
Other Physical 153 - 5% 4%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 62 - 5% 4%
Psychosocial 48 . 0% 2%
Other 90 | 4% -1%
Level of function
High 4,311 - 5% 2%
Medium 3,118 . 5% 2%
Low 2,187 . 5% 2%
State
ACT 168 8% ] -3%
NSW 5,492 i 5% ] 2%
NT <20 na na
QLD 933 ] 6% 0%
SA 1,150 6% -3%
TAS 293 4% -4%
VIC 1,343 X 4% -1%
WA 222 % 7%
Remoteness
Major City 6,389 . 5% 2%
Inner Regional 2,224 i 6% 2%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 962 . 5% -1%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 3,110 . 5% -1%
$10-15,000 2,086 . 6% -3%
$15-20,000 1,187 . 6% -3%
$20-30,000 1,184 - 7% -4%
Over $30,000 2,049 . 5% 1%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 8,830 m 5% 2%
Yes 555 m 6% -3%
CALD Status
CALD 612 . 5% 1%
Non-CALD 8,990 . 5% -2%
Gender
Female 2,878 - 5% ] 2%
Male 6,657 - 5% ] 2%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 6,012 - 5% -2%
Self-managed 914 m 5% 1%
Plan-managed 820 . 4% 0%
Combination 759 . 4% -2%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 2,648 m 5% 2%
Disability Met 6,827 i, 5% 2%
Scheme Entry Type
New 3,545 m 5% 2%
State 5,341 i 5% 2%
Commonwealth 730 - 5% -1%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 1,106 . 5% -1%
Capacity Building 0-25% 1,216 . 5% 0%
Capacity Building 25-50% 1,758 . 4% -1%
Capacity Building 50-75% 1,838 i 6% -3%
Capacity Building 75-100% 3,689 - 6% -2%
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Appendix D.4.2 — Lifelong learning

Longitudinal change in indicators for LF — participant characteristics

% who have had % who think % who think
pressure to their child’s % who think their child is
% who say their place their child % who know education is their child is genuinely
child’s school is in a particular  their child’s matched to learning at included at
N their first choice class or school goals at school those goals school school
Overall change 559 i 5% i 1% v 10% i 4% i 2% 1 2%
Age Group
5 or younger 30 I 9% 4% 30% 0% 0% 4%
6to8 173 . 16% 4% 13% 1% 7% 1%
9to 11 202 i 1% -3% 8% 6% -3% 5%
12 or older 150 ‘ -5% 3% 6% 4% 5% -2%
Disability type
Autism 284 I 3% 4% 13% -1% -1% -3%
ID/Down Syndrome 97 I 2% 2% 3% 8% 3% 2%
Sensory 84 ’ 7% 2% 5% -3% -2% -5%
DD/GDD 39 i 0% 5% 25% 22% 0% 0%
CP/Oth Neuro 33 - 21% -13% 9% 23% 25% -13%
Other 22 .. 12% -12% 6% 18% 12% 18%
Level of Function
High 248 - 11% -1% 16% 10% 1% -1%
Medium 117 i -3% 6% 4% 0% 4% 6%
Low 47 i 0% -3% 10% 0% 13% -7%
State/Territory
ACT 40 - 21% 18% 0% -9% 7% -7%
NSW 67 l. -3% 3% -3% -19% -23% -3%
QLD 80 ‘ -4% -2% 19% 12% 8% -6%
SA 367 I 6% 0% 11% 7% 4% 0%
Remoteness
Major City 351 ao% 2% 7% -1% 0% 3%
Inner Regional 63 il 12% 2% 14% 17% 16% 9%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 145 l -6% -1% 17% 11% 2% -3%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 159 I 5% -4% 10% 10% -10% -4%
$10-15,000 180 i % 6% 3% -3% -2% -1%
$15-20,000 87 ’ 11% 0% 13% 3% 21% 5%
$20-30,000 59 ‘ -9% 11% 20% -5% 20% -14%
Over $30,000 68 i 0% -4% 21% 11% 6% 0%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
Indigenous 39 ) P-20% 1 20% ias% 1 20% %
Non-Indigenous 474 1 5% i 2% mWo11% i 3% i 4% 1%
CALD Status
CALD <20 na na na na na na
Non-CALD 536 1 4% R moo9% i 3% 2% 2%
Gender
Female 177 % P 2% i 14% i 14% i 2% 1%
Male 382 1 4% i 3% moos% 1% 2% 2%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 276 il 13% i 2% i 12% i 1% i 2% i 1%
Disability Met 283 B 4% 4% i 8% % ioe% i 4%
Scheme Entry Type
New 332 .I % 3% 10% 2% 0% 0%
State 199 i -1% -1% 9% 8% 6% -6%
Commonwealth 28 a 5% 0% 21% -7% 5% 0%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 90 i 3% 0% 10% 3% 6% -5%
Capacity Building 0-25% 21 F 10% -30% 20% 13% -10% -10%
Capacity Building 25-50% 83 H 2% 6% 24% 0% 12% 8%
Capacity Building 50-75% 136 \ 1% 3% 6% 7% 2% -5%
Capacity Buidling 75-100% 222 % 1% 8% 2% 2% -1%
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Appendix D.4.2 — Lifelong learning
Longitudinal change in indicators for LF — participant characteristics (continued)

% who think their
child is happy at

My child has sat a

involved in co-

% of children who

% who say their
child has been
suspended from

satisfied that their
child’s school
listens to them in
relation to their

N school activities at school school child’s education
Overall change 559 1% -1% 0% 2% -1%
Age Group
5 or younger 30 ] -9% ) 26% 4% -4%
6to8 173 i 1% 15% 0% 2% 8%
9to 11 202 ’ 6% -3% -2% 2% 10%
12 or older 150 ‘ -6% -4% -2% 2% 2%
Disability type
Autism 284 i 4% -4% -1% 4% -3%
ID/Down Syndrome 97 . -1% 2% 12% -2% -5%
Sensory 84 E -2% 0% -8% 3% -5%
DD/GDD 39 i 0% 33% 10% 5% 10%
CP/Oth Neuro 33 E -4% -5% 8% -4% 9%
Other 22 i 6% i 7% -18% ] -6% i 18%
Level of Function
High 248 I 0% 3% 4% 1% -2%
Medium 117 ’ 4% 2% -3% 1% -5%
Low 47 E 0% -4% 10% 7% 14%
State/Territory
ACT 40 -4% I 11% 14% 1 -4% i 7%
NSW 67 -3% -5% 3% 5% 13%
QLD 80 0% -12% 13% 6% 12%
SA 367 2% 1% -4% 2% -2%
Remoteness
Major City 351 3% -1% -3% 2% -4%
Inner Regional 63 5% 3% 7% -2% -2%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 145 -8% ] -5% 7% i 6% 7%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 159 ] -1% 2% -11% 0% 1%
$10-15,000 180 B -3% 1% 6% 2% -5%
$15-20,000 87 ! 2% 0% 5% 0% -2%
$20-30,000 59 i 9% 7% -6% 9% 3%
Over $30,000 68 - 8% -14% 13% 4% 0%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander St
Indigenous 39 E 7% 8% 20% 0% 13%
Non-Indigenous 474 i 2% -1% 2% 2% -2%
CALD Status
CALD <20 na na na na na
Non-CALD 536 1% ] -1% -1% i 3% i -1%
Gender
Female 177 3% 0% 2% 1% 0%
Male 382 0% -2% 0% 3% -2%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 276 i 1% 3% 1% 2% -1%
Disability Met 283 ! 1% -4% 0% 2% 2%
Scheme Entry Type
New 332 I 4% 0% -1% 1% 0%
State 199 ] -3% -3% 1% 4% -5%
Commonwealth 28 ‘ -5% 0% 11% 5% 0%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 90 -3% 3% -9% -2% -5%
Capacity Building 0-25% 21 -30% -13% 20% 10% 10%
Capacity Building 25-50% 83 12% -5% 12% -2% -2%
Capacity Building 50-75% 136 1% 0% -4% 1% 2%
Capacity Buidling 75-100% 222 1% -1% 3% 5% -1%




Appendix D.4.3 — Relationships

Longitudinal change in indicators for SF — participant characteristics

Change in % of Change in % who report Change in % who say
children who can having enough time their child fits well into
Change in % of children make friends with each week for all the everyday life of the
who get along with their people outside the members of family to get family at least
N siblings family their needs met sometimes
Overall 9,616 B 3% i 0% 4 -3% i 0%
Age Group
8 or younger 3,024 = -4% 0% 2% 0%
9to 11 3,939 ‘ -3% 0% -3% 0%
12 or older 2,653 ‘ -2% -1% -2% 0%
Disability Type
Autism 5,655 E -3% 0% 2% 0%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 2,143 i -2% -1% -4% 0%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 797 ' -2% -2% -4% 0%
Other Sensory/Speech 280 - -3% -3% -3% 1%
Hearing Impairment 211 i -1% 0% 1% 0%
Visual Impairment 177 I 0% -1% 0% 1%
Other Physical 153 - -4% -1% -1% 1%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 62 ' -3% 2% -2% -3%
Psychosocial 48 [ 7% 0% -4% 4%
Other 90 | 2% 2% 1% 7%
Level of function
High 4311 B 3% i 1% ] -4% i 0%
Medium 3,118 B 3% i 0% ] 2% i 0%
Low 2,187 B -1% i -1% ] -1% i 1%
State
ACT 168 B -3% 1% -3% 3%
NSW 5,492 ‘ -3% -1% -3% 0%
NT <20 na na na na
QLD 933 [ 5% 2% 5% 0%
SA 1,150 ‘ -1% 1% -1% 0%
TAS 293 ! -2% 2% -6% -1%
VIC 1,343 ! -2% 1% -2% 1%
WA 222 B 3% -4% -1% 0%
Remoteness
Major City 6,389 ] -2% -1% -2% 0%
Inner Regional 2,224 ‘ -4% 0% -5% 1%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 962 - -4% 2% -2% 0%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 3,110 ‘ -3% 0% -4% 0%
$10-15,000 2,086 ‘ -4% 0% -3% 0%
$15-20,000 1,187 i -2% -1% -2% 0%
$20-30,000 1,184 ‘ -3% 0% -1% 0%
Over $30,000 2,049 i 0% -1% -1% 0%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 8,830 ‘ -3% 0% -3% 0%
Yes 555 ] -4% -1% -3% -1%
CALD Status
CALD 612 ] 2% ] -1% ] -1% i 2%
Non-CALD 8,990 ] -3% ; 0% ] -3% i 0%
Gender
Female 2,878 E 3% ] -1% ] -4% i 0%
Male 6,657 [ ] 3% i 0% ] 2% i 0%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 6,012 E 3% i 0% ] 3% i 0%
Self-managed 914 ] -3% i 1% i -1% i 1%
Plan-managed 820 i 0% ] 0% ] 2% i 0%
Combination 759 [ -3% i 0% i 2% i 1%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 2,648 ] -3% i 0% ] 2% i 1%
Disability Met 6,827 B -3% i 0% ] -3% i 0%
Scheme Entry Type
New 3,545 B -3% i 1% ] 2% i 1%
State 5,341 L] -3% ] -1% ] -3% i 0%
Commonwealth 730 = -4% ] -1% ] 2% i 0%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 1,106 ] -3% i 0% ] -3% 0%
Capacity Building 0-25% 1,216 ] 1% ] 0% ] 2% 0%
Capacity Building 25-50% 1,758 E 2% i 0% ] 1% 1%
Capacity Building 50-75% 1,838 [ ] -4% ] -1% ] -3% 0%
Capacity Building 75-100% 3,689 B 3% E 0% ] 4% 0%
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Appendix D.4.3 — Relationships

Longitudinal change in indicators for SF — participant characteristics (continued)

Change in % who use
informal care for their
child when they need to with the child care

Change in % who
say they are happy

Change in % of children
who have friends that
he/she enjoys spending

Of those who have
friends that he/she
enjoys spending time
with, change in % who

N go out arrangements have friends at school
Overall 9,616 [ -1% i 2% i 2% i 3%
Age Group
8 or younger 3,024 ] 1% i 1% ; 3% i 3%
9to 11 3,939 B 2% ; 2% ; 2% ; 3%
12 or older 2,653 ] 1% i 4% ; 3% i 2%
Disability Type
Autism 5,655 B 2% 2% 3% 2%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 2,143 I -1% 2% 2% 2%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 797 I -2% 1% 1% 6%
Other Sensory/Speech 280 I 0% -1% 0% 0%
Hearing Impairment 211 l 0% 2% 2% 1%
Visual Impairment 177 I 0% 3% 3% 3%
Other Physical 153 i 0% 4% 5% 2%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 62 I 0% -8% 3% 6%
Psychosocial 48 - -1% 0% -2% 6%
Other 20 [ 6% 3% 0% 4%
Level of function
High 4311 ] 1% 0% 3% 2%
Medium 3,118 i -1% 2% 3% 2%
Low 2,187 ] 3% 6% 1% 6%
State
ACT 168 i 1% i 9% i 11% i 2%
NSW 5,492 B 2% i 1% i 2% i 2%
NT <20 na na na na
QLD 933 B -3% i 0% i 2% i 2%
SA 1,150 ! 0% i 5% i 6% i 3%
TAS 293 B 3% i 5% i 4% i 5%
viC 1,343 ] -1% i 4% i 1% i 2%
WA 222 : 0% i 0% : 3% i 8%
Remoteness
Major City 6,389 i -1% ; 2% ; 3% H 2%
Inner Regional 2,224 ] -1% i 1% : 1% i 4%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 962 B 2% ; 2% ; 5% H 2%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 3,110 i 0% i 0% F 2% i 2%
$10-15,000 2,086 i 0% i 1% i 3% i 3%
$15-20,000 1,187 [ ] -4% [ 1% F 4% i 3%
$20-30,000 1,184 ] 1% i 3% i 2% i 3%
Over $30,000 2,049 E 3% [ 6% F 1% [ 3%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 8,830 ] 1% i 2% i 2% i 3%
Yes 555 ] 1% i 4% i 2% i 2%
CALD Status
CALD 612 B 2% i 3% i 1% i 4%
Non-CALD 8,990 ] 1% i 2% i 2% i 2%
Gender
Female 2,878 ] -1% i 2% : 3% H 2%
Male 6,657 ] -1% ; 2% ; 2% i 3%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 6,012 I -1% I 1% I 2% I 2%
Self-managed 914 E 2% i 4% i 2% i 4%
Plan-managed 820 [ ] -4% i 2% i 2% i 2%
Combination 759 ] -1% i 6% i 3% i 2%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 2,648 i 0% i 2% i 3% i 1%
Disability Met 6,827 B 2% i 2% i 2% i 3%
Scheme Entry Type
New 3,545 I 1% i 2% i 3% i 2%
State 5,341 B 2% i 2% i 2% i 3%
Commonwealth 730 i 0% i 0% i 4% i 2%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 1,106 ] -1% ; 1% ; 2% ; 1%
Capacity Building 0-25% 1,216 = -5% ; 7% ; 2% i 3%
Capacity Building 25-50% 1,758 B -2% ; 4% ; 2% i 2%
Capacity Building 50-75% 1,838 ] -1% ; 2% ; 3% i 4%
Capacity Building 75-100% 3,689 i 0% ! 0% i 3% i 2%
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Appendix D.4.3 — Relationships

Longitudinal change in indicators for LF — participant characteristics

Where there is more
than one child in the
family, % who are not
worried about the effect
of having a sibling with
disability on their other

N children
Overall change 559 i 2%
Age Group
5 or younger 30 [ -32%
6108 173 il 6%
9to 11 202 i 0%
12 or older 150 i 6%
Disability type
Autism 284 i 2%
ID/Down Syndrome 97 i 7%
Sensory 84 B -4%
DD/GDD 39 | 0%
CP/Oth Neuro 33 M 26%
Other 22 [ -28%
Level of Function
High 248 i 3%
Medium 117 ] 0%
Low 47 [ ] 7%
State/Territory
ACT 40 - -8%
NSW 67 B -3%
QLD 80 - 12%
SA 367 ! 1%
Remoteness
Major City 351 i 0%
Inner Regional 63 [ 7%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 145 I 5%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 159 il 5%
$10-15,000 180 i 0%
$15-20,000 87 B -6%
$20-30,000 59 - 12%
Over $30,000 68 ! 0%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
Indigenous 39 L] -6%
Non-Indigenous 474 i 4%
CALD Status
CALD <20 na
Non-CALD 536 i 2%
Gender
Female 177 [ 6%
Male 382 | 0%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 276 ] -4%
Disability Met 283 i 7%
Scheme Entry Type
New 332 i 0%
State 199 a 5%
Commonwealth 28 o 6%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 90 - 7%
Capacity Building 0-25% 21 6%
Capacity Building 25-50% 83 E -4%
Capacity Building 50-75% 136 1 -1%
Capacity Buidling 75-100% 222 J 1%
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Appendix D.4.4 — Social, community and civic participation

Longitudinal change in indicators for SF — participant characteristics

Change in % who use a

mainstream school

Change in % of
children who are
happy with the

choices of holiday

Change in % of children
who spend time after
school and on weekends
with friends and/or in

N holiday program care mainstream programs
Overall 9,616 ) 0% i 1% ) -1%
Age Group
8 or younger 3,024 ] 0% 0% 0%
9to 11 3,939 i 1% 0% -1%
12 or older 2,653 ] 1% 1% 1%
Disability Type
Autism 5,655 b -1% 0% 0%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 2,143 1 0% 1% -1%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 797 i -1% 1% -1%
Other Sensory/Speech 280 i 0% 0% 1%
Hearing Impairment 211 ! 0% 0% -3%
Visual Impairment 177 i 1% 1% 0%
Other Physical 153 i 1% 1% -3%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 62 ‘ -2% 0% 3%
Psychosocial 48 i 2% -6% 2%
Other 90 = -4% 3% 2%
Level of function
High 4,311 § 1% 0% 0%
Medium 3,118 i 0% 0% -1%
Low 2,187 i 0% 2% -1%
State
ACT 168 i 3% i 0% i 3%
NSW 5,492 i 0% i 0% i 1%
NT <20 na na na
QLD 933 ] 1% i 2% i 0%
SA 1,150 ] -3% i 0% i 0%
TAS 293 i 1% i 0% i 0%
ViC 1,343 i 0% i 1% i 1%
WA 222 i 1% i 0% i 1%
Remoteness
Major City 6,389 i 1% ; 0% ] -1%
Inner Regional 2,224 i 0% i 0% ] -1%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 962 i -1% ! 2% i 1%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 3,110 i -1% H 0% 1 0%
$10-15,000 2,086 b -1% ] 0% ] -1%
$15-20,000 1,187 i 0% i 1% i 1%
$20-30,000 1,184 i 0% ] -1% i 2%
Over $30,000 2,049 } 0% i 2% ] -1%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 8,830 § 0% i 1% ] 1%
Yes 555 i 1% i 0% ] -1%
CALD Status
CALD 612 [ -1% i -1% i 1%
Non-CALD 8,990 i 0% i 1% i -1%
Gender
Female 2,878 i 1% ] 0% ] -1%
Male 6,657 i 0% i 1% ] 1%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 6,012 ] 0% i 0% ] -1%
Self-managed 914 ] 2% i 0% i 1%
Plan-managed 820 B -1% i 2% ] 2%
Combination 759 ] 0% i 1% i 0%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 2,648 1 0% i 0% i 0%
Disability Met 6,827 § 0% ] 1% ] -1%
Scheme Entry Type
New 3,545 i 1% i 0% i 0%
State 5,341 i 0% i 1% i 1%
Commonwealth 730 i 1% i 1% i 2%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 1,106 i -1% ] 0% ] -1%
Capacity Building 0-25% 1,216 i 0% i 3% ] 1%
Capacity Building 25-50% 1,758 i 0% i 1% ] 1%
Capacity Building 50-75% 1,838 i 0% i 1% i 0%
Capacity Building 75-100% 3,689 ] 0% ] 0% ] 0%
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Appendix D.4.4 — Social, community and civic participation

Longitudinal change in indicators for SF — participant characteristics

Of those who spend
time after school and on
weekends with friends
and/or in mainstream
programs, change in %
who are welcomed or

Change in % who
say they would like
their child to have
more opportunity to

be involved in

activities with other

Of those who would like
their child to be more
involved in activities
with other children, %
who see their child's

N actively include children disability as a barrier
Overall 9,616 1 -1% ] 8% ] 6%
Age Group
8 or younger 3,024 i 0% i 9% i 6%
9to11 3,939 B -1% i 8% i 5%
12 or older 2,653 i 1% i 8% i 6%
Disability Type
Autism 5,655 H 0% } 8% i 5%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 2,143 k 1% i 10% i 6%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 797 b 1% i % i %
Other Sensory/Speech 280 ] -8% ; 8% ; 9%
Hearing Impairment 211 b -1% i 6% i 4%
Visual Impairment 177 k -1% ! 6% i 6%
Other Physical 153 i 0% i % i 9%
Global Developmental Delay & Developmental Delay 62 ] -8% i 5% i 2%
Psychosocial 48 I -16% i 6% ; 3%
Other 90 [ 7% i 15% i 3%
Level of function
High 4311 E 1% 8% 6%
Medium 3,118 | 1% 8% 6%
Low 2,187 [ 2% 10% 5%
State
ACT 168 | 4% 14% 3%
NSW 5,492 E 1% 8% 6%
NT <20 na na na
QLD 933 i 0% 9% 6%
SA 1,150 i 1% 9% 5%
TAS 293 | 4% 4% 6%
vic 1,343 ] 3% 8% 5%
WA 222 | 5% i 8% i 10%
Remoteness
Major City 6,389 i 1% 8% 6%
Inner Regional 2,224 E -1% 8% 6%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 962 E 0% 9% 4%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 3,110 ] -1% ; 8% i %
$10-15,000 2,086 i 0% i 8% i 6%
$15-20,000 1,187 ] 2% i 10% i 5%
$20-30,000 1,184 il 2% ; 7% ! 4%
Over $30,000 2,049 B 1% ; 9% i 5%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Status
No 8,830 i 1% i 8% i 6%
Yes 555 i 1% i 8% f 4%
CALD Status
CALD 612 i 0% i 8% i 4%
Non-CALD 8,990 i 1% i 8% i 6%
Gender
Female 2,878 ] 2% i 9% i 6%
Male 6,657 i 0% i 8% i 6%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 6,012 B 3% i 8% i 6%
Self-managed 914 i 4% i % H 6%
Plan-managed 820 i 2% i % i 6%
Combination 759 i 0% i 5% i 4%
Access Type
Benefit from El 2,648 I -1% 8% 5%
Disability Met 6,827 j 0% 8% 6%
Scheme Entry Type
New 3,545 i 0% i 9% i 5%
State 5,341 [ 1% 8% 6%
Commonwealth 730 i 0% 7% 6%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 1,106 i 0% 9% 5%
Capacity Building 0-25% 1,216 ! 2% 10% 5%
Capacity Building 25-50% 1,758 i -1% 8% 6%
Capacity Building 50-75% 1,838 ‘ -2% 9% 5%
Capacity Building 75-100% 3,689 E -1% 7% 6%
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Appendix D.4.4 — Social, community and civic participation

Longitudinal change in indicators for LF — participant characteristics

% of families/carers who
found it easy to find

% of children who spend
time after school and on
weekends with friends
and/or in mainstream

Of these, % who are
welcomed or actively

Of these, % who say
their child is asked to do
tasks appropriate to

N vacation care programs included his/her skills
Overall change 559 -8% i 11% i 0% ] 0%
Age Group
5 or younger 30 _ -25% 23% 11% -11%
6108 173 ‘ -6% 16% -10% -2%
9to 11 202 ‘ -10% 3% 4% 6%
12 or older 150 B -4% 14% 0% -6%
Disability type
Autism 284 m -8% 9% -2% 3%
ID/Down Syndrome 97 i 2% 22% -6% -11%
Sensory 84 [ -24% 3% -3% -8%
DD/GDD 39 i 0% 26% 0% 25%
CP/Oth Neuro 33 ‘ -5% 8% 14% 14%
Other 22 ‘ -7% 11% 10% -10%
Level of Function
High 248 m -8% 8% 2% 1%
Medium 117 - -10% 4% -14% -7%
Low 47 - 12% 18% 0% 0%
State/Territory
ACT 40 ‘ -4% 11% -9% 18%
NSW 67 - -22% 20% 10% 0%
QLD 80 I -2% 28% 0% 17%
SA 367 - -8% 5% -2% -3%
Remoteness
Major City 351 [ -11% 8% 3% 2%
Inner Regional 63 i -3% 7% 0% 6%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote 145 I -2% 21% -12% 4%
Annualised cost of baseline plan
$10,000 or less 159 . -10% 10% 0% -4%
$10-15,000 180 ‘ -7% 7% 5% 2%
$15-20,000 87 - -11% 17% -5% -5%
$20-30,000 59 - -16% -5% -9% -18%
Over $30,000 68 .I 2% 29% -9% 36%
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander St
Indigenous 39 I % 0% -17% -17%
Non-Indigenous 474 ‘ -10% 12% 2% 0%
CALD Status
CALD <20 na na na na
Non-CALD 536 - 9% i 11% ] -1% d 0%
Gender
Female 177 - -16% 18% -9% -2%
Male 382 ] -4% 8% 4% 1%
Access Type
Benefit from EI 276 B -4% 15% 2% 2%
Disability Met 283 - -12% 8% 3% -3%
Scheme Entry Type
New 332 = 7% 9% 1% -2%
State 199 - -13% 12% -2% %
Commonwealth 28 - 12% 35% 0% -33%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 90 - -21% 1% 0% 7%
Capacity Building 0-25% 21 i 10% 18% 0% 50%
Capacity Building 25-50% 83 i 4% 18% -11% -11%
Capacity Building 50-75% 136 L] 7% 10% 0% 6%
Capacity Buidling 75-100% 222 [ -8% 13% 2% -8%
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Appendix D.5 - Has the NDIS helped?

Summary

Opinions on whether the NDIS has helped vary by domain for the starting school to 14 cohort. The highest
percentage of positive responses was for the first domain, where 51% think that the NDIS has helped their
child to become more independent. For domain 2, only 33% think that the NDIS has helped with their
child’s access to education, however to a large extent this is the responsibility of Education rather than the
NDIS. Perceptions for domains 3 and 4 are similar, with 42% saying that the NDIS has improved their
child’s relationships with family and friends, and 42% saying that the NDIS has improved their child’s social
and recreational life.

Analysis by participant characteristics, using one-way analysis and multiple regression, reveals the
following key findings:

Disability type is an important predictor of a positive response for all four domains. Parents/carers of
children with a disability in the “Other sensory/speech” group tend to be more likely to say that the
NDIS has helped whereas those whose child has a disability in the “Other physical” group tend to
be less likely to have a positive opinion. Results for children with a visual impairment or another
neurological disability also tend to be less positive. Results for children with Down syndrome are
more positive for domain 4 (participation).

Baseline plan utilisation is also an important predictor for all four domains. In particular, those with
very low utilisation (below 20%) are much less likely to say that the NDIS has helped.

Annualised cost of baseline plan has some impact on the likelihood of a positive response for all
four domains. The main impact occurs for lower cost plans ($10,000 or under), where an increasing
trend towards responding positively as plan cost increases to $10,000 is observed.

Self-managing (either fully or partly) tends to be associated with more positive responses.
Participants from SA and WA tended to be more likely, and those from TAS less likely, to think that
the NDIS has helped.

Participants entering the Scheme for early intervention were more likely to think that the NDIS had
helped with outcomes in domains 1 (independence) and 2 (school) than those entering due to
disability.

Parents/carers of children from a CALD background were more likely to say that the NDIS had
helped with their child’s access to education.

Parents/carers of Indigenous children were less likely to say that the NDIS had helped their child to
become more independent. The likelihood of a positive response to this question also declined with
decreasing level of function.

Responses also varied according to other measured outcomes. For example, the likelihood of a
positive response in all four domains was positively associated with frequency of happiness at
school, and for the first three domains, enrolment in a special school was negatively associated with
a positive response. Parents/carers who use a formal school holiday program (whether mainstream
or for children with disability) rather than informal care or an NDIS funded support, tended to answer
more positively for domains 1, 3 and 4.
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Appendix 5.1 — Summary by domain

100%
80%
0,
60% 51%
42% 42%
40% 33%
20%
0%
Has the NDIS Has the NDIS Has the NDIS Has the NDIS
helped your childto  improved your improved your improved your
become more child's access to child's relationships child's social and
independent? education? with family and recreational life?

friends?
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Appendix 5.2 — All domains by participant characteristics

Has the NDIS
improved your
child's relationships
with family and

Has the NDIS
Has the NDIS helped improved your
your child to become child's access to

Has the NDIS
improved your
child's social and

N more independent? education? friends? recreational life?
Overall 9,616 N 519 0 BB 2% 42%
Age group
8 or younger 3,024 N 55% [ 359% [ 4% 42%
9to 11 3,939 [N 519% [ 329 [ 4%l 43%
12 or older 2,653 NN 47% 309 [ 3% 2%
Disability type
Autism 5,655 [N 530 [ 329 [ a0 43%
Intellectual Disability & Down Syndrome 2,143 [N 48% [ 339 [ 3% 43%
Cerebral Palsy & Other Neurological 797 I 449% 28% [ 3B/BW 39%
Other Sensory/Speech 260 N 64 429 56% 47%
Hearing Impairment 211 [ 519 [N 35% [ 40l 37%
Other 200 [ 47% [ 369 [ 4% 40%
Visual Impairment 177 [ 44% 27% [ 20% 28%
Other Physical 153 [ 40% 20% [ 4% 28%
Level of function
High 4,311 5206 [ 329 [ 3%l 40%
Medium 3,118 5300 [ 349 T %l 42%
Low 2,187 [N 48% [ 319 [ 4% 46%
State
ACT 168 [N 549% [ 33% [ 50% 45%
NSW 5,492 [N 50% [ 339 [ %l 40%
NT <20 na na na na
QLD o33 [N 519 28% [ a0l 43%
SA 1,150 N 610 43% [ 51 47%
TAS 203 [N a19% [0 16% [0 23% 31%
vic 1,343 [ 500 [ 20% [ 40 4%
WA 222 N 5% 449 5206 L 56%
Remoteness
Major City 6,380 [N 539 [ 349 aa% 43%
Inner Regional 2,224 [N 48% [ 28% [ 3% 41%
Outer Regional / Remote / Very Remote o62 [N 49% [ 319 [ %l 42%
Annualised baseline plan cost
$10,000 or less 3,110 519 [ 319 4% 37%
$10-15,000 2,086 N 55% [ 339 a45% 43%
$15-20,000 1,187 I 5500 [ 35% [ 4%l 44%
$20-30,000 1,184 [N 49% [ 319% [ 39% 24%
Over $30,000 2,040 N 47% [N 339 [ 4% 48%
Indigenous status
Indigenous 555 [N 420 [ 28% [ 6% 41%
Non-Indigenous 8,830 [N 520 [N 339 4%l 42%
CALDstatus
CALD 612 [ 49% [N 389 %l 38%
Non-CALD 8,990 N 519 [ 329 [ 2wl 43%
Gender
Female 2,878 N 5206 [ 339 Q% 44%
Male 6,657 NN 519 [ 320 [ %l 42%
Plan management type
Agency-managed 6,012 [N 48% [ 309 [ 39% 39%
Plan-managed 820 N 50% [ 319 [ 2wl 47%
Self-managed o14 N 620 36% [ 51% 50%
Combination 759 [ 549 [ 379% 50% 50%
Unknow n 1,111 57% [ 399 [ a8 46%
Access type
Benefit from El 2,645 N 589 W 359 [ 4% 43%
Disability Met 6,827 NN 49% 319 4% 42%
Entry type
New 3,545 [N 56% [N 359% [ 4% 43%
State 5,341 [N 47% [ 319 [ 3% 42%
Commonw ealth 730 I 57% [ 34% [ 4% 40%
Baseline plan utilisation
below 20% 1,951 [N 320 219 [0 25% 26%
20-40% 1,196 N 549% [ 329 [ awl 43%
40-60% 1,548 N 8% 359 [ a7l 49%
60-80% 1,501 I 0% 37% [ 8% 47%
80-100% 2,744 [N 549 [ 36% [T a0l 46%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% 1,106 [N 49% [ 319 [ 39% 37%
Capacity Building 0-25% 1,216 N 459% 319 T 3% 45%
Capacity Building 25-50% 1,758 [N 50% [ 33% [ 4%l 47%
Capacity Building 50-75% 1,835 [N 519 [ 3196 2wl 44%
Capacity Building 75-100% 3,689 N 5506 [ 34% [ 4% 40%
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