Participant Category Detailed Dashboard as at 31 December 2019 (exposure period: 1 April 2019 to 30 September 2019)

LGA: Auburn (C) | Support Category: All

Participant profile

| All Participants

Distribution of active participants with an approved plan

by age aroup
0

by primary disability

8

10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Autism
0to6

Developmental Delay and
Global Developmental Delay

7to1l4

Intellectual Disability and
Down Syndrome

15t0 24

Psychosocial disability

0%

20% 40%

by remoteness ratina
0%

by level of function

20% 30% 40% 50%

Major Cities
High

10 or fewer participants
.

Medium

10 or fewer participants
Remote/Very remote

10 or fewer participants

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

by Indiaenous status

120%

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

— ——
» 2 s
2 g 3
2 2 s
g g z
S 5 =
2 2 E

z
5
z

= Auburn (C)

Active participants with an approved

10 or fewer participants
10 or fewer participants

Missing

= New South Wales

i plan

by CALD status

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

2 2
g §
4
= =
] <
g g
8 8
H H
5 5
= =
D : .
9 9 2 2
I < @
8} Q g 2
z 2 =
5 ]
g 2

= Auburn (C) =New South Wales

This panel shows the distribution of active participants with

Intellectual Disability and
Down Syndrome

N
151024 N

Psychosocial disability

25 plus

!

Other disabilities

mTotal payments ($m)  ©Plan budget not utilised ($m) mTotal payments ($m)

Plan uti ion
by age aroup by primary disability
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0
Autism
0to6
Developmental Delay and
Global Developmental
Delay
7t014
Intellectual Disability and
Down Syndrome
pes _
Psychosocial disability
oo _ Other disabillies

® Auburn (C) = New South Wales m Auburn (C)

DOPlan budget not utilised ($m)

% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

= New South Wales

Note: A utilisation rate may be above 100% due to the fungibility of core supports. This refers to the ability of participants to use their funding flexibly between different support types, albeit within certain limitations

Medium

Remote/Very remote 10 or fewer participants

o _

mTotal payments ($m)

Missing 10 or fewer participants

OPlan budget not utilised ($m) m Total payments ($m)

by remoteness rating
80% 0%

by level of function

0% 20% 40% 60% 50%

Major Cities

High

10 or fewer participants
Regional

Medium

10 or fewer participants
Remote/Very remote

10 or fewer participants
Missing

_ 10 or fewer participants

= Auburn (C) =New South Wales = Auburn (C) = New South Wales

OPlan budget not utilised ($m)

100%

mTotal payments ($m)

Indigenous ﬂ
Non-indigenous
Not stated ”

Total plan budgets ($m)

Auburn (C)
New South Wales

by Indigenous status

90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%

10%
0%

3 El 3
2 2 s
3 s @
=] o =
g 2 2
<
S
z
mAuburn (C) = New South Wal

Plan utilisation

Auburn (C)
New South Wales

Relative to state average

@Plan budget not utilised ($m)

25.02

3,399.27

10 or fewer participants
10 or fewer participants

Missing

les

1.01x

mTotal payments ($m)

CALD

25 plus. N Missing . an approved plan who have each participant characteristic.
Other disabilities 10 or fewer participants The figures shown are based on the number of
New South Wales 106,812 participants as at the end of the exposure period
Australia 311,777
® Auburn (C) = New South Wales = Auburn (C) = New South Wales = Auburn (C) = New South Wales ® Auburn (C) = New South Wales
Service provider indicators
Number of registered and active providers that provided supports in a category
by age aroup by primary disability by level of function by remoteness rating by Indigenous status by CALD status
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 400 500 , 350
400 300
i 350
ows - Wejor Cies _ 300 £ . g g
g g g
High 250 o 200 :g 3
£ £ £
200 g 150 g 3
Developmental Delay and 150 T T 1]
Global Developmental Delay 100 % 100 &g) ;
Tt014 Regional 10 or fewer participants 5 50 5 5
- % ] 2 2 2
0 f— 0
Intellectual Disability and - El E 3 2 9 3 3 2
Povin Syndrome - ed _ g 3 i Z s B & Z
@ @ Izl 2 o Q @ 2
k=) k=) - s z - s
5 S S S
£ £ z S 2
15t0 24 - Remote/Very remote 10 or fewer participants é
z
Psychosocial disability . = Auburn (C) = Auburn (C)
Low
25 plus - Missing 10 or fewer participants Registered active service providers This panel shows the number of registered service
Other disabilities 412 providers that have provided a support to a participant with
4574 each participant characteristic, over the exposure period
10,817
= Aubum (C) = Auburn (C) = Auburn (C) = Auburn (C)
Average number of participants per provider
by age aroup by primary disability by level of function by remoteness rating by Indigenous status by CALD status
0 5 10 15 0 10 20 30
0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15 25 25
i 20 20
m
0to6 s Major Cities 2 £ 2 ¢
High 15 § 15 § g §
£ £ £ E
s s g
10 2. 10 2. 2o
Developmental Delay and 2 H E
Global Developmental Delay . o o 2 9
10 or fewer participants 5 < 5 £ L8
014 Regional l S I S s e
. , mi md _m ® o mi mi . 2%
Intellectual Disability and Medium g % B ‘?; g % % g
Down Syndrome S S g 8 h h g 3
2 2 B = 3 B =
] ] S S S
10 or fewer participants £ £ 4 2 4
15t0 24 Remote/Very remote . E
z
Psychosocial disability h = Auburn (C) = New South Wales = Auburn (C) =New South Wales
Low 10 or fewer ipant i Thi i i
25 i Missin 0 or fewer participants Participants per provider This panel shows the ratio between the number of active
plus Other disabilities 9 T . participants, and the number of registered service
10 or fewer participants providers that provided a support, over the exposure
i period
= Aubumn (C) =New South Wales = Auburn (C) = New South Wales = Auburn (C) = New South Wales = Auburn (C) = New South Wales
Plan utilisation
Payments and total plan budget nof sed ($m)
by age group by primary disability by level of function by remoteness rating by Indigenous status by CALD status
0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20 30 25 18
N 10 Q
! 20 \ 14
Auti . "
ot6 E sm m Major Cities = 2 1 L 2 2
High g g g
9 5 5 10 3 5
& 8 g g
2 g g
Developmental Delay and 0 © 6 ﬂ 7} o
Global Developmental Delay g g g
£ 4 L L
71014 E Regional 10 or fewer participants 5 5 5 5
=) 2 o o
Bl el el
0 0
=) = =)
= 2 =
@ E| @
2 @ 2
= 5 =
z

Non-CALD

BPlan budget not utilised ($m)

This panel shows the total value of payments over the
exposure period, which includes payments to providers,
participants and off-system (in-kind and YPIRAC). Total
plan budgets for the exposure period that has not been

utilised is also shown

by CALD status

80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

2 2 2
2 g 2
< o ©
g 288
L L 8
b=4 t €
5 g5
g g g
g £
8 g3
5 5 &
S S S
S S s
< >
= S k4 £
2 o g @
o (&) w @
< = =
< 5
z z

mAuburn (C) = New South Wales

This panel shows plan utilisation over the exposure period,
which includes payments to providers, participants and off-
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Support category summary
Active participants with Registered active Participants Total plan Outcomes indicator on | Has the NDIS helped with
Support category approved plans providers per provider budgets ($m) Average plan budget ($) Payments ($m) Average payments ($) ¢ choice and control choice and control?
Core
Consumables 477 67 7.1 0.64 1,342 0.33 687 51% 43% 73%
Daily Activities 461 134 34 13.43 29,122 9.95 21,575 74% 38% 74%
Community 480 120 4.0 4.67 9,737 3.54 7,384 76% 38% 74%
Transport 371 0 0.0 1.05 2,829 112 3,013 107% 35% 77%
Core total 632 210 3.0 19.79 31,312 14.94 23,633 75% 41% 73%
Capacity Building
Daily Activities 814 219 37 3.22 3,959 213 2,618 66% 41% 74%
Employment 44 18 24 0.24 5,527 0.17 3,976 72% 34% 85%
Social and Civic 35 6 5.8 0.05 1,491 0.01 246 16% 33% 61%
Support Coordination 260 84 3.1 0.50 1,920 0.32 1,244 65% 32% 7%
Capacity Building total 830 291 2.9 4.56 5,489 2.93 3,535 64% 41% 73%
Capital
Assistive Technology 248 43 5.8 0.60 2,420 0.63 2,525 104% 53% 81%
Home i 28 4 7.0 0.07 2,591 0.06 2,229 86% 33% 83%
Capital total 258 47 5.5 0.67 2,607 0.69 2,669 102% 51% 81%
All support categories 843 412 2.0 25.02 29,676 18.56 22,016 74% 41% 73%
Note: Only the major support categories are shown.
Note: A utilisation rate may be above 100% due to the fungibility of core supports. This refers to the ability of participants to use their funding flexibly between different support types, albeit within certain limitations.
Active participants with approved plans Number of active participants who have an approved plan and reside in the LGA / have supports relating to the support category in their plan
Registered active providers Number of redistered service providers that have provided a support to a participant within the LGA / support cateqory, over the exposure period
Participants per provider Ratio between the number of active participants and the number of reqistered service providers
Total plan budgets Value of supports committed in participant plans for the exposure period
Payments Value of all payments over the exposure period, including to providers, pavi to and off-syst (in-kind and Younger People In Residential Aged Care (YPIRAC))
Utilisation Ratio between payments and total plan budaets
Outcomes indicator on choice and control Proportion of participants who reported in their most recent outcomes survey that they choose who supports them
Has the NDIS helped with choice and control? Proportion of participants who reported in their most recent outcomes survey that the NDIS has helped with choice and control




