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Appendix E.1 - Participants from birth to starting school - Baseline
indicators - entry year 2019/20 - aggregate

Appe

100%

80% —

60%

40% —|

20% |

0%

ndix E.1.1 - Participant Information
Who does the child currently live with?
| 95%
2% 2% 1%
| == = x
With parents  With other family With people not Other
members related to
participant (e.g.
foster carers)

Appe

26881 responses; 36 missing

ndix E.1.2 - Daily living

Most of the time my child manages his/her emotions?

50% —

40% —|

30% |

20% |

10%

0% -

53%
39%
I 8%

Not very well Pretty well Very well

731 responses; 0 missing

Most of the time my child is able to do everyday task at

homelin the park/at childcare

50% |

40% —|

30% |

20% |

10%

0% -

49%
44%
I 7%

Not very well Pretty well Very well

731 responses; 0 missing

What type of housing does the child currently live in?

52%
50% |
39%
A40% —
30% —
20%
10% —| 7%
2%
0% - | m— |
Private home: Private home: Private home: Other
owned by rented from rented from

family/carers private landlord  public authority

26459 responses; 458 missing

Most of the time my child manages the demands of his/her

world?
46% 46%
40% |
30% |
20% —
10% 8%
Not very well Pretty well Very well

731 responses; 0 missing

Do you have any concerns about your child's development
in the following areas?

100% - 95%
82% 86% ] 84%

80% 73% 69%
59%

60% | 23%

40% -

20% |

0% - ' ' T ]
Gross  Fine Cognitive Eating!  Social Language Self- Sensory
motor  motor develop- Feeding inter- Commu- care processing
skills skills ~ ment action nication

26917 responses; 0 missing



Appendix E.1.3 - Choice and control

My child is able to tell me what he/she wants

50% —
40% |
30% |

20% |

12%

10%
0% -

57%

32%

Yes, without Yes, with
assistance assistance

No

26603 responses; 314 missing

Appendix E.1.4 - Relationships

My child gets along with his/her brother(s)/sister(s)

60% —

40% |

20% |

0% -

63%

Yes

16%

No brothers or
sisters

26613 responses; 304 missing

My child joins me when | complete tasks at home

50%

40% |

30% |

20% |

10% —

0% -

Sometimes

Never

26502 responses; 415 missing

Once my child decides to do something he/she takes action
(or indicates the need for assistance to take action)

64%
60% —|
40% —
28%
20% -
8%
0% | -
Yes, without Yes, with No
assistance assistance

731 responses; 0 missing
My child can make friends with people outside the family

40% |

30% —|

20% |

10% | -
0% -

With some
people

26581 responses; 336 missing

My child joins me when | complete tasks outside the home
(e.g. shopping, sport)

51%
50%
40% |
30% |
20% |
10% —
0% -
Sometimes Never

26450 responses; 467 missing



Appendix E.1.4 - Relationships (continued)

There is enough time each week for all members of my My child fits in with the everyday life of the family
family to get their needs met

55% 65%
50% - 45% 60% -
40%
40% | 35%
30% |
20% |
20% |
10% —
0% - 0% -
Yes Mo Yes Mo
731 responses; 0 missing 26917 responses; 0 missing

| am worried about the effect of having a sibling with disability
on my other children now and in the future

33%
30% 27%
22%
20% 7 17%
10% |
0% -
I am not lam a little | am very No siblings
worried worried worried

731 responses; 0 missing

Appendix E.1.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Do you use any form of childcare? How much difficulty did you have in finding good quality
child care?
62% 54%
60% —| 50% -
A40% —
20% 38%
30%
22%
20%
20% 11% 13%
10% - -
0% - 0% -
Yes No Alot A moderate A little None
amount
26917 responses; 0 missing 382 responses; 0 missing



Appendix E.1.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

How much difficulty did you have in finding the right How much difficulty did you have in finding child care at
person to take care of your child? short notice?
53% 50%
50% |
50% —|
40% | 40%
oL - 300‘,{’ -]
30% 23% 24%
20% | 20% | 17%
13%
11% 9%
10% | - 10% —
0% J 0% - -
A lot A moderate A little MNone Alot A moderate A little None
amount amount
382 responses; 0 missing 382 responses; 0 missing

Please specify which of the following types of childcare you use, and whether you use them when you and/or your partner are
at work, or when you are not at work

2 e 2 2 2 2
2 3 § 2 2 3 2
80% é*ﬁ‘sg
40% -| NN
clzre|anaf|Rsd)|2eeffeee)|22s] |MEDS 252

The child's  Another relative Ancther relative A friend or A nanny or A nanny or Family day = The child goes
brother or sister who lives with who doesn't live  neighbour babysitter who babysitter who care, long day to your (or your
you (paid or  with you (paid (caring for the s paid to come is paid to care care, any other partner's) work

unpaid) or unpaid) child either at  to your home  for your child in  care at a Child
your home or in their home Care Centre
their home; paid
or unpaid)

[ W Use while we're at work [ Use while we're not at work [0 Both [ Do not use |

16418 responses; 399 missing

At the child care my child uses: children are welcoming At the child care my child uses: other families are
welcoming
88% 93%
BDGJ'{) = BDGA’ —
6004'{) = 600‘,{’ —|
40% | 40%
20% - 7% 5% 20% - 7%
0% — — = | 0% —
Yes No Not applicable Yes No
(eg doesn't use
a form of child
care with other
children)
382 responses; 0 missing 320 responses; 0 missing



Appendix E.1.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

At the child care my child uses: my child is asked to do
tasks appropriate to his/her skill and goals

88%
80% |
60% |
40%
20% 12%
0% -
Yes No

356 responses; 0 missing

The child care involves me in planning for my child

73%
60% |
40% -
27%
20%
0% -
Yes Mo

382 responses; 0 missing

The child care helps me to plan for the future

65%
60% —
40% —| 35%
20% |
0% -
Yes Mo

382 responses; 0 missing

At the child care my child uses: they are assisted by my
child's early intervention service to know how to support

my child
65%
60% —|
A40% —
20% -
0% -
Yes No

344 responses; 0 missing

The child care supports me to assist my child

80%
80% |

60% |

40% —|

20% |

0% -
Yes Mo

382 responses; 0 missing

The child care respects my cultural heritage

100% - 96%

80% |

60% |

40% -

20% -
4%

0% -
Yes Mo

291 responses; 0 missing




Appendix E.1.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

My child has friends that he/she enjoys playing with

64%
60%
400‘4’ - 36%
20% |
0% -
Yes Mo

26917 responses; 0 missing

My child participates in age appropriate community,
cultural or religious activities

54%

50% |
A0% |
30% —
21%
20% —
9% 6% 8%

10% 39,
1]

0% —! - -

A few times Aboutonce Once every Aboutonce Lessthan MNever
aweek aweek twoweeks amonth once a
month

24758 responses; 2159 missing

1 would like my child to be more involved in community

activities
65%
60% |
40% 35%
20%
0%
Yes No

26917 responses; 0 missing

These friends are at (choose all that apply)

66%
60% 50%
A40%
20% |
11% 8% 7%
0% -
Preschool Playgroup Social or Other Other
family community
gatherings activities
(e.g. children
of friends or
extended
family)
9510 responses; 0 missing
At these activities, | think my child is
41%
A40% |
30% —
20% -
10%
10% —| 5%
1%
0% —! '
Welcomed  Actively  Mostlyan Tolerated Madeto Is present
included  observer feel but not
unwelcome  really a
part ofthe
group

11189 responses; 294 missing

The barriers to my child being involved in community
activities are (choose all that apply)

85%
80% |
60% -
0% 24%
18%
20% 1 7% 5o 29 12%
0% = 1

T I
My Other Other  lamtoo Transport  Cost Other
child's  children families busy
disability arenot are not
(e.g.  welcomingwelcoming
ability to
communicate)

16823 responses; 0 missing

10



Appendix E.1.6 - Specialist services

My child uses specialist services (e.g. speech pathology,
occupational therapy) that assist their learning and

development

cov 49% 51%
A40%
30%
20%
10%

0% -

Yes No

26917 responses; 0 missing

These services involve me

100% - 95%

80% |

60% |

40%

20% -
5%

0% -
Yes Mo

605 responses; 0 missing

These services help me to plan for the future

91%
80% -
60% -
40%
20% |
’ 9%
0% -
Yes Mo

605 responses; 0 missing

These services help my child gain the skills she/he needs

to participate in everyday life (e.g. go to preschool)

80% —

60%

40% |

20%

0% -

84%

16%

Yes No

13264 responses; 0 missing

These services support me to assist my child

80%

60% |

40% -~

20%

0% -

86%

14%

Yes No

13264 responses; 0 missing

These services respect my cultural heritage

80%

60% —

40% —|

20% -

0% -

11

89%

11%

Yes No

605 responses; 0 missing




Appendix E.1.6 - Specialist services (continued)

These services assist staff at my child's day
care/preschool/community activities to support my child

61%

60% —

40% —|

20% —|

0% -
Yes Mo

605 responses; 0 missing

Appendix E.1.7 - Respondent type

Who responded to the questions?

B84%
80% —|
60% |
A40% —
20%
10% 7%
0% -
The participant's  The participant's Other
mother father

26387 responses; 530 missing
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Appendix E.2 - Participants from birth to starting school - Baseline
indicators - entry year 2019/20 - by participant characteristics

Appendix E.2.1 - Participant Information
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents % of children who % of children who
live with parents live in a private
home owned or
rented from private
landlord

Overall
overal - [ 26917 | | 95% | ] 91%
Age Group
2 or younger — [ 7907 [ ] 95% [ ] 91%
3- 7113 [ ] 95% | ] 91%
4 - 7927 [ ] 95% | ] 91%
5 or older — I 3970 [ ] 94% [ ] 90%
Gender
Female - [ 7878 [ ] 94% | ] 90%
Male - [ 18801 | ] 95% | ] 91%
Disability Type
Autism - [N 6714 [ ] 97% [ ] 93%
Cerebral Palsy - 611 [ ]193% [ ] 90%
Developmental delay - [N 13576 [ 1 94% [ 1 89%
Down Syndrome - [ 401 [ ] 96% [ ] 8%%
Global developmental delay - [ 3141 [ ]191% [ ] 89%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1243 [ ] 97% [ ] 95%
Intellectual Disability -] 573 [ ]191% [ ] 91%

Other -| 64 C—83% [CCCCC18%

Other Neurological -] 158 [ 1 95% I ] 92%
Other Sensory/Speech - 135 [ ] 93% [ ] 94%
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Othver Physical 1209 [ ] 97% [ ] 91%
Visual Impairment -| 92 [ ] 97% [ ] 97%
Level of function
High - I 19133 | ] 95% [ ] 91%
Medium — [ 5438 | ] 95% | ] 91%
Low - [l 2346 | ] 96% | ] 8%%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous — [l 2431 &% [CC———172%
Non-Indigenous - [ NN 20940 | ] 96% | ] 93%
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Appendix E.2.1 - Participant Information
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children who
live with parents live in a private
home owned or
rented from private

landlord
CALD Status
CALD - [}l 2887 [ ] 99% [ ] 92%
Non-CALD - [ 24022 | ] 94% | ] 90%
State/ Territory
NSW — I 8887 [ 1 95% I 1 90%
VIC - I 8664 [ 1 96% I ] 92%
QLD — . 5430 [ ] 95% [ 191%
WA -l 1220 [ 1 95% [ 1 90%
SA -l 1480 [ 192% [ ] 89%
TAS -0 530 [ ]193% I ] 81%
ACT -1 403 [ ] 96% [ ] 88%
NT -1 300 1 88% [CCC182%
Remoteness
major Cities - [ NN 18211 | ] 96% [ | 92%
Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 3279 I I 93% I I 89%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 2174 I I 93% I I 85%
Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 1159 I I 93% I I 86%
Regional (population _
less than 5000) . 1805 I I 92% I I 92%
Remote/Very Remate -I 285 I:I 87% I:I 64%
Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 7313 [ ] 96% | ] 92%
Benefit from E| - [ NN 19579 | ] 94% | ] 90%
Scheme Entry Type
New - NN 23517 | ] 95% [ ] 90%
State — [l 2211 | ] 93% | ] 90%
Commonwealth —[J] 1189 [ ] 97% | ] 94%
Plan management type
Agency Managed — [N 6421 9w T 85%
Plan Managed — [N 8234 CCo1% T 87%
Self Managed Fully — [ 9742 [ ] 99% [ ] 97%
Self Managed Partly — [l 2520 [ ] 98% [ ] 92%
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Appendix E.2.1 - Participant Information
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1138
$10-15,000 — [ 5040
$15-20,000 — N 9523
$20-30,000 — N 8859
Over $30,000 -l 2357

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% -l 2113
Capacity Building 0-75% —[l| 994
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 4974

Capacity Building 95-100% — I 18833

Appendix E.2.2 - Daily living

% of children who

% of children who

live with parents live in a private
home owned or
rented from private

landlord

[ ] 96% [ ] 92%
[ ] 96% [ 1 91%
[ ] 96% [ 1 91%
[ ] 94% |[ ] 90%
[ ]191% [ ] 87%
[ ] 94% | ] 92%
| IN— 7T —

[ ]93% [ ] 88%
[ ] 96% [ 1 91%

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents

Overall

% of parents/ carers
with concerns in 6
or more areas

Age Group
2 or younger — [ 7907
3 - 7113
4 - 7927
5 or older — I 3970

Gender

Female - [ 7878

Male - |, 18801

6%

% of children who
use specialist
services

T 47%

[ 1 72%

| ] 47%

6%
C——169%

CJe4%

 —
C/55%

(I— 0

| ] 70%

| ] 50%

15

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say that who say that
specialist services  specialist services
help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in

everyday life

[ | 84% | | 86%
[ ] 81% [ ] 87%
[ ] 83% | ] 85%
[ ] 86% [ ] 86%
[ ] 87% [ ] 87%
| | 84% | | 86%
| ] 84% | | 86%




Appendix E.2.2 - Daily living

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Disability Type

Autism - I 6714

Cerebral Palsy -l 611
Developmental delay - NI 13576

Down Syndrome - [ 401

Global developmental delay - [ 3141
Hearing Impairment - [l 1243
Intellectual Disability -] 573
Other -| 64
Other Neurological -] 158

Other Sensory/Speech - 135
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1209
Visual Impairment -| 92

Level of function

High - I 19133

Medium — [ 5438
Low - [l 2346

Indigenous Status

Indigenous — [l 2431

Non-Indigenous - [ 20540

CALD Status
CALD - [}l 2887

Non-CALD - | 24022

State/ Territory

NSW - I 8887
VIC — I 8664
QLD — . 5430
WA -l 1220
SA - 1480
TAS -1 530
ACT -1 403
NT -1 300

% of parents/ carers
with concerns in 6

% of children who
use specialist

% of parents/ carers
who say that

% of parents/ carers
who say that

or more areas services specialist services  specialist services
help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in
everyday life
[ ] 82% [ 160% [ 85% [T 86%
C—64% ] 79% I 185% [CC———"7190%
Ce6% [CC142% 8% 1 86%
7 70% [CTT53% 8% [T 89%
1 74% [/ 52% T 82% [ 85%
O 1% /1 33% /O 81% |/ 85%
[ es% [T 62% [ 84% [T 88%
C—e7% [[C[C———167% 1 91% [ ] 88%
C—160% [ e6% [T 84% [ 191%
C—152% 1 72% ] 93% [ ] 90%
1 40% /] 54% T 83% [ 88%
1 58%  I— /1 80% [/ 84%
| I— 2 4% [ ]85% [ 1 87%
[ Js0% [C54% | ] 84% [ | 85%
| ] 88% | ] 55% | ] 80% | ] 83%
[ 1e9% [137% [ ] 81% [ ] 83%
CJesw [CCTTTs0% | | 84% | ] 87%
C Jeo% [C]a4% I | 81% | | 83%
CJesw [CCTTTs0% | | 84% | | 86%
C——67% [/ 52% [ 1 84% I ] 86%
[ 170% [ ] 48% [ ]185% [ ] 87%
1 69% [ 45% [ 1 85% [ ] 87%
C——66% [CCC67% 181% [ ] 86%
[ 173% I 1 54% O 74% /T 81%
C—153% | — ) [ 183% I 1 81%
1 60% /1 29% 1 79% 1 81%
C——160% /1 33% [ 1 86% I 1 87%
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Appendix E.2.2 - Daily living

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 18211

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 3279

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 2174

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 1159

Regional (population _
less than 5000) . 1805

Remote/Very Remate -I 285

% of parents/ carers % of children who

with concerns in 6

use specialist

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 7313
Benefit from EI - [ NN 19579

Scheme Entry Type

New — N 23517
State — [l 2211
Commonwealth —[J] 1189

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [ 6421
Plan Managed — [ 8234

Self Managed Fully — [ 9742
Self Managed Partly — [l 2520

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1138
$10-15,000 — [ 5040
$15-20,000 — N 9523
$20-30,000 — N 8859
Over $30,000 -l 2357

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% -l 2113
Capacity Building 0-75% —[l| 994
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 4974
Capacity Building 95-100% — I 18833

% of parents/ carers

who say that

% of parents/ carers
who say that

or more areas services specialist services  specialist services
help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in
everyday life
| | 71% | | 53% | | 84% | | 87%
e [CJ3e% I | 84% | | 85%
— U e U ] 83% | 8%
— = e PO | 82% | 8%
— L s PR  s2% | 4%
— 7 — ] 79% | | 87%
| ] 78% | ] 61% | ] 85% | | 86%
Ceaw [T 45% I | 83% | | 86%
e [C]46% [ ] 83% | ] 86%
| 1 73% | 170% | ] 88% | ] 89%
| 1 77% | ] 82% | ] 89% | ] 8%%
[ e3% [T 38% [ ] 83% | ] 85%
% [T 43% [ 181% [ | 84%
[ ] 71% [ 161% [ ] 86% |[ ] 88%
[ e4% [CCC53% [ ] 85% | ] 88%
[C133% [T 40% [ 183% [ ] 84%
[ 48% [ 42% [ ] 86% I ] 86%
C—e7% [T 48% [ ] 85% | 187%
Cs0% [CC51% [ 184% | ] 86%
[ ] 86% [ 167% | ]180% [ ] 85%
] 58% 2% | 183% | 1 88%
[ ] 81% [ ] 52% I— L e—
. 75% [T 52% [ ] 85% [ ] 86%
[ 167% [C—147% [ ] 84% [ ] 86%
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Appendix E.2.2 - Daily living

Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
overal - [ 731
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 128
3- 172
4 -1 211
5 or older - [ 220
Gender
Female - [ 201
Male - NN 528
Disability Type

Autism -- 216
Global Developmental Delay & _- 355
Developmental Delay

Intellectual disability & _
Down Syndrome I 3

OTher-I 46

Sensory -. 83

Level of function
High - [ 461
Medium - [l 177
Low -l 93

Indigenous Status

Indigenous - ] 31

% the children who
manage his/ her
emotions most of
the time

[ 6e3%
4%
C—139%%
[C44%

2
Cas%

[ ]3a%
[ 9%
—
—

5%
[CJ36%
] 34%

C—13s%

Non-Indigenous - [ NN 619 [ ] 49%

CALD Status
CALD -] 78

C——J46%

Non-CALD - [N 650 [ 47%

18

% of the children
who manage the
demands of his/ her
world most of the
time

 — 11
T 49%

 I—
C/55%

—
/5%

%
[ se%
s
[ ]s0%

% of the children
who are able to do
everyday tasks at
home/ in the park/ at
childcare most of
the time

T 49%
T 44%
/0 53%
 I— 20

) s6%
— 0

-

[ R
-

| | 75% | | 72%
e [CCC61%
o 42% [ 36%
C39% /32%
(— 20 (—
— R — L
[ - — U
(— O e—



Appendix E.2.2 - Daily living

Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory
NSW -l 121
VIC - I 388
QLD -l 151
SA/WA/NT -1 31
TAS -0 27
ACT -| low count

Remoteness

Major Cities -_ 556

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 72

Regional (population _I 40
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population _I 27
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000) & - @ 35
Remote/Very Remote

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 362
Benefit from EI - [ 358

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 387
State - [ 289

Commonwealth - [J] 55

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 196
Plan Managed - [l 119
Self Managed Fully - [N 294
Self Managed Partly - [l 122

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [} 48
$10-15,000 - [ 178
$15-20,000 - [ 289
Over $20,000 - M 216

% the children who
manage his/ her
emotions most of
the time

1 49%
] 46%
C148%
1 45%
 I—

—
—
[ 138%
%
[ Jeo%

C——J46%
[—

I—
Cam%
4%

] 54%
3%
T 47%
C—150%

C—165%
C—53%
4%
C——136%

19

% of the children
who manage the
demands of his/ her
world most of the
time

 I— 1
////53%
T 53%
 I— -7
 I— 7

—

% of the children
who are able to do
everyday tasks at
home/ in the park/ at
childcare most of
the time

=/ 55%
=/ 52%
[ 45%
/1 35%
=/ 56%

] s0%
5%
o =~
T

5% [ 49%
57 [ 53%
[CMse% [ 53%
[CC53% ] 49%
C47% I— T
e [CEETTT58%
 I— L [/ 48%
C51% 0 47%
O 54% T 54%

[ ] 75% [ ] 77%
 I— T —
[ 54% [/ 48%
 I— O 40%



Appendix E.2.2 - Daily living

Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan cost allocation

Capital 5-100% - ] 41
Capacity Building 0-95% - [ 268
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 422

% the children whe % of the children
manage his/ her who manage the
emotions most of demands of his/ her

the time world most of the
time
[Cs54% [ 46%
[ 143%  I—
CJ49% I— 1

Appendix E.2.3 - Choice and control
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
Age Group
2 or younger — [ 7907
3 - [ 7113
4 - 7927
5 or older — I 3970
Gender
Female - [ 7878
Male - [N 18801
Disability Type

Autism - I 6714
Cerebral Palsy -l 611

Developmental delay - [N 13576

Down Syndrome - [ 401
Global developmental delay - [ 3141
Hearing Impairment - [l 1243
Intellectual Disability -] 573
Other -| 64
Other Neurological -] 158

Other Sensory/Speech - 135
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1209
Visual Impairment -| 92

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

3%
C——70%
I—
C——09%

I— 7
—

C—/6es%
C—158%
C—74%
1 23%
C—61%
C—160%
1 48%
1 50%
C154%
" 187%
C——174%
C—163%

20

% of the children
who are able to do
everyday tasks at
home/ in the park/ at
childcare most of
the time

0 32%
I—
I—



Appendix E.2.3 - Choice and control

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Level of function
High — NN 19133
Medium — [ 5438
Low - [l 2346

Indigenous Status
Indigenous — [l 2431

Non-Indigenous - [ 20540

CALD Status
CALD - [}l 2887

Non-CALD - | 24022

State/ Territory

NSW - I 8887
VIC — I 8664
QLD — . 5430
WA -l 1220
SA - 1480
TAS -1 530
ACT -1 403
NT -1 300

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 18211
-l 3279
-l 2174

-l 1159

-l 1805

Remote/Very Remate -I 285

Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Regional (population
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 7313
Benefit from EI - [ NN 19579

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

7%
| I— 0
[ 40%

—Je%
(I—

2
0%

 e—
C——————170%
/1 69%
C—152%
1 66%
C—————71%
1 69%
C—165%

—
—

—

—
—

—

(I
—
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Appendix E.2.3 - Choice and control
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

Scheme Entry Type
New - NN 23517 [ ] 68%
State - [l 2211 [ 174%
Commonwealth —[J] 1189 [ 169%

Plan management type

Agency Managed — [ 6421 [ 168%

Plan Managed — [ 8234 | —

Self Managed Fully — N 9742 | — i
Self Managed Partly — [l 2520 [ 161%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less ~l 1138 C—17M1%
$10-15,000 — M 5040 [ 175%
$15-20,000 — N 9523 C———176%
$20-30,000 — N 8859 [ 164%
Over $30,000 — [l 2357 1 41%

Plan cost allocation

Capital 5-100% - [l 2113 [ 150%
Capacity Building 0-75% —[l| 994 5%
Capacity Building 75-95% — [l 4974 1 66%

Capacity Building 95-100% — NN 18833 [ ]72%

Appendix E.2.3 - Choice and control
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents % of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do
something

Overall
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Appendix E.2.3 - Choice and control

Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Age Group
2 or younger - [l 128
3- 172
4 - 211
5 or older - [ 220
Gender
Female - [ 201
Male - [N 528
Disability Type

Autism -- 216
Global Developmental Delay & _- 355
Developmental Delay

Intellectual disability & _
Down Syndrome I 3

OTher-I 46

Sensory -. 83

Level of function

High - N 461

Medium - [l 177
Low -l 93

Indigenous Status

Indigenous - ] 31

% of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do
something

8%

9%
5%
" 19%

—J9%%
Co1%

3%
C %
C———J8%

7

Non-Indigenous - [N 619 [ ] 9%2%

CALD Status
CALD -] 78

9%

Non-CALD - [N 650 7] 92%
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Appendix E.2.3 - Choice and control
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory
NSW -l 121
VIC - I 388
QLD -l 151
SA/WA/NT -1 31
TAS -0 27
ACT -| low count

Remoteness
Major Cities -_ 556
-I 2
-J 4o
-J 27

[ kS

Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Regional (population
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000) & -
Remote/Very Remote

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 362
Benefit from EI - [ 358

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 387
State - [ 289

Commonwealth - [J] 55

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 196
Plan Managed - [l 119
Self Managed Fully - [N 294
Self Managed Partly - [l 122

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [} 48
$10-15,000 - [ 178
$15-20,000 - [ 289
Over $20,000 - M 216

% of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do
something

C—/93%
C—/93%
8%
9%
 — [ P

—J9%%
T ee%

I—
C %
I—

CC 9%
CJ93%
I— -
8%

CC92%
9%
 I— -2
 I— L
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Appendix E.2.3 - Choice and control
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - ] 41
Capacity Building 0-95% - [ 268
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 422

Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships

% of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do
something

| I—
9%
| I—

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
Age Group
2 or younger — [ 7907
3 - [ 7113
4 - 7927
5 or older — I 3970
Gender
Female - [ 7878
Male - [N 18801
Disability Type

Autism - I 6714

Cerebral Palsy -l 611
Developmental delay - NI 13576

Down Syndrome - [ 401

Global developmental delay - [ 3141
Hearing Impairment - [l 1243
Intellectual Disability -] 573
Other -| 64
Other Neurological -] 158

Other Sensory/Speech - 135
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1209
Visual Impairment -| 92

% of children who
get along with his/
her brother(s)/ sister

% of children who % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
can make friends who say their child who say their child
with people outside joins them when joins them when

(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks
at home outside the home
[ | 79% | |57% | | 74% | | 82%
[ ] 81% [ ] 44% [[Me3%w [CCCT78%
[ 1 77% [ 154% [T 74% [T 81%
[ ] 79% | ]66% [ ] 80% [ ] 85%
[ ] 81% [ 1 71% | ] 81% [ ] 86%
| ] 81% | | 59% | ] 75% | | 83%
| | 79% | | 57% | | 73% | ] 81%
 m— /0 44% | — TR —
[ 192% | 168% [C——171% [CC————183%
C—81% [/ 63% 179% I 1 85%
[ 191% [ ] 38% /1 57% 1 75%
C———J80% [(C//55% | I— b R — 1
[ ] 95% [ ] 64% [ ] 84% [ ] 90%
8% [CC155% T ed% [CCCD078%
C——186% [C——153% T 63% 1 66%
87 [T 62% [T 64% CC178%
[ 783% [CT68% [ 181% [ 1 90%
[ ]193% [ ] 78% [ 1 77% [ 82%
C——————J88% [/ 63% [T 72% [T 84%

25



Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Level of function
High — NN 19133
Medium — [ 5438
Low - [l 2346

Indigenous Status
Indigenous — [l 2431

Non-Indigenous - [ 20540

CALD Status
CALD - [}l 2887

Non-CALD - | 24022

State/ Territory

NSW - I 8887
VIC — I 8664
QLD — . 5430
WA -l 1220
SA - 1480
TAS -1 530
ACT -1 403
NT -1 300

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 18211

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 3279

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 2174

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 1159

Regional (population _
less than 5000) . 1805

Remote/Very Remate -I 285

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 7313
Benefit from EI - [ NN 19579

% of children who % of children who
get along with his/ can make friends
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside
(s) the family

| ]83% [ ] 64%
7% [0 47%
Ces% [ 25%

| ] 78% |
| | 80% |

| 60%
| 57%

(I LR —

| | 80% | ] 59%

1 79% T/ 59%

| — ) R e— T

[ ] 82% [ ] 62%
1 78% [C—45%
C—————77% [/ 54%

[ 1 83% I ] 65%
[ ] 86% I ] 68%
[ ] 84% I 1 47%
— S S —

| ] 83% | | 64%
[ | 81% | ] 63%
| | 81% | | 64%
| | 82% | | 65%
| | 79% | | 49%

(I R W—

| ] 82% | | 61%

26

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say their child who say their child
joins them when joins them when
they complete tasks they complete tasks

at home outside the home

| 179% | | 85%
Ce7%e [ 177%
[ 48% I—

| | 74% | | 82%
| | 74% | ]| 82%
e [T 76%
| ] 75% | | 83%

| — )
/1 72%
/1 78%
/7%

| — 1
| — YA
| —— T
| ——
| — LR S— Y b
| — LN S— 7
[ 1 79% [ ] 85%
[ ] 85% [ 1 90%

i PV w—

[ ] 81% | ] 87%
[ ] 80% | | 85%
[ 1 79% | | 85%
[ ] 80% | ] 86%

s £ w—

(— U —

| | 76% | | 84%




Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Scheme Entry Type

New - NN 23517

State — [l 2211
Commonwealth —[J] 1189

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [ 6421
Plan Managed — [ 8234

Self Managed Fully — [ 9742
Self Managed Partly — [l 2520

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1138
$10-15,000 — [ 5040
$15-20,000 — N 9523
$20-30,000 — N 8859
Over $30,000 -l 2357

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% -l 2113
Capacity Building 0-75% —[l| 994
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 4974

% of children who
get along with his/
her brother(s)/ sister

(s)

% of children who
can make friends
with people outside
the family

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
joins them when
they complete tasks
at home

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
joins them when
they complete tasks
outside the home

| ] 80% | ] 57% | ] 74% | 182%
| ] 78% | ] 57% | ] 72% | ] 81%
[ ]177% | ]54% [68% [ 179%
| ] 80% | ] 58% l 173% | ] 82%
| ] 78% | ] 57% [ ] 74% | ] 83%
[ ] 80% [ ] 57% [ ] 74% [ ] 81%
| ] 81% | ] 55% [ 171% | ] 81%
[ ] 87% [ ] 68% [ ] 80% [ ] 89%
[ ] 87% [ ] 70% [ ] 83% [ ] 88%
| — 3 L7 — LR 178% | ] 84%
C—75% [0 49% T es% [CCC179%
6% 1 35% | — -2 /1 67%
| ] 88% | ] 55% l ] 70% | ] 82%
e [CCT43% I— - m—
C——176% [C153% [ 1 71% | ] 80%
C59% | ] 76% |[ ] 83%

Capacity Building 95-100% — NN 18833 [———]80%

Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Overall

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the
family

27



Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Age Group
2 or younger — [ 7907
3 - I 7113
4 - I 7927

5 or older — I 3970

Gender

Female - [ 7878
Male - [N 18801

Disability Type

Autism - N 6714

Cerebral Palsy -l 611
Developmental delay - NI 13576

Down Syndrome - [ 401

Global developmental delay - [ 3141
Hearing Impairment - [l 1243
Intellectual Disability -] 573
Other -| 64
Other Neurological -] 158

Other Sensory/Speech -] 135

Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1209
Visual Impairment -| 92

Level of function
High — NN 19133
Medium — [ 5438
Low - [l 2346

Indigenous Status

Indigenous — [l 2431

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the
family

Ces%
 —
C—65%
C———166%

I— 7
Ces%

C—53%
C—/173%
C—69%
C———174%
C——166%
C——————181%
/6%
C—/72%
C—e6%
" 179%
" 179%
C————72%

| — L
Cs5%
] 45%

—

Non-Indigenous - [ 20540 [ 7] 65%

CALD Status
CALD - [}l 2887

— 20

Non-CALD - [N 24022 [ 66%
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Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the

family
State/ Territory
NSW — I 8887 C69%
VIC - I 8664 1 65%
QLD - . 5430 CC—164%
WA -1 1220 ] 55%
SA -l 1480 /1 62%
TAS -1 530 C—168%
ACT -1 403 /1 60%
NT -1 300 C——181%
Remoteness
veiorcives - [ 15211 [ e4%
Regional (population _ :
greater than 50000) - 3279 68%
Regional (population _ :
between 15000 and 50000) . 2174 70%
Regional (population _ I:I
between 5000 and 15000) I 1159 69%
Regional (population _ :
less than 5000) . 1805 68%
Remote/Very Remate -I 285 I:I 65%

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 7313 [C——155%
Benefit from EI - [N 19579 [ ] 69%

Scheme Entry Type
New - N 23517 [ ] 66%
State - [l 2211 [ 162%
Commonwealth —[J] 1189 [C——152%

Plan management type

Agency Managed — [ 6421 [ 168%
Plan Managed — [ 8234 | — 7T

Self Managed Fully — N 9742 | — 7T
Self Managed Partly — [l 2520 [ 166%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less ~l 1138 [ 174%
$10-15,000 — M 5040 1 77%
$15-20,000 — N 9523 1 69%
$20-30,000 — N 8859 5%

Over $30,000 — [l 2357 [ 45%
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Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the

family
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 2113 [ 170%
Capacity Building 0-75% —[l| 994 [ 142%
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 4974 [ 15%

Capacity Building 95-100% — NN 18833 [ ]68%

Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents % of parent/ carer % of parents/ carer

who believe there is
enough time each
week for all
members of their
family to get their

are not worried
about the effect of a
sibling with
disability on their
other children now

needs met and in the future

Overall
overa - [ 1 [ e [I] wo
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 128 C——157% [ 40%
3 - 172 T 49% I— T
4 - . 21 4% T 46%
5 or older - [ 220 [C—137% [ 40%
Gender
Female - [l 201 C—Jas% ] 40%
Male - NN 528 ] 44% %
Disability Type

autism - [ 216 [_]34% [ 133%
Global Developmental Delay & _
Developmental Delay - 355 : 48% : 50%
Intellectual disability & _
Down Syndrome I 31 I:l 35% : 4%
oter - ] 46 [_]30% ] 2s%

sensory - [J] 83 | | 75% | | 44%
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Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships

Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Level of function
High - [ 461
Medium - [l 177
Low -l 93

Indigenous Status

Indigenous - ] 31

Non-Indigenous - [ NN 619

CALD Status
CALD -] 78

Non-CALD - [N 650

State/ Territory
NSW -l 121
VIC - I 388
QLD -l 151
SA/WA/NT -1 31
TAS -0 27
ACT -| low count

Remoteness

Major Cities -_ 556

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 72

Regional (population _I 40
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population _I 27
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000) & -
Remote/Very Remote

[ kS

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 362
Benefit from EI - [ 358

% of parent/ carer
who believe there is
enough time each
week for all
members of their
family to get their
needs met

Cs1%
Cd32%
I—

C—126%
7%

2
[— 0

4%
] 46%
C149%%
1 42%
C—37%

[ Jes%
[ ]s0%
%
15

[—
[— L

31

% of parents/ carer
are not worried
about the effect of a
sibling with
disability on their
other children now
and in the future

I—
[ 31%
33%

—
4%

(— L
0 2%

/T 36%
/O 46%
[ 40%
/O 42%

4%
3%
[ ]a%
s
[ Je%

4%
0 2%



Appendix E.2.4 - Relationships

Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 387
State - [ 289

Commonwealth - [J] 55

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 196
Plan Managed - [l 119
Self Managed Fully - [N 294
Self Managed Partly - [l 122

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [} 48
$10-15,000 - [ 178
$15-20,000 - [ 289
Over $20,000 - M 216

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - ] 41
Capacity Building 0-95% - [ 268
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 422

% of parent/ carer
who believe there is
enough time each
week for all
members of their
family to get their
needs met

e
C]45%
3%

[ 62%
C—137%
C——136%
[ 148%

CC—67%
C——52%
C—143%
1 38%

3%
[C44%
4%

% of parents/ carer
are not worried
about the effect of a
sibling with
disability on their
other children now
and in the future

[ 39%
[ 49%
T 36%

[/ 55%
1 36%
C37%
[ 43%

] 38%
[/ 55%
[ 43%
1 32%

[ 34%
[ 42%
[/ a3%

Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents

Overall

% who use Child
Care

32

out of those who
use child care, %
who receive
assistance in
looking after the
child from a relative

] 21%

out of those who
use child care, %
who use family day
care, long day care,
any other care at
Child Care Centre

% children who have
friends that he/ she
enjoys playing with

| 88% |

| 36%




Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Age Group
2 or younger — [ 7907
3 - I 7113
4 - I 7927

5 or older — I 3970

Gender

Female - [ 7878
Male - [N 18801

Disability Type

Autism - I 6714

Cerebral Palsy -l 611
Developmental delay - NI 13576

Down Syndrome - [ 401

Global developmental delay - [ 3141
Hearing Impairment - [l 1243
Intellectual Disability -] 573
Other -| 64
Other Neurological -] 158

Other Sensory/Speech - 135
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1209
Visual Impairment -| 92

Level of function

High — IR 19133
Medium — [ 5438
Low - [l 2346

Indigenous Status

Indigenous — [l 2431

% who use Child
Care

4%
C—170%
7%
6%

0
—

C——67%
1 45%
C—165%
[ 23%
C——164%
1 39%
C—45%
1 34%
C46%
C—156%
1 55%
— 38%

C e
| I— 0
C55%

— 20

Non-Indigenous — [N 20540 [ ] 62%

CALD Status
CALD - [}l 2887

I

Non-CALD - [N 24022 [ 63%

33

out of those who
use child care, %
who receive
assistance in
looking after the
child from a relative

1 23%
1 19%
1 22%
1 22%

1 22%
[ 21%

/3 2%
[ 28%
/1 20%
[ 24%
3 22%
 m— )
/1 29%
T 36%
[ 26%
1 18%
/1 32%
1 26%

[ 22%
1 21%
T 19%

[ 23%
[ 21%

[ 13%
[ 22%

% children who have
friends that he/ she
enjoys playing with

out of those who
use child care, %
who use family day
care, long day care,
any other care at
Child Care Centre

T es% 2%

[ ] 90% [ ]133%

[ ] 89% [ ] 46%
[ ] 86% | 1 52%
| | 87% | | 38%

| ] 88% | | 36%

[ ] 88% [ ] 29%

[ ]185% I 1 40%

[ ] 88% [ 1 40%
7% [16%

[ ] 89% [ 1 33%
=/ 80% /0 40%
T 84% [ 34%
1 73% [CC33%

[ ] 88% [ ] 36%

[ ] 92% [ ] 53%
1 83% [CCC152%
[ 1 91% [ ] 41%

| ] 88% | ] 41%

| ] 88% | ] 29%
6% [J13%

| ] 89% | | 37%

| ] 88% | | 36%
0% [ 23%

| ] 88% | | 38%




Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory

NSW - I 8887
VIC — I 8664
QLD — . 5430
WA -l 1220
SA - 1480
TAS -1 530
ACT -1 403
NT -1 300

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 18211

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 3279

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 2174

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 1159

Regional (population _
less than 5000) . 1805

Remote/Very Remate -I 285

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 7313

Benefit from EI - [ NN 19579

Scheme Entry Type

New - NN 23517

State — [l 2211
Commonwealth —[J] 1189

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [ 6421
Plan Managed — [ 8234

Self Managed Fully — [ 9742
Self Managed Partly — [l 2520

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1138
$10-15,000 — [ 5040
$15-20,000 — N 9523
$20-30,000 — N 8859
Over $30,000 -l 2357

% who use Child
Care

C—————————174%
1 55%
1 64%
1 46%
C————156%
1 48%
/1 62%
1 45%

—
[ Jeo%
—
—
—
[ 139%

CJe4%
%

Cesw
C53%
C—Je0%

I— - L
6%
C——e7%
[ 153%

C152%
6%
6%
C—ea%
1 47%

34

out of those who
use child care, %
who receive
assistance in
looking after the
child from a relative

/3 20%
/3 21%
/ 21%
/1 35%
/1 29%
3 25%
/1 19%
/1 19%

] 21%
[ 21%
[ 21%
[ 19%
[ 24%
4%

[ 23%
[ 21%

[ 21%
25%
[ 23%

1 20%
1 20%
1 23%
1 23%

/1 27%
/1 22%
1 21%
[ 21%
1 20%

out of those who

% children who have

use child care, % friends that he/ she
who use family day enjoys playing with
care, long day care,

any other care at

Child Care Centre

[ ] 92% I 1 39%
| 82% [0 34%

[ ] 90% [ ] 38%
T/ 83% [322%
1 81% [ 37%

[ ]188% I 1 41%
[ ] 88% [ 1 40%

[ 1 90% I 1 29%

[ | 88% | | 3a%

| | 88% | | 41%
| | 90% | | 41%
| | 90% | | 41%
| | 86% | | 42%
— T -

| | 87% | | 31%

| ] 88% | | 38%

| ] 88% | ] 36%

| ] 84% | ] 38%

| ] 88% | ] 36%

[ ] 89% [ ] 35%

[ ] 88% [ ] 37%

[ ] 88% [ ] 38%

[ ] 85% [ ]133%

[ ] 84% [ ] 46%
[ ] 87% I ] 46%
[ ] 89% [ ] 41%
[ ] 88% [ ] 29%
 — ] 86% [ 18%



Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% -l 2113
Capacity Building 0-75% —[l| 994
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 4974

% who use Child
Care

4%
C47%
C56%

out of those who
use child care, %
who receive
assistance in
looking after the
child from a relative

1 29%
1 18%
[ 23%

Capacity Building 95-100% — M 18833 [———167% [ 21%

Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Overall
Age Group
2 or younger — [ 7907
3 - [ 7113
4 - 7927
5 or older — I 3970
Gender
Female - [ 7878
Male - [N 18801
Disability Type

Autism - I 6714

Cerebral Palsy -l 611
Developmental delay - NI 13576

Down Syndrome - [ 401

Global developmental delay - [ 3141
Hearing Impairment - [l 1243
Intellectual Disability -] 573
Other -| 64
Other Neurological -] 158

Other Sensory/Speech - 135
Spinal Cord Injury / _

Other Physical 1209

Visual Impairment -| 92

of those who have
friends, these
friends are at
preschool or
playground

% of children who
participate in age
appropriate
community, cultural
or religious activities

[ | 73%

[ | 46%

Ca9%
CJ66%

O a1%
T 45%

[ ] 82%

[ ] 50%

| ] 84%

[ ] 52%

| | 71%

| | 49%

| | 73%

| ] 45%

[ ] 75%

[ ] 42%

1 58%

1 45%

[ 1 75%

[ ] 49%

C——163%
C———169%%
1 65%
/5%
C—/62%
C66%

/O 42%
/T 43%

| I— Y
 I—
//32%
/T 42%

[ 1 75%

[ ] 54%

C—161%

 I—

[ ] 71%

[ ] 52%

35

out of those who

% children who have

use child care, % friends that he/ she
who use family day enjoys playing with
care, long day care,

any other care at

Child Care Centre

[ 183% [ ] 32%
T e2% [ 21%

[ ] 86% | ]133%

[ ] 89% [ ] 38%

of those who
participate, % who
feel welcomed or
actively included

% of parents/ carers
who would like their
child to be more
involved in
community activities

I— T — L
e [CCCCCT067%
e [T 68%
T e7% [T 68%
e T 63%
I— O e— L0
/1 52% /1 75%
1 81% 1 56%
T 64% CC63%
7% [T 53%
/1 61% /1 68%
[ ] 89% [ ] 44%
/T 73% [CC61%
/1 53%
/1 72% [ 60%
/) 68% /1 73%
[ ] 87% I ] 51%
| — R —



Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Level of function
High — NN 19133
Medium — [ 5438
Low - [l 2346

Indigenous Status
Indigenous — [l 2431

Non-Indigenous - [ 20540

CALD Status
CALD - [}l 2887

Non-CALD - | 24022

State/ Territory

NSW - I 8887
VIC — I 8664
QLD — . 5430
WA -l 1220
SA - 1480
TAS -1 530
ACT -1 403
NT -1 300

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 18211
-l 3279
- 2174

-l 1159

-l 1805

Remote/Very Remate -I 285

Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Regional (population
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 7313
Benefit from EI - [ NN 19579

of those who have
friends, these
friends are at
preschool or

% of children who
participate in age
appropriate
community, cultural

of those who
participate, % who
feel welcomed or
actively included

% of parents/ carers
who would like their
child to be more
involved in

playground or religious activities community activities
I ] 73% | ] 49% — 7L OO — T

[ ] 72% [ ] 42% s [T 72%
Ce6% [CT32% 37% T 74%
I | 72% | | 41% e [T 65%
I ] 73% [ ] 47% e [T 65%

I [ 70% [ | 43% [ sew [T 6%
I ] 73% | ] 47% e [T 65%

[ 177% [ 1 45% | — TR e—
[ 1 75% [ 1 48% | — R w—
1 69% [/ 45% O 63% [CCC163%
5% 1 48% | — L 1 68%
C—62% T 40% T 59% CC165%

| — R e— L [ 1 76% I ] 58%
C————70% 1 60% [ 56% T 62%
CC——e4% [CCCT68% [ 69% [ 54%

| | 73% [ [ es% [T 67%
e s [Ceaw [CTTJe0%

| RN s PYUS e LU —
| | 7% [ 4s% (DO ea% [T 0%
| |75 [ ees (O] e [T co%
[ e e [ses [ 7s%
I | 74% | | 43% s [T 73%
I | 72% | | 48% e [T 6%

36



Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Scheme Entry Type

New — N 23517
State — [l 2211
Commonwealth —[J] 1189

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [ 6421
Plan Managed — [ 8234

Self Managed Fully — [ 9742
Self Managed Partly — [l 2520

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1138
$10-15,000 — [ 5040
$15-20,000 — N 9523
$20-30,000 — N 8859
Over $30,000 -l 2357

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% -l 2113
Capacity Building 0-75% —[l| 994
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 4974
Capacity Building 95-100% — I 18833

Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation

of those who have
friends, these
friends are at
preschool or
playground

appropriate

| 1 73% | | 47%
| ] 75% [ | 46%

C—————J70% [T 45%

7% O 42%
| 1 73% | ] 43%
| ] 75% ] 52%

[ 065% [CC]46%

6% [T 52%
C—70% /T 52%
[ ] 76% [ ] 49%
[ ] 74% [ ] 43%

O s8% [/ 34%

C——J59% [CC45%
[CCea% [CC35%

[ ] 74% | ] 45%
[ ] 74% [ ] 48%

% of children who
participate in age

of those who
participate, % who
feel welcomed or

community, cultural actively included
or religious activities

% of parents/ carers
who would like their
child to be more
involved in
community activities

[Me3% [T 65%
e [ 171%
e [ 71%
e [CCT61%
T e% [T 67%
e [ 68%
T e7% ] 64%

[ ] 79% | ] 53%
/70 CC57%
1 65% [CC165%
1 56% 1 70%
C51% CCC—72%
[ ] 75% | ] 58%
T 4% /O 72%
e [CCC70%
6% [CCC65%

Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Overall

% of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

37



Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Age Group
2 or younger — [ 7907
3 - I 7113
4 - I 7927

5 or older — I 3970

Gender

Female - [ 7878
Male - [N 18801

Disability Type

Autism - N 6714

Cerebral Palsy -l 611
Developmental delay - NI 13576

Down Syndrome - [ 401

Global developmental delay - [ 3141
Hearing Impairment - [l 1243
Intellectual Disability -] 573
Other -| 64
Other Neurological -] 158

Other Sensory/Speech -] 135

Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1209
Visual Impairment -| 92

Level of function
High — NN 19133
Medium — [ 5438
Low - [l 2346

Indigenous Status

Indigenous — [l 2431

% of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

8%
8%
 I—
IN— 22

(I
T ee%

C—192%
] 86%
C—82%
C—178%
] 86%

 E— kL
C—88%
C—183%
C—178%
C—174%
C———————18%%

Cs%
I— -
" J97%

I

Non-Indigenous — [N 20540 [ 7] 85%

CALD Status
CALD - [}l 2887

————J&7%

Non-CALD - [N 24022 [ 84%
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Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory

NSW - I 8887
VIC — I 8664
QLD — . 5430
WA -l 1220
SA - 1480
TAS -1 530
ACT -1 403
NT -1 300

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 18211

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 3279

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 2174

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 1159

Regional (population _
less than 5000) . 1805

Remote/Very Remate -I 285

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 7313
Benefit from EI - [ NN 19579

Scheme Entry Type

New — [N 23517
State — [l 2211

Commonwealth —[J] 1189

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [ 6421
Plan Managed — [ 8234

Self Managed Fully — [ 9742
Self Managed Partly — [l 2520

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1138
$10-15,000 — [ 5040
$15-20,000 — N 9523
$20-30,000 — N 8859
Over $30,000 -l 2357

% of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

| E— X
C——————185%
/1 85%
C————————18%%
| — 1
1 84%
C—//185%
C—————191%

—
—
—
—
—
—

C————J91%
Ce%

I— 2L
8%
I—

8%
CJea%
— 74 1
IN— 22

C—70%
C—76%
 I— L
8%
) 95%

39



Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for SF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% -l 2113
Capacity Building 0-75% —[l| 994
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 4974
Capacity Building 95-100% — I 18833

% of parents/ carers
who say their child's

disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in

community activities

C 8%

9%
 I— -

[ ]83%

Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
overal - [ 731
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 128
3- 172
4 -1 211
5 or older - [ 220
Gender
Female - [ 201
Male - NN 528
Disability Type

Autism -- 216
Global Developmental Delay & _- 355
Developmental Delay

Intellectual disability &

Down Syndrome -l low count

Other-l low count

Sensory -. 83

for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare with other childcare with other
children, % children children, % families

childcare, % of
families who have
no difficulties in
finding childcare at
short notice

Cs3%
C56%
] 45%
[ J49%

C——143%
5%

—
—

40

are welcomed by
other children at
their child care

are welcomed by
other families at
their childcare

for families who use
childcare, % children
are asked to do
tasks appropriate to
their skill/ goals at
childcare

[ | 93% | | 93% | | 88%
[ ] 96% | ] 95% | ] 89%
[ ] 96% | ] 94% [ ] 88%
CC——————187% | ] 91% [ ] 85%
[ ] 95% [ ] 94% [ ] 92%
[ ] 95% [ ] 99% | | 92%
[ ] 92% | ] 91% | ] 86%
[ oo | o1 | | s3%

| | 94% | | 95% | | 88%
| | 97% | | 96% | | 97%




Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Level of function

CALD Status

State/ Territory

Remoteness

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 362
Benefit from EI - [ 358

Scheme Entry Type

Total respondents

High - I 461
Medium - [l 177

Non-CALD - [N 650

VIC - I 388
QLD -1l 151
SA/WA/NT -| low count
TAS -| low count
ACT -| low count

Major Cities -_ 556

Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Regional (population
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population

Remote/Very Remote

New - [N 387
State - [ 289

Commonwealth - [J] 55

for families who use for families who use

childcare, % of
families who have
no difficulties in
finding childcare at
short notice

e
C57%
C—51%

— 2
T s0%

4%
C—//56%
[ 40%

50%

51%

I

I
[— 0

I—
Cs5%
C38%

41

childcare with other
children, % children
are welcomed by
other children at
their child care

for families who use
childcare with other
children, % families
are welcomed by
other families at
their childcare

for families who use
childcare, % children
are asked to do
tasks appropriate to
their skill/ goals at
childcare

[ 193% | ] 94% | ] 90%
[ ] 90% | ] 92% | ] 85%
[ ] 96% [ ] 94% | ] 84%
— -2 — U —

[ ] 94% | ] 94% | ] 90%
[ ] 91% [ ] 94% [ ] 85%
[ ] 93% [ ] 93% [ ] 88%
[ 192% [ 194% [ 1 91%
| | 93% | |92% | | 88%
| | 95% | | 97% | | 90%
| ] 93% | ] 94% | | 87%
[ ] 92% | ] 93% | ] 90%
[ 191% | 192% [ ]88%
[ ] 94% | ]93% [ 187%
[ ] 97% | ] 100% | ] 97%




Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 196
Plan Managed - [l 119
Self Managed Fully - [N 294
Self Managed Partly - [l 122

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [} 48
$10-15,000 - [ 178
$15-20,000 - [ 289
Over $20,000 - M 216

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - | low count
Capacity Building 0-95% - [ 268
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 422

for families who use for families who use
childcare, % of childcare with other
families who have children, % children
no difficulties in are welcomed by
finding childcare at other children at

for families who use for families who use
childcare with other childcare, % children
children, % families are asked to do

are welcomed by tasks appropriate to
other families at their skill/ goals at

short notice their child care their childcare childcare
C—d52% [ 194% | Joa% [CCCTT187%
C—141% [ ]193% [ 192% [C——181%
 — -7 R e— - — - LR —
[ 143% [ ] 98% [ ] 100% [ ] 92%
C39%

[ 156% [ ] 96% | ] 97% [ ] 92%
| — 10 [ ]190% [ ]190% | ] 84%
[ 150% [ ] 94% | ] 94% [ ] 92%
[ 48% | ] 98% | ] 96% [ ] 88%
[ 149% | ]91% | ]93% | ] 88%

Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Overall
overal - [ 731
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 128
3- I 172
4 - 211

5 or older - [ 220

for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, and early childcare, % of childcare, % of the
intervention services children whose children whose

% of their childcare childcare involves  childcare support
are assisted by their them in planning for them to assist their

for families who use
childcare, % of
children whose
childcare helps them
to plan for the future

early intervention their child child

services to know

how to support their

child

I | 73% | | 80% | | 65%
[ 169% | ]175% [ ] 86% [ ] 67%
Cs6% | 172% | ] 79% [T 67%
[ es% [T e% [T 77% [T 62%

[ ] 74% [ 1 77% | ] 85% [ ] 69%
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Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, and early childcare, % of childcare, % of the  childcare, % of
intervention services children whose children whose children whose

% of their childcare childcare involves  childcare support childcare helps them
are assisted by their them in planning for them to assist their to plan for the future
early intervention their child child

services to know

how to support their

child
Gender
Female - [ 201 6% | ] 75% [ ] 79% | ] 68%
Male - [ 528 [ 164% | ] 72% | ] 81% | ] 65%
Disability Type

autism - [ 216 [ le9% | | 73% | | 79% | | 6a%
ooty s [ e [ | o+ [ o

Intellectual disability &
Down Syndrome

-| low count

Other-l low count

sensory - [J] 83 [ e [ ]e7% | | 78% | | 58%

Level of function

High- I 461 [ 165% | 173% | ] 82% [ ] 68%
Medium - [l 177 [ 1e65% [ 170% [ ] 76% | ] 61%
Low - [l 93 C——163% | ] 76% [ ] 82% [ ] 64%
CALD Status
CALD -] 78 [ 145% I T ] 79% | ] 48%
Non-CALD - 650 [ 167% | ] 73% | ] 81% | ] 68%
State/ Territory
NSW - [ 121 C————166% I ] 72% | 173% [ 63%
VIC - I 388 C62% | 1 73% | 1 82% [ ] 64%
QLD - i 151 C———169% I 170% [ ] 82% [ 172%

SA/WA/NT -| low count
TAS -| low count
ACT -| low count
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Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Remoteness

Major Cities -_ 556

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 72

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) | low count
Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000) & - | low count
Remote/Very Remote

-| low count

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 362
Benefit from EI - [ 358

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 387
State - [ 289

Commonwealth - [J] 55

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 196
Plan Managed - [l 119
Self Managed Fully - [N 294
Self Managed Partly - [l 122

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [} 48
$10-15,000 - [ 178
$15-20,000 - [ 289
Over $20,000 - M 216

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - | low count
Capacity Building 0-95% - [ 268
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 422

for families who use for families who use for families who use for families who use

childcare, and early childcare, % of
intervention services children whose
% of their childcare childcare involves

childcare, % of the
children whose
childcare support

childcare, % of
children whose
childcare helps them

are assisted by their them in planning for them to assist their to plan for the future

early intervention their child child
services to know
how to support their

child

— 724 |

R i =

I ] 77% | | 929% [ | 82%
6% | ] 76% [ ] 80% | ] 66%
e [CCTT]69% | | 81% | ] 65%
Cea% | ] 71% [ [78% [CCC163%
6% | 1 75% | 182% [C]167%
[ 1 77% | ] 72% | ] 93% [ ] 72%

6% [C——167%
6% [T 64%

 I— 1L w—
/) 70%

/O 59%

e [ 75% [ 81% [ 66%
[ ] 70% | ] 82% [ ] 90% [ ] 71%
[ ] 74% [ ] 87% [ ] 74%
 — 171% [ 179% [CCC170%
C—65% | ] 74% [ 179% [ 65%
C——65% | ] 72% | ] 83% | ] 60%
C————166% | ] 74% [ ] 81% [ ] 67%
C——65% | ] 72% | ] 80% [ ] 66%
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Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Overall
overal - [ 731
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 128
3- 172
4 -1 211
5 or older - [ 220
Gender
Female - [ 201
Male - NN 528
Disability Type

Autism -- 216
Global Developmental Delay & _- 355
Developmental Delay

Intellectual disability &

Down Syndrome -l low count

Other-l low count

Sensor_\,r-. 83
Level of function
High - I 461
Medium - [l 177
Low -l 93
CALD Status
CALD -] 78

Non-CALD - [N 650 |

for families who use for families who use for families who use

child care, % of
families have no
difficulties finding

childcare, where
applicable, % of
children whose

childcare respect good quality
their cultural childcare
heritage

[ | 96% | | 54%
[ ] 95% [ ] 57%
[ ] 95% [ ] 54%
[ ] 97% [ ] 55%
[ ] 95% | ] 50%
| ] 96% | | 54%
| ] 96% | | 54%
[ | 96% | | 49%
| | 98% | | 56%

| ] 96% [ ] 55%
| ] 96% [ | 52%
| | 94% | | 53%
| 192% | | 36%

] 96% | | 56%

45

childcare, % of the
families have no
difficulties finding
the right person to
take care of their
child

—

5%
T 49%
/T 57%
[ 49%

—
T 52%

5%
— L
0 56%

] 36%
T 55%



Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory
NSW -l 121
VIC - I 388
QLD -l 151
SA/WA/NT -| low count
TAS -| low count
ACT -| low count

Remoteness

wajor Cities - [ N 556 |

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 72

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) | low count
Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000) & - | low count
Remote/Very Remote

-| low count

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 362
Benefit from EI - [ 358

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 387
State - [ 289

Commonwealth - [J] 55

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 196
Plan Managed - [l 119
Self Managed Fully - [N 294
Self Managed Partly - [l 122

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [} 48
$10-15,000 - [ 178
$15-20,000 - [ 289
Over $20,000 - M 216

for families who use for families who use for families who use

child care, % of
families have no
difficulties finding

childcare, where
applicable, % of
children whose

childcare respect good quality
their cultural childcare
heritage
[ ] 98% [ 1 57%
[ ] 96% [ ] 56%
[ ] 96% [ ] 48%

| 96% | | 52%
| | 96% | | 51%
| ] 97% | | 56%
| ] 95% | ] 51%
| ] 98% | 1 51%
| ] 94% | ] 57%
IN— LU —
| — VLR e— .U
[ 9s% [T 50%
[CCe4% [T 56%

" 1100% ] 47%

C57%
| ] 98% | ] 60%
| ] 96% | ] 53%
| ] 93% | ] 49%

46

childcare, % of the
families have no
difficulties finding
the right person to
take care of their
child

/1 49%
=/ 55%
[ 48%

T 55%
T s50%

[s1%
I—
/T 59%

T 54%
0 54%
= 52%
C51%

/5%

O 57%
/0 54%
T 47%



Appendix E.2.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, where child care, % of childcare, % of the
applicable, % of families have no families have no
children whose difficulties finding  difficulties finding
childcare respect good quality the right person to
their cultural childcare take care of their
heritage child

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% -| low count
Capacity Building 0-95% - [N 268 | ] 95% | | 52% [ 53%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 422 | ] 97% | | 54% [ 52%

Appendix E.2.6 - Specialist services
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents for children who for children who
receive specialist receive specialist
services, % of services, % of
children whose children whose

specialist services  services help the

involves the parent/ parent/ carer to plan

carer for the future

for children w

receive specialist

services, % of

children whose
services respect the
family's cultural

heritage

ho for children who

receive specialist

services, % of

children whose
services assist staff
at the child's

daycare/ preschool/
community activities
to support the child

Overall
overal - [ 731 | | 95% | ] 91% | | 8% | ] 61%
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 128 [ 197% [ ] 92% | ] 94% [ ] 43%
3- 172 [ ] 94% | ] 91% [ ] 88% [ ] 52%
4 - 211 [ ] 97% | ] 93% | ] 88% | ] 68%
5 or older - [ 220 [ ] 93% [ ] 90% [ ] 89% [ ] 71%
Gender
Female - [ 201 [ ] 96% | ] 92% | ] 94% | ] 62%
Male - [ 528 | ] 95% | ] 91% | ] 87% | ] 61%
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Appendix E.2.6 - Specialist services
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Disability Type
Autism -- 216
Global Developmental Delay & _
Developmental Delay - 355

Intellectual disability & _
Down Syndrome I 3

Dther-. 46

Sensory -. 83

Level of function
High - [ 461
Medium - [l 177
Low -l 93

Indigenous Status

Indigenous - ] 31

Non-Indigenous - [ NN 619

CALD Status
CALD -] 78

Non-CALD - [N 650

State/ Territory
NSW -l 121
VIC - I 388
QLD -l 151
SA/WA/NT -1 31
TAS -0 27
ACT -| low count

for children who
receive specialist

services, % of

children whose
specialist services
involves the parent/

carer

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services help the
parent/ carer to plan

for the future heritage

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services respect the
family's cultural

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services assist staff
at the child's
daycare/ preschool/
community activities
to support the child

o [ow e [ sos
[ Joee% | ] 9a% | | 90% | ] 66%
[ 100% | 93% | | 90% | | s0%
[ ]100% | | 2% | | 97% | | 53%
[ Joeew | | 92% | | 90% | | 50%

| ] 95% | ] 93% | ] 90% [ ] 62%
| ] 95% | ] 89% | ] 86% | ] 61%
| ] 96% | ] 91% | ] 89% | ] 60%
| ] 96% [ ] 91% | ] 96% | | 57%

[ ] 96% | ] 92% | Jes% [ ]61%
| | 95% | ] 85% | ] 90% | | 52%

| ] 95% | ] 92% | ] 89% | ] 62%
CC—193% | 1 93% [ ]192% | ] 63%
CC—————197% | 1 91% [ ] 88% | ] 62%
C91% 191% [ ]187% [ 60%

C—1100% T 85%
O 100% /1 86%

48

T 8s% [ 50%

] 95% [ ] 50%




Appendix E.2.6 - Specialist services
Baseline indicators for LF - by participant characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Remoteness

Major Cities -_ 556

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 72

Regional (population _I 40
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population _I 27
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000) & - @ 35
Remote/Very Remote

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 362
Benefit from EI - [ 358

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 387
State - [ 289

Commonwealth - [J] 55

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 196
Plan Managed - [l 119
Self Managed Fully - [N 294
Self Managed Partly - [l 122

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [} 48
$10-15,000 - [ 178
$15-20,000 - [ 289
Over $20,000 - M 216

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - ] 41
Capacity Building 0-95% - [ 268
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 422

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
specialist services

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services help the
involves the parent/ parent/ carer to plan

for children who
receive specialist

services, % of

children whose
services respect the
family's cultural

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services assist staff
at the child's

carer for the future heritage daycare/ preschool/
community activities
to support the child

| | 95% | | 92% | | 90% | | 61%

| | 95% | | 88% | | 93% | | 58%

| | 93% | | 93% | Jsow [ ]e0%

[ | 91% | | 91% | | 91% | | 73%

|  se% | L s LU —

[ ] 95% | ] 90% | ] 86% | ] 60%

[ ] 95% [ ] 93% | ] 92% | ] 62%

[ ] 94% | ] 91% | 1950% [ ] 60%

[ ] 97% | ] 91% | ] 89% | ] 60%

[ ]192% | ] 92% | ] 86% | ] 75%

[ ] 96% [ ] 94% [ ] 89% [ ] 60%

[ ] 98% | ] 92% [ ] 86% | ] 62%

[ ] 94% [ ] 90% [ ] 91% [ ] 62%

[ ] 96% [ ] 90% [ ] 87% [ ] 61%

7% [CCC78% [T 78% [T 65%

[ ] 95% [ ] 96% [ ] 91% [ ] 55%

[ ] 96% | ]92% [ ] 88% | ] 66%

[ ] 96% [ ] 89% [ ] 90% [ ] 59%

[ ] 97% | ] 92% [ ] 97% [ ] 38%

[ ] 97% | ] 89% [ ]88% [_____163%

[ ] 94% [ ] 93% | ]89% [C—_—_163%
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Appendix E.3 - Participants from birth to starting school - Longitudinal
indicators from baseline to first review - C1 cohort - aggregate

Appendix E.3.1 - Participant Information

Who does the child currently live with?

94% 94%
80% —|
60%
40%
20% —
2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%
0% — : EaEES  Emeem s |
With parents  With other family With people not Other
members related to
participant (e.g.
foster carers)

I Baseline [T 1st review

14307 responses, 50 missing at baseline/ 1st review

Appendix E.3.2 - Daily living

Most of the time my child manages his/her emotions?

55%
52%
50% —
40% 41%
40%
30%
20% —
8%
10% 59
0% | -,l |
Mot very well Pretty well Very well

I Baseline [T 1st review

330 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

Most of the time my child is able to do everyday task at
homefin the park/at childcare

47% 46%
42% 42%
40% —|
30%
20% —|
11% 12%
10% —
0% T T
Mot very well Pretty well Very well

I Baseline [T 1st review

329 responses, 1 missing at baseline/ 1st review

What type of housing does the child currently live in?

54% 55%
50% B
40% 36% 36%
30%

20% —

10% - 8% 8%
2% 2%

0% —! -
Private home:

owned by
family/carers

Private home: Other
rented from

public authority

Private home:
rented from
private landlord

I Baseline [T 1st review

14121 responses, 236 missing at baseline/ 1st review

Most of the time my child manages the demands of his/her

world?
50% - 49%
4% 439
40% —|
30% —
20%
11%
10% . 8%
0% T T
Mot very well Pretty well Very well

I Baseline [T 1st review

330 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.3.2 - Daily living (continued)

Do you have any concerns about your child's development in the following areas?

100% 94% ﬂh
8% 80% 84% 84% &Ei' 81%
80% 73% o7 [ 76% P 73 7%
61% 64% 59% 60%
60%
40% -
20%
0% — T T T T T
Gross motor Fine motor Self- care Eating/ Feeding  Social inter- Language Cognitive Sensory
skills skills action Communi- development processing
cation

I Baseline [T 1st review

14308 responses, 49 missing at baseline/ 1st review

Appendix E.3.3 - Choice and control

My child is able to tell me what he/she wants

63%
60% 539,
24%
20%
10% 13%
Yes, without Yes, with No
assistance assistance

I Baseline [T 1st review

14145 responses, 212 missing at baseline/ 1st review

Once my child decides to do something he/she takes
action (or indicates the need for assistance to take action)

61%
60% 58%
0,
40% 32% 31%
20%
10% go,
. B
Yes, without Yes, with No
assistance assistance

I Baseline [T 1st review

330 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.3.4 - Relationships

My child gets along with his/her brother(s)/sister(s)

67%
62%
60% |
40% |
20% | 15% 13%
0% - T T
Yes MNo Mo brothers or

sisters

I Baseline [T 1st review

14165 responses, 192 missing at baseline/ 1st review

My child joins me when | complete tasks at home

50% 47% 49%

40% —|

29%
30% - 2% 25% 26%

20%

10%

0% T T
Often Sometimes MNever
I Baseline [T 1st review

14094 responses, 263 missing at baseline/ 1st review

There is enough time each week for all members of my
family to get their needs met

55%

52%

50% 45%

40%

30%

20% —

10%

0% -

Yes MNo
I Baseline [T 1st review

330 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

My child can make friends with people outside the family

43% 44%
40% 39% 37%
30% —|
10% —|
0% - T T
Yes With some people MNo

I Baseline [T 1st review

14146 responses, 211 missing at baseline/ 1st review

My child joins me when | complete tasks outside the home
(e.g. shopping, sport)

) 48%
50% 45%

oy |
40% 340 35%

30% —

200‘{0 - 13%

10%

0% T T
Often Sometimes MNever

I Baseline [T 1st review

14061 responses, 296 missing at baseline/ 1st review

My child fits in with the everyday life of the family

73%

68%

60% —

40% —|

32%
27%

20%

0% T T
Yes MNo

I Baseline [T 1st review

14071 responses, 286 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.3.4 - Relationships (continued)

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

37%
35% po— 34%
30%
30% —| e
20% 17% 19%
14% 14%
10% —|
0% T T
| am not | am a little | am very No siblings
worried worried worried

I Baseline [T 1st review

330 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

Appendix E.3.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Do you use any form of childcare?

62%

60% —

40% —|

20%

0% -

67%

38%

33%

Yes

MNo

How much difficulty did you have in finding good quality

child care?

50% —

40% -

30%

20%

10% —

0% -

Alot

A moderate
amount

A little

54% 54%

MNone

I Baseline [T 1st review

14254 responses, 103 missing at baseline/ 1st review

How much difficulty did you have in finding the right
person to take care of your child?

56%
49%
50% |
40% —|
30%
21% 20%
20% —| 17%
o 13% 15%
10% %
A lot A moderate A little None
amount

I Baseline [T 1st review

121 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

I Baseline [T 1st review

121 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

How much difficulty did you have in finding child care at

short notice?

50%

40%

30%

20% —

10% —

53

51% 5o

26%
22%

14% 1% 12% 13%

Alot

A moderate A little None

amount

I Baseline [T 1st review

121 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review



Appendix E.3.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

Please specify which of the following types of childcare you use

80% —
60%

40% 25% 25%

20% 9% 9% . |:|
3% 3%
0% - [ —— B —— | -ID ;

The child's Another relative Another relative
brother or sister who lives with who doesn't live
you (paid or  with you (paid
unpaid) or unpaid)

89% 91%
3% 3% 3% 3% 1% 1% 2% 2%
[ N — | [ N —— | — — I —
L T T
A friend or A nanny or A nanny or Family day The child goes

neighbour babysitter who  babysitter who care, long day to your (or your
(caring for the is paid to come s paid to care care, any other partner's) work
child either at  to your home  for your child in care at a Child

your home or in their home Care Centre
their home; paid

or unpaid)

I Baseline [T 1st review

6765 responses, 120 missing at baseline/ 1st review

At the child care my child uses: children are welcoming

94% 92%

80% |
60%

40% —
20% ~

6% 8%
0% - , e [ |
Yes No

I Baseline [T 1st review

109 responses, 12 missing at baseline/ 1st review

At the child care my child uses: my child is asked to do
tasks appropriate to his/her skill and goals

89% 92%
80%
60%
40%
20%
o 11% 8%
0% | [ —
Yes MNo

I Baseline [T 1st review

103 responses, 18 missing at baseline/ 1st review

At the child care my child uses: other families are
welcoming

100% 96% g3

80% —
60% —
40% —|

20% |
4% 7%
| ]

0% T T
Yes MNo

I Baseline [T 1st review

82 responses, 39 missing at baseline/ 1st review

At the child care my child uses: they are assisted by my
child's early intervention service to know how to support

my child
71%
60% 53%
47%
40% —|
29%
20% —
0% - T T
Yes MNo

I Baseline [T 1st review

79 responses, 42 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.3.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

The child care involves me in planning for my child

80% 75%
66%

60%

40% —|
25%

20% —

0% -

Yes MNo
I Baseline [T 1st review

121 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

The child care helps me to plan for the future

73%

60%

40% —|
27%

20% —

0% -

Yes MNo
I Baseline [T 1st review

121 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

My child has friends that he/she enjoys playing with

60% 58%

50% 50%

50% —

40% —|

30%

20%

10% —

0% -

Yes MNo

I Baseline [T 1st review

14158 responses, 199 missing at baseline/ 1st review

The child care supports me to assist my child

80%
60%
40% -
20% 15% 17%
0% - : . .
Yes Mo

I Baseline [T 1st review

121 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

The child care respects my cultural heritage

100%

80% —

60% —

40% —|

20%

4%

0% -

0% - T T
Yes MNo
I Baseline [T 1st review

75 responses, 46 missing at baseline/ 1st review

These friends are at (choose all that apply)

2 S

2 52
60% n
40%

3 2

20% 2= £ & £zg

Preschool Playgroup Social or Other Other

family community

gatherings activities

I Baseline [T 1st review

5393 responses, 8964 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.3.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

My child participates in age appropriate community, cultural or religious activities

51%
500‘{0 - 43%
40% —|
30% — 2a%
22%
20% —
12% 13%
10% 3% 3% 5% 5% 7% 7%
oo | mmc B[] -,l |
Afew times aweek  About once a week Once every two  Aboutonce amonth  Less thanoncea Never
weeks month
I Baseline [T 1st review
13707 responses, 650 missing at baseline/ 1st review
At these activities, | think my child is
41% 42%
40%
oy |
30% 259,
22%
20% | 18% 179,
12% qq9,
o,
10% 5% 5%
I I 1% 1%
0% : : -I = ==
Welcomed Actively included Mostly an observer Tolerated Made to feel Is present but not
unwelcome really a part of the

I Baseline [T 1st review

5728 responses, 8629 missing at baseline/ 1st review

1 would like my child to be more involved in community

activities

79%
80% 74%
60% —|
40%

26%
21%
20% —|
0% T T
Yes MNo

I Baseline [T 1st review

14109 responses, 248 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.3.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

The barriers to my child being involved in community activities are (choose all that apply)

84y, 87%
80%
60% |
40% —|
20% 9% 10% 8% 9%
0% -
My child's Other children are Other families are
disability (e.g. not welcoming not welcoming
ability to

communicate)

| am too busy

199 22%

Transport Cost Other

I Baseline [T 1st review

9473 responses, 4884 missing at baseline/ 1st review

Appendix E.3.6 - Specialist services

My child uses specialist services (e.g. speech pathology,
occupational therapy) that assist their learning and
development

86%

80% —

68%

60% —

40% -~

32%

20% 14%

0% -

Yes MNo
I Baseline [T 1st review

14295 responses, 62 missing at baseline/ 1st review

These services involve me

100% 96% 97%

80%
60%
40%

20%

4% 39
0% — B

Yes MNo
I Baseline [T 1st review

206 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

These services help my child gain the skills she/he needs
to participate in everyday life (e.g. go to preschool)

96%
100% 90%

80% —
60% —
40% —|

20% - 10%

N
0% - T T

Yes MNo
I Baseline [T 1st review

9568 responses, 4789 missing at baseline/ 1st review

These services support me to assist my child

80%
60%
40%

20%

0% B =

Yes MNo
I Baseline [T 1st review

9535 responses, 4822 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.3.6 - Specialist services (continued)

These services help me to plan for the future These services respect my cultural heritage
90% 93% 92% 90%
80% —| 80% —
60% —| 60% —
40% | 40% —|
20% - 20% |
0% - 0% -
Yes No Yes No
I Baseline [T 1st review I Baseline [T 1st review
206 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review 206 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 1st review

These services assist staff at my child's day
care/preschool/community activities to support my child

71%

60% —

40% —|

20% |

0% -
Yes MNo

I Baseline [T 1st review
205 responses, 1 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.3.7 - Respondent type

Who responded to the questions?

84% 84%
80% —
60% —
40%
20%
9% 9% 6% 7%
0% | | B =/
The participant's The participant's Other
mother father

I Baseline [T 1st review

14057 responses, 300 missing at baseline/ 1st review
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Appendix E.4 - Participants from birth to starting school - Longitudinal
indicators from baseline to second review - C2 cohort - aggregate

Appendix E.4.1 - Participant Information

Who does the child currently live with? What type of housing does the child currently live in?
s 2=
383 285
— 60% n i
or |
80% 50% R 2 e
60% 40% | CI- )
30%
40% 200;
-
=2 R
20% ~ ®© ®
’ 558 F&8% R£E% 10% Z& 8
0% - - ST w——— ——— |
With parents  With other family With people not Other Private home: Private home: Private home: Other
members related to owned by rented from rented from
participant (e.g. family/carers private landlord  public authority
foster carers)
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review
3049 responses, 15 missing at baseline/ 2nd review 3000 responses, 64 missing at baseline/ 2nd review
2732 responses, 332 missing at 1st review 2685 responses, 379 missing at 1st review

Appendix E.4.2 - Daily living

Most of the time my child manages his/her emotions? Most of the time my child manages the demands of his/her
world?
55%
53%53% 48%
— 50% 1 a5, 47% 2 45%45%
50% 42% ey =
42%
39% 40%
40% | 36%
30% —
30% | ’
20% 20%7 13%
10% 8% 9% 10% 8% gop
0% — | ._Dl 0% — |
Mot very well Pretty well Very well Mot very well Pretty well Very well
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review
64 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review 64 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review
64 responses, 0 missing at 1st review 64 responses, 0 missing at 1st review

Most of the time my child is able to do everyday task at
homefin the park/at childcare

53%

s0% - 47% 48% [ 47%

41% 42% [
40% - wm i
30% —
20%

11%
10% — 59 6% D
0% - -
Mot very well Pretty well Very well

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

64 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

64 responses, 0 missing at 1st review
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Appendix E.4.2 - Daily living (continued)

Do you have any concerns about your child's development in the following areas?

2 ==
= i in
0, 2 = £ B & @ o
100% <X =23 259 -1 < =B < ¥
2 2= RS R = © BR = 2o R
80% ] S ~ = Bé Bé ~ =
)
60%
40%
20%
0% — 1 1 1
Gross motor Fine motor Self- care Eating/ Feeding  Social inter- Language Cognitive Sensory
skills skills action Communi- development processing
cation

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

3052 responses, 12 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

2731 responses, 333 missing at 1st review

Appendix E.4.3 - Choice and control

My child is able to tell me what he/she wants

Once my child decides to do something he/she takes

action (or indicates the need for assistance to take action)

8%

61%54% 70%gg0,
60% ] . 159%
47% 46% 60%
40%
30% 40% —| 31%30%
21% 22%

20% —| 15% 20%

6% 9%

0% 0%
Yes, without Yes, with No Yes, without Yes, with
assistance assistance assistance assistance

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

3003 responses, 61 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

2690 responses, 374 missing at 1st review

61

64 responses, 0 missing at 1st review

.S%D

MNo

11%

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

64 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review



Appendix E.4.4 - Relationships

My child gets along with his/her brother(s)/sister(s) My child can make friends with people outside the family
66% T 42%45% 42%
62% e [ | 38% = |
60% 40% 37% 4%
30% —
40% 20%21%21%
or |
26%22% 20%
20% - 18%
o 12%12%11% 10%
0% - - 0% -
Yes No Mo brothers or Yes With some people MNo
sisters
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review
3017 responses, 47 missing at baseline/ 2nd review 3008 responses, 56 missing at baseline/ 2nd review
2702 responses, 362 missing at 1st review 2699 responses, 365 missing at 1st review
My child joins me when | complete tasks at home My child joins me when | complete tasks outside the home

(e.g. shopping, sport)

51% 46%
50% — 47% 9% 41%4215, —
43% 40% 38% "7 ""379
40% —
31%
30% —
28%
30%
o 26% 26% 26% 23% 2 1%19%
or |
20% 20% 17%
100‘,1’ 1001"1)
0% - 0% - -
Often Sometimes Never Often Sometimes Never
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review
2999 responses, 65 missing at baseline/ 2nd review 2986 responses, 78 missing at baseline/ 2nd review
2689 responses, 375 missing at 1st review 2678 responses, 386 missing at 1st review
There is enough time each week for all members of my My child fits in with the everyday life of the family
family to get their needs met
63%
80% 75% 76%
60% — 55% 69% p——
—1 50% 50%
45% 60%
40% 38%
40% 31%
25%  24%
20%
20% —
0% — 1 ] 0% — 1 ]
Yes No Yes No
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review
64 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review 2961 responses, 103 missing at baseline/ 2nd review
64 responses, 0 missing at 1st review 2649 responses, 415 missing at 1st review
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Appendix E.4.4 - Relationships (continued)

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

g 5 .
Z o2 O @
-] R oK S
= & & 1)
30% | ] o~ N2 =
a
(']
20% s 8
(] E =
3
10% |
0% 1 1
| am not | am a little | am very No siblings
waorried waorried waorried

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

64 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

64 responses, 0 missing at 1st review

Appendix E.4.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Do you use any form of childcare? My child has friends that he/she enjoys playing with
69% 69%
— p— 60% 559 58%
51% p=——
_ 49%
60% 55% 50% —| — 45%
5% 42%
40%
40%
3% 31% 30% |
o,
20% —| 20%
10% —
0% - 1 ] 0% - 1 ]
Yes No Yes No
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review
3039 responses, 25 missing at baseline/ 2nd review 3009 responses, 55 missing at baseline/ 2nd review
2720 responses, 344 missing at 1st review 2692 responses, 372 missing at 1st review

Please specify which of the following types of childcare you use

= =2
285
80%
60%
40“3’:— g g =
% B8 28 l[||:| SEE £83F 5454 554
0% — — — -|:|= [ — == —] [— ] —1—1 — — — — ——

T T
The child's  Another relative Another relative A friend or A nanny or A nanny or Family day The child goes
brother or sister who lives with who doesn't live neighbour babysitter who  babysitter who care, long day to your (or your
you (paid or  with you (paid (caring for the s paid to come is paid to care care, any other partner's) work

unpaid) or unpaid) child either at  to your home  for your child in care at a Child
your home or in their home Care Centre
their home; paid
or unpaid)

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

904 responses, 12 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

813 responses, 25 missing at 1st review
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Appendix E.4.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

These friends are at (choose all that apply)

1 would like my child to be more involved in community

activities
=2
§ § 3R 81% 82%
< 80% — 7 —
60% - a
= 60%
)
A40% —
§ A £ 40% 25%
il =F¥h [T
20% —| = o - fa] o = 20% . 19%  18%
Preschool Playgroup Social or Other Other Yes No
family community
gatherings activities

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

1034 responses, 2030 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

924 responses, 2140 missing at 1st review

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

3001 responses, 63 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

2688 responses, 376 missing at 1st review

My child participates in age appropriate community, cultural or religious activities

47% 450, 46%
40%
30% 27% 26%,
%
oy |
20% 14% 14% 14%
10% 7% 7% 7%
' 4% 39, 3% 5% 5% 4
Afew times aweek  About once a week Once every two  Aboutonce amonth  Less thanoncea Never
weeks month
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review
2932 responses, 132 missing at baseline/ 2nd review
2632 responses, 432 missing at 1st review
At these activities, | think my child is
a3 5% B0
40% —|
30% 25% 25%
22%
20% - 18% o 16% 13%
11% 10%
oy |
10% 4% 39, 4%
1% 1% g9
0% -
Welcomed Actively included Mostly an observer Tolerated Made to feel Is present but not
unwelcome really a part of the

group
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

1109 responses, 1955 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

981 responses, 2083 missing at 1st review
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Appendix E.4.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

The barriers to my child being involved in community activities are (choose all that apply)

84%,86%59%
80% —|
60% —|
40%
20% —| 7% 8% 10% 7% 8% 10%
0%
My child's Other children are Other families are
disability (e.g. not welcoming not welcoming
ability to

communicate)

20%2,4%26%

| am too busy

289;,31%33%

12%13%13% 14%16%16%

Transport Cost Other

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

1961 responses, 1103 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

1738 responses, 1326 missing at 1st review

Appendix E.4.6 - Specialist services

My child uses specialist services (e.g. speech pathology,
occupational therapy) that assist their learning and
development

100% 919, 6%

80% — 74%
60% —|

oL
40% 26%
20% |

% 4%
0% - -
Yes MNo

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

3044 responses, 20 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

2723 responses, 341 missing at 1st review

These services involve me

98% 98%
100% — 91%
80%
60% —|
40% —
oL
20% 9%
2% 2%
0% — , —_—L
Yes MNo

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

44 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

42 responses, 0 missing at 1st review

These services help my child gain the skills she/he needs
to participate in everyday life (e.g. go to preschool)

100% 939, 7% 98%
80% -
60% —
40% |
20% -
% 30 a0
0% — , e |
Yes No

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

2208 responses, 856 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

1968 responses, 1096 missing at 1st review

These services support me to assist my child

100% 939, 7% 98%
80% -
60% |
40% -
20% |
% 30 g
0% - , | P
Yes Mo

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

2203 responses, 861 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

1965 responses, 1099 missing at 1st review
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Appendix E.4.6 - Specialist services (continued)

These services help me to plan for the future These services respect my cultural heritage
100% 95% 100% 95%
’ 89% 90% ’ 93% 88%
80% — 80% —
60% — 60% —
40% | 40% —
20% 1% 10% 20% 12%
5% 5% 7%
0% , Bl= | . , mmel]
Yes No Yes No
I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review
44 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review 43 responses, 1 missing at baseline/ 2nd review
42 responses, 0 missing at 1st review 41 responses, 1 missing at 1st review

These services assist staff at my child's day
care/preschoollicommunity activities to support my child

. 80%
80% 71%
60% 55%
45%
0,
40% 20%
20%
20%
0% 1 1
Yes No

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

44 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

42 responses, 0 missing at 1st review
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Appendix E.4.7 - Respondent type

Who responded to the questions?

80%

60% —

40% —|

20% —

0% -

84% 84% 86%
8% 8% 8% 8% 7% 6%
, BOO EOod |
The participant's The participant's Other
mother father

I Baseline [ 1st review [ 2nd review

2981 responses, 83 missing at baseline/ 2nd review

2667 responses, 397 missing at 1st review
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Appendix E.5 - Participants from birth to starting school - Longitudinal
indicators from baseline to third review - C3 cohort - aggregate

Appendix E.5.1 - Participant Information

Who does the child currently live with?

2=
=N
80%
60%
A40% —
% —| =22
20% SEE% R888  A88E
0% - ! mESE 2 =008 |
With parents  With other family With people not Other
members related to
participant (e.g.
foster carers)
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review

ASX] 3rd review

387 responses, 5 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
336 responses, 56 missing at 1st review
289 responses, 103 missing at 2nd review

Appendix E.5.2 - Daily living

What type of housing does the child currently live in?

=538
60% |
40%
20%
0%

Other

Private home:
owned by
family/carers

Private home:
rented from
public authority

Private home:
rented from
private landlord

I Baseline
ASX] 3rd review

380 responses, 12 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
330 responses, 62 missing at 1st review
286 responses, 106 missing at 2nd review

[ st review [ 2nd review

Do you have any concerns about your child's development in the following areas?

. £ < g5B%
100% gess $§§§ gii aEE.E.E o §§ BEBE*
% — hﬂ'.ﬁ:-r- c'hh ©Q R *h rtr‘o?"
80% - R § 2 § b2 5 58 § § 53 § g \
~ W 0N BN ww BN WY wih alk
o MIN WY WO WM W RO N [
~ W MY B N MY N R
oo \ \ \ N \ ) \ N
Gross motor Fine motor Self-care Eating/ Feeding Social Language Cognitive Sensory
skills skills interaction  Communication development processing

I Baseline [ 1streview [ 2nd review [KRNN] 3rd review

392 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
340 responses, 52 missing at 1st review
293 responses, 99 missing at 2nd review
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Appendix E.5.3 - Choice and control

My child is able to tell me what he/she wants

Sl
253 =
60% — ol b
g g
40% L
g
20% § g
o -
g &
Yes, without Yes, with No
assistance assistance
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
ASX] 3rd review

389 responses, 3 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
337 responses, 55 missing at 1st review
291 responses, 101 missing at 2nd review

Appendix E.5.4 - Relationships

My child gets along with his/her brother(s)/sister(s)

= =
ggﬂﬁ
]
60% |
0 =
40% Raé**
= = 2
20% e 2 -
™ @ o

Yes MNo Mo brothers or
sisters
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review

ASX] 3rd review

390 responses, 2 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
338 responses, 54 missing at 1st review
291 responses, 101 missing at 2nd review

My child joins me when | complete tasks at home

My child can make friends with people outside the family

=
§ B

38%
42%
39%

35%

Yes With some people MNo
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
ASX] 3rd review

387 responses, 5 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
335 responses, 57 missing at 1st review
289 responses, 103 missing at 2nd review

My child joins me when | complete tasks outside the home
(e.g. shopping, sport)

£8%
50% < L N
P~ ] BE
0% o2 RE ) § “
BRR5 N S
30% § B RS
™™
20% —| s
10% - §
0% - N\
Often Sometimes MNever
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
ASX] 3rd review

386 responses, 6 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
334 responses, 58 missing at 1st review
287 responses, 105 missing at 2nd review

=
© = R
S8 ER
Q =f o =
hl El I
40% | 8 §
30% | § f ©
N S ® s
20% § b g
10% | s
0% - N
Often Sometimes MNever
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
ASX] 3rd review

384 responses, 8 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
332 responses, 60 missing at 1st review
287 responses, 105 missing at 2nd review
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Appendix E.5.4 - Relationships (continued)

My child fits in with the everyday life of the family

o, 77% 78% 77%
80% 70%
60%

or |
40% 30%

23% 229;, 23%
20%
0% - .
Yes MNo

I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
ASX] 3rd review

391 responses, 1 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
339 responses, 53 missing at 1st review
292 responses, 100 missing at 2nd review

Appendix E.5.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Do you use any form of childcare? My child has friends that he/she enjoys playing with
68% 63% 63% 66%
60% Sﬂh 60% — 549, 56% 54%
a6% [ ] [] 26% 440,
40%
| 37% 37% A0% N
40% 3% b 34% %
20% 20% %
0% - . 0% - . - §
Yes No Yes No
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
ASX] 3rd review ASX] 3rd review
392 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 3rd review 392 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
340 responses, 52 missing at 1st review 340 responses, 52 missing at 1st review
293 responses, 99 missing at 2nd review 293 responses, 99 missing at 2nd review
These friends are at (choose all that apply) 1 would like my child to be more involved in community
activities
=
e
shol 789, 82%
80% ar~ 80% - 69%
= 60%
60% - EEE 60% —|
40% g°N 2. N pdi
0 | ] oL == 40% —| 31%
ES NSRS =X¥e =UYTS
in ar~ B NaR 22%
20%- - Tere & 20% | 18%

Preschool Playgroup Social or Other Other

family community Yes No
gatherings activities
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
ASX] 3rd review ASX] 3rd review
98 responses, 294 missing at baseline/ 3rd review 392 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
83 responses, 309 missing at 1st review 340 responses, 52 missing at 1st review
75 responses, 317 missing at 2nd review 293 responses, 99 missing at 2nd review
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Appendix E.5.5 - Social, community and civic participation (continued)

My child participates in age appropriate community, cultural or religious activities

§5%

40% | bl 1NN
° £ 58 \
30% - §N §
0%l T L5 5 §
1 Fgen N

2 R

10% F’-E-ﬁiﬁ 52858 > 5 % =2 E
N

Afew times aweek  About once a week Once every two  Aboutonce amonth  Less thanoncea Never
weeks month

I Baseline [ 1streview [ 2nd review [KRNN] 3rd review

371 responses, 21 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
319 responses, 73 missing at 1st review
279 responses, 113 missing at 2nd review

At these activities, | think my child is

288 s
50%  § M §
40% N
30% | § = f N e
N L 2 o=
20% \ X s = 8
10% — § — = - ES - §
) N EEsR £Rfg
0% =
Welcomed Actively included Mostly an observer Tolerated Made to feel Is present but not
unwelcome really a part of the
group

I Baseline [ 1streview [ 2nd review [KRNN] 3rd review

135 responses, 257 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
117 responses, 275 missing at 1st review
94 responses, 298 missing at 2nd review

The barriers to my child being involved in community activities are (choose all that apply)

=R
£5383
w
80% |
60% — =
=
| S 2E8%8 SR
., 228 ceg B8RR s8¢ IRAS RRAR
20% 25E° SR Al
My child's Other children are Other families are | am too busy Transport Cost Other
disability (e.g. not welcoming not welcoming
ability to

communicate)

I Baseline [ 1streview [ 2nd review [KRNN] 3rd review

193 responses, 199 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
157 responses, 235 missing at 1st review
137 responses, 255 missing at 2nd review
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Appendix E.5.6 - Specialist services

My child uses specialist services (e.g. speech pathology,
occupational therapy) that assist their learning and
development

100% o, 6% 96%
80% 2%
60%
40%
20% -
0% — .
Yes
I Baseline
ASX] 3rd review

28%

% 4% 4%

MNo

[ st review [ 2nd review

392 responses, 0 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
340 responses, 52 missing at 1st review
293 responses, 99 missing at 2nd review

These services support me to assist my child

99% 98% 99%

14%

100% p—
86%
80% |
60%
40% —|
20%
0% - T
Yes
I Baseline
ASX] 3rd review

272 responses, 120 missing at baseline/ 3rd review

.1% 2% 1%

MNo

[ st review [ 2nd review

232 responses, 160 missing at 1st review
210 responses, 182 missing at 2nd review

These services help my child gain the skills she/he needs
to participate in everyday life (e.g. go to preschool)

96% 98% 99%
100% 86% r—1 1
80%
60%
40%
20%
0% |
Yes
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
ASX] 3rd review

272 responses, 120 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
232 responses, 160 missing at 1st review
210 responses, 182 missing at 2nd review
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Appendix E.5.7 - Respondent type

Who responded to the questions?

S2s5
g 3 o w
80% — s
60% —| s
40% —| §
20% § = EE ﬁ =
’ § 535358 g
0% LN moos BO08 |
The participant's The participant's Other
mother father
I Baseline [T 1streview [ 2nd review
AN 3rd review

382 responses, 10 missing at baseline/ 3rd review
330 responses, 62 missing at 1st review
285 responses, 107 missing at 2nd review
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Appendix E.6 - Participants from birth to starting school - Change in
longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review - C1 cohort - by

participant characteristics

Appendix E.6.1 - Participant Information
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

% of children who
live with parents

Overall
overal - [ 14357 | 0%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 4311 | 0%
3- I 5244 | 0%
4- I 4243 | 0%
5 or older - || 559 | 0%
Gender
Female - [l 4259 | 0%
Male - [ 9940 | 0%
Disability Type
Autism - [ 3953 | 0%
Cerebral Palsy - | 558 1 1%
Developmental delay - [l 5065 | 0%
Down Syndrome - | 379 -1% 1
Global developmental delay - [l 1551 | 0%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1270 | 0%
Intellectual Disability - J| 582 | 0%
Other - | 64 -3% 1
Other Meurological - | 203 | 0%
Other Sensory/Speech - || 389 11%
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Gther Physical ~ 1 218 | 0%
Visual Impairment - | 125 12%

Level of function

High - [ 9318 | 0%

Medium - [l 3314 | 0%
Low - [} 1725 | 0%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - [] 945 -1% |

Non-Indigenous - [ 10808 0% |

% of children who
live in a private
home owned or
rented from private
landlord

0%

0% |
0% |
0% |
1% |

| 0%
| 0%

| 0%
| 0%
| 0%
11%
11%
| 0%
1 1%
0 2%
11%
| 0%
11%
11%

| 0%
| 0%
| 0%

| 1%
| 0%



Appendix E.6.1 - Participant Information
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children who
live with parents live in a private
home owned or
rented from private

landlord
CALD Status
CALD -] 1309 | 1% | 0%
Non-CALD - [ 12941 | 0% | 0%
State/ Territory
NSW - I 5786 1 0% 1 0%
VIC - I 4381 1 0% 1 0%
QLD - mm 2189 | 0% | 0%
WA -1 389 11% 11%
SA- 01016 -1% 1 11%
TAS - 1147 11% -1% 1
ACT - 1325 12% | 0%
NT-1124 11% 0 4%
Remoteness
major Cities - [N 9665 | 0% | 0%
Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 1723 | 0% | 0%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) I 1230 I 1% | 0%
Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 621 1% I I 2%
Regional (population _
less than 5000) I 976 | 0% -1% I
Remote/Very Remaote - I 140 | 0% I 1%
Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [l 6082 | 0% | 0%
Benefit from EI - [ 8245 | 0% | 0%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 9335 | 0% | 0%
State - [l 3991 | 0% | 0%
Commonwealth - ] 1031 | 1% | 0%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 6934 | 0% | 0%
Plan Managed - [l] 1346 | 0% | 0%
Self Managed Fully - [l 3730 | 0% | 0%
Self Managed Partly - [l 2346 | 0% | 0%
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Appendix E.6.1 - Participant Information

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who
live with parents

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 1783 | 0%
$10-15,000 - M 5275 | 0%
$15-20,000 - [N 4551 | 0%
$20-30,000 - | 1710 -1% |
Over $30,000 - | 1038 | 1%
Plan cost allocation

Capital 5-100% - | 1162 | 1%

Capacity Building 0-75% - || 599 | 0%

Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 2443 | 0%

Capacity Building 95-100% - [ 10152 | 0%

Plan utilisation

below 20% -l 1161 | 0%
20 - 40% - 1832 | 0%
40 - 60% - [l 2986 | 0%
60 - 80% - Il 3622 | 0%

80% and over - I 4756 | 0%

Appendix E.6.2 - Daily living

% of children who
live in a private
home owned or
rented from private
landlord

11%
| 0%
| 0%
| 0%
| 0%

| 0%
| 1%
| 0%
| 0%

| 0%
| 0%
| 0%
| 0%
| 0%

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents % of parents/ carers % of children who
with concerns in 6

or more areas

Overall

overal - [ 14357 [] 6%

Age Group

2 or younger - [l 4311 8%

3-El 244  [6%
4 - 4243 0 3%
5 or older -] 559 0 4%

76

use specialist
services

[ ]18%

1 21%
1 18%
1 15%
O 1%

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say that
specialist services
help their child gain
skills she/ he needs
to participate in
everyday life

[ 6%

0 7%
0 5%
0 5%
0 3%

who say that
specialist services
support them in
assisting their child

[ 4%

05%
0 4%
0 4%
0 3%



Appendix E.6.2 - Daily living

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Gender

Female - [l 4259

Male - [ 9940

Disability Type

Autism - [l 3953

Cerebral Palsy - ] 558

Developmental delay - [ 5065

Down Syndrome -] 379
Global developmental delay - [ll 1551
Hearing Impairment - [l 1270
Intellectual Disability - [| 582
Other -| 64
Other Neurological - | 203

Other Sensory/Speech -[| 389
Spinal Cord Injury / _

Other Physical 1218

Visual Impairment -| 125

Level of function

High - [ 9318
Medium - [l 3314

Low - [} 1725

Indigenous Status

Indigenous - | 945

Non-Indigenous - [ 10808

CALD Status
CALD -] 1309

Non-CALD - [ 12941

State/ Territory

NSW - I 5786
VIC - [ 4381
QLD - 2189

WA -1 389
SA-0 1016

TAS -1147

ACT -1 325
NT -1124

% of parents/ carers % of children who
with concernsin 6  use specialist

or more areas services
0 7% ]18%
[ 5% []18%
0 3% 1 14%
0 3% 0 4%
O7% 1 23%
O 12% O 10%

0 5% —117%
07% [ 24%
08% 1 14%

| 0% O 9%

0 6% 12%
O 8% —117%
0O 9% O 12%
0 8% 0 11%
0 7% ] 19%
0 4% 1 15%
2% 1 15%
[ % ] 21%
[0 6% []18%
[ % ] 21%
[0 6% J17%
0 4% 3 15%
0 7% —117%
O 5% 1 23%
O8% 3 15%
O 10% 1 16%
03% 12%
11% /1 34%
O 6% —121%
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% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say that who say that
specialist services  specialist services
help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in

everyday life

0 5% 0 4%
[0 6% [ 5%
05% 0 4%
0 4% 0 3%
0 6% 0 5%
0 4% 2%
0O7% 0 5%
0 5% 0 4%
0 5% 0 5%
0 6% 0 8%
0 5% 11%
O 6% O 6%
0O7% 0 5%
0 3% 0 3%
5% 0 4%
0s6% 0 5%
O 7% 0 5%
[ % [ %
[0 6% 0 4%
0 7% 0 5%
[ 5% 0 4%
O 5% 0 4%
O 5% O 5%
O 5% 0 4%
O %% O8%
O %% O 7%
O 6% O 6%
O 5% 2%
O 5% O 1%



Appendix E.6.2 - Daily living

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers % of children who

with concerns in 6

or more areas

Remoteness

major Cities - [ NN 9665 [] 6%

st o so000, - M 1723 [ 5%
betweeaeﬁii%%%l ;%{{)jp;{g%t{i)%r; -l 1230 [ 6%
R 1 [ow
L LU P

Remote/Very Remate -I 140 [I 5%

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [l 6082 [] 5%
Benefit from EI - [ 8245 [] 6%

Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 9335 [] 6%
State - [l 3991 [ 5%
Commonwealth - ] 1031 [ 2%

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 6934 []6%

Plan Managed - [l] 1346 0 7%
Self Managed Fully - [l 3730 0 5%
Self Managed Partly - [l 2346 0 4%

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1783 O 9%
$10-15,000 - N 5275 O 7%
$15-20,000 - N 4551 0 4%

$20-30,000 - 1710 0 4%
Over $30,000 -l 1038 | 1%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 1162 0 3%
Capacity Building 0-75% - || 599 06%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 2443 0 4%

Capacity Building 95-100% - [ 10152 [J 6%
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use specialist
services

[ 16%
2%
[C]17%
[C]21%
] 17%
] 17%

] 12%
[ 22%

[ 23%
0 8%
0 4%

1 21%
1 20%
1 12%
1 15%

1 22%
[ 19%
1 18%
1 14%

O 9%

0 7%

1 16%
1 18%
1 19%

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say that
specialist services
help their child gain
skills she/ he needs
to participate in
everyday life

[ 6%

[ 5%

[ 6%
[l 4%

[3%

[ 6%

0 4%

0 7%

0 7%
0 3%
0 5%

0 5%
0 6%
0 5%
0 6%

0 5%
0 5%
0 6%
0 5%
0 6%

0 5%
0 5%
0 5%
0 6%

who say that
specialist services
support them in
assisting their child

0 5%
[l 4%
[ 5%
[l 4%

[ 2%

0 1%

0 4%
[ 5%

5%
0 3%
0 4%

0 4%
0 6%
0 4%
0 5%

0 4%
0 4%
0 5%
0 4%
05%

0 4%
0 5%
0 5%
0 4%



Appendix E.6.2 - Daily living

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan utilisation
below 20% -l 1161
20-40% -l 1832
40 - 60% - [l 2986
60 - 80% - M 3622
80% and over - I 4756

Appendix E.6.2 - Daily living

% of parents/ carers % of children who
with concernsin 6  use specialist

or more areas services

3% O 9%

0 4% 1 20%
0 4% 121%
0 6% 1 18%
0 7% 117%

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say that who say that
specialist services  specialist services
help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in

everyday life

2% 2%
0 6% 0 4%
0 5% 0 4%
0 6% 0 5%
0 6% 0 5%

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

% the children who
manage his/ her
emotions most of

% of the children
who manage the
demands of his/ her

the time world most of the
time
Overall
overal - [N 330 [] 4% -4% ||
Age Group
2 oryounger - [l 39 [l 5% -8% ]
3- 51 -4% [] [ 6%
4orolder - [ 240 [l 5% -5% []
Gender
Female - [l 85 [ 12% 7% 1
Male - [ 241 | 0% -3% ]
Disability Type
autism- [ 69 -3% | -9%[]
Global Developmental Delay & _
Developmental Delay - 186 l 3% -3% I
Hearing/ _
Visual Impairment I 23 -4% [l -17% D
oter- [ 41 [ 27% [ 5%
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% of the children

who are able to do

everyday tasks at
home/ in the park/ at
childcare most of

the time

[l 5%

-3% [
0 8%
0 6%

0 7%
0 5%

[ 9%

[ 2
[l 5%

[ 12%



Appendix E.6.2 - Daily living
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % the children whe % of the children % of the children
manage his/ her who manage the who are able to do
emotions most of demands of his/ her everyday tasks at
the time world most of the home/ in the park/ at

time childcare most of
the time
Level of function
High- [ 237 [l 6% -3% | 0 8%
Medium - [l 60 2% -3% || 5% 0
Low- [J22 -9% [ -14% [] [ 14%
CALD Status
cAD- 37 -11% ] -11% ] -11% ]
Non-CALD - [ 285 [l 4% -2% | 8%
State/ Territory
NSwW/ACT - [l 85 7% 1 1% | -5% ]
viC - [ 149 0 6% -3% [ 0 9%
SAWANT/TAS - [ 96 0 9% -7% ] 0 9%
Remoteness

wajor Cities - [ 215 | 0% 7% ] | 3%

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) l 45 I] 4% I 2% I:l 7%
Regional (population

tess than 50000) & - [JJJ] 70 [] 6% | 3% []13%

Remote/Very Remote

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met- [l 111 -5% ] -14% [] 0 3%
Benefitfrom El- [ 219 0 8% | 1% 0 7%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 231 0 8% -1% | 0 7%
Commonwealth/State - [l 99 7% ] -10% ] | 1%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [ 188 0 7% 5% ] 0O 8%
Plan Managed - [} 32 3% -9% [] 0 9%
Self Managed - [l 101 -1% | -3% | 1%
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Appendix E.6.2 - Daily living
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % the children whe % of the children % of the children
manage his/ her who manage the who are able to do
emotions most of demands of his/ her everyday tasks at
the time world most of the home/ in the park/ at

time childcare most of
the time

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 66 2% | 0% | -2% |
$10-15,000 - [N 135 0 4% -1% | 3%
Over $15,000- [ 129 06% -9% [ O 12%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - ] 22 [ 14% -5% 1 | 0%
Capacity Building 0-90% - ] 25 C132% -16% [ C133%
Capacity Building >90% - [ 280 | 1% -3% || 0 4%
Plan utilisation
below 40% - [l 78 0 10% -1% | -1% |
40-60% - [ 69 -1% | 6% 1 0 4%
60% and over - [ 183 [ 3% -4% || 0 9%

Appendix E.6.3 - Choice and control
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

Overall
overal - [ 14357 [] 13%
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 4311 1 22%
3-Els244 [ 13%
i-El 243 O7%
5 or older -] 559 3%
Gender

Female - [l 4259 ] 14%

Male - [ 9940 [] 13%
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Appendix E.6.3 - Choice and control
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

Disability Type
Autism - [l 3953 1 14%
Cerebral Palsy - ] 558 12%
Developmental delay - [ 5065 13%
Down Syndrome -] 379 1 14%
Global developmental delay - [ll 1551 1 13%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1270 C117%
Intellectual Disability - | 582 1 16%
Other -| 64 1 16%
Other Meurological -] 203 9%
Other Sensory/Speech -[| 389 O 8%
eeacosn 28 1%
Visual Impairment -| 125 1 12%

Level of function

High - I 9318 [] 13%

Medium - [l 3314 1 14%
Low - [} 1725 [ 16%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 945 O 1%

Non-Indigenous - [ 10808 [] 14%

CALD Status
CALD -] 1309 C117%

Non-CALD - [ 12941 [] 13%

State/ Territory

NSW - I 5786 [ 14%
VIC - [ 4381 O 1%

QLD - 2189 1 16%
WA -1 389 O 10%
SA-0 1016 1 13%
TAS -1147 1 14%

ACT -1 325 1 13%
NT -1124 / 21%
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Appendix E.6.3 - Choice and control
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

Remoteness

major Cities - [ N 9665 [ 14%

e P [
et S o Do
Lol R R

g fore [ 1o

Remote/Very Remate -I 140 D 10%

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [l 6082 [] 12%
Benefit from El - [N 8245 [] 15%

Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 9335 [] 15%
State - [l 3991 [ 10%
Commonwealth - ] 1031 ] 13%

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 6934 [ 13%

Plan Managed - [l] 1346 [ 14%
Self Managed Fully - [l 3730 ] 15%
Self Managed Partly - [l 2346 1 13%

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1783 O 1%
$10-15,000 - N 5275 ] 12%
$15-20,000 - N 4551 1 15%

$20-30,000 - 1710 1 14%
Over $30,000 -l 1038 117%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 1162 12%
Capacity Building 0-75% - || 599 [ 10%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 2443 [ 14%

Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 10152 [ 14%
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Appendix E.6.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan utilisation
below 20% -l 1161
20-40% -l 1832
40 - 60% - [l 2986
60 - 80% - M 3622
80% and over - I 4756

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

[ 10%
1 13%
1 13%
1 14%
[ 14%

Appendix E.6.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

% of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do
something

Overall
overal - [N 330 | 2%
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 39 3% [
3- 51 | 2%
4 or older - [ 240 I 2%
Gender
Female - [l 85 0 5%
Male - NN 241 | 0%
Disability Type

Autism - . 69

Global Developmental Delay & _ - 186
Developmental Delay

Hearing/ _ I
Visual Impairment 23

Other - l 41

[l 4%

| 3%

-9%[]

7% (]
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Appendix E.6.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Level of function
High - [ 237
Medium - [l 60
Low -] 22

CALD Status
cAaD- B 37

Non-CALD - | 285

State/ Territory
NSW/ACT - [l 85
viC - [ 149
SAWANT/TAS - [ 96
Remoteness

Major Cities -- 215

W
Regional (population
less than 50000) & - 70
Remote/Very Remote

Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 111
Benefit from EI - [ 219

Scheme Entry Type

New - N 231

Commonwealth/State - [ 99

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [N 188
Plan Managed - [} 32
Self Managed - [ 101

% of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do
something

| 0%
05%
| 0%

-8% ]
1 2%

-4% |
[ 4%
| 2%

| 0%

] #%

[] &%

I 2%
| 1%

| 0%
0 4%

3%
| 0%
| 0%
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Appendix E.6.3 - Choice and control
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [l 66
$10-15,000 - [ 135
Over $15,000 - [ 129

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [] 22
Capacity Building 0-90% - [} 25
Capacity Building >90% - | NN 280

Plan utilisation
below 40% - [l 78
40-60% - [ 69
60% and over - [ 183

Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships

% of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do
something

[ 6%
| 1%
-1% |

0 9%
-a% [|
| 1%

-4% |
[ 4%
[ 3%

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

% of children who
get along with his/
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when

% of children who
can make friends

(s) the family
at home
Overall
overal - [ 14357 | 3% [ 7% 3%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 4311 1 2% O 8% 0 6%
3- 5244 3% 0 6% 3%
A- I 2243 3% O 7% I 2%
5 or older - || 559 2% 0 4% -1% |
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% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say their child who say their child

joins them when

they complete tasks they complete tasks

outside the home

3%

0 4%
03%
1 2%
11%



Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
get along with his/ can make friends who say their child who say their child
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when joins them when
(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks

at home outside the home
Gender
Female - [l 4259 I 2% 0 7% 0 4% 3%
Male - [ 9940 [] 3% 0 7% 0l 3% 0l 3%
Disability Type
Autism - [ 3953 0 5% 0 8% 0 4% 0 4%
Cerebral Palsy - [] 558 1 0% 03% 0 6% 03%
Developmental delay - [l 5065 02% 0 7% 12% 12%
Down Syndrome - | 379 12% O 9% O 7% O 5%
Global developmental delay - [l 1551 03% 1 3% 0 3% 0 4%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1270 11% 0O 1% 0 4% 3%
Intellectual Disability - | 582 | 0% 0 6% 0 5% 12%
Other - | 64 1 0% 0O 1% 0 10% 8%
Other Meurological - | 203 11% -1% 1 0 5% 11%
Other Sensory/Speech - [| 389 0 4% O 7% -1% | 11%
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1218 11% 6% 3% 03%
Visual Impairment - | 125 03% 0 5% 0 6% 12%
Level of function
High - I 9318 [ 2% [ 6% 3% [ 2%
Medium - [l 3314 0 4% [ 8% 0 4% 0 4%
Low - [} 1725 [ 6% O 7% [ 5% 0 4%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 945 3% 0 5% 3% | 1%
Non-Indigenous - [ 10808 [] 3% 0 7% 0l 3% 0l 3%
CALD Status
CALD -] 1309 0 5% O 9% 0 5% 0 4%
Non-CALD - [ 12941 [] 3% 0 7% 0l 3% 0l 3%
State/ Territory
NSW - I 5786 0 4% O 7% 0 4% 03%
VIC - I 4381 12% 0 5% 03% 12%
QLD - mm 2189 0 3% 7% 03% 012%
WA -1 389 11% 0O 6% O 7% 05%
SA- 01016 12% O 10% 12% 11%
TAS - 1147 0 3% CJ13% 0 6% O 8%
ACT-1325 0 3% 7% 05% 0 4%
NT-1124 -1% 1 a7% 0 5% 12%
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Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
get along with his/ can make friends who say their child who say their child
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when joins them when
(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks

at home outside the home
Remoteness
major Cities - [N 9665 [ 3% 0 7% [l 4% [ 3%
Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 1723 [l 3% D 8% [l 3% [l 3%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) "l 1230 3% 07% [ 2% [ 2%
Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) "l 621 I 2% 5% | 0% 3%
Regional (population _
less than 5000) l 976 ﬂ 2% D 9% ﬂ 2% ﬂ 2%

Remote/Very Remate -I 140 |] 3% [I 4% [I 6% I 1%

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [l 6082 [ 3% [ % 0 4% 3%
Benefit from EI - [ 8245 | 2% 0 7% 0l 3% I 2%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 9335 [] 3% 0 7% 3% 3%
State - [l 3991 I 2% 0 5% 0l 3% I 2%
Commonwealth - ] 1031 3% [ 6% [ 5% 0 4%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 6934 [ 3% 0 6% 3% 3%
Plan Managed - [l] 1346 I 2% 0 7% 1 3% I 2%
Self Managed Fully - [l 3730 1 3% 0 8% 0 5% 1 3%
Self Managed Partly - [l 2346 3% 0 7% 3% I 2%
Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [l 1783 | 1% 00 6% 3% I 2%
$10-15,000 - N 5275 I 2% O 7% I 2% I 2%
$15-20,000 - N 4551 0 4% 8% 0 4% 0 4%
$20-30,000 - 1710 3% O 7% 0 4% 3%
Over $30,000 -l 1038 0 6% 0 6% 0 5% 0 4%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 1162 I 2% 0 5% 0 5% 0 3%
Capacity Building 0-75% - | 599 0l 3% 0 4% | 0% | 1%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 2443 0l 3% 8% 0 4% I 2%
Capacity Building 95-100% - M 10152 [ 3% 0 7% 1 3% 1 3%
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Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
get along with his/ can make friends who say their child who say their child
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when joins them when
(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks

at home outside the home
Plan utilisation
below 20% -l 1161 | 1% 00 6% 3% | 1%
20 - 40% - [l 1832 I 2% O 7% 0 4% 1 3%
40 - 60% - [l 2986 0 3% 8% 0 3% 0 3%
60 - 80% - [ 3622 3% O 7% 0 4% 3%
80% and over - [l 4756 3% 0 6% 3% I 2%

Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the
family

Overall

overal - [ 14357 [] 5%
Age Group

2 or younger - [l 4311 0 5%
3-E 5244 [15%
A-J 4243 [16%
5 or older -] 559 I 2%

Gender

Female - [l 4259 [ %
Male - [ 9940 [] 5%
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Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the

family
Disability Type
Autism - [ 3953 0O 8%
Cerebral Palsy - | 558 0 6%
Developmental delay - [l 5065 0 4%
Down Syndrome - | 379 12%
Global developmental delay - [l 1551 0 5%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1270 0 5%
Intellectual Disability - | 582 3%
Other - | 64 -2% 1
Other Meurological - | 203 0 5%
Other Sensory/Speech - | 389 3%
so o) | 218 D e
Visual Impairment - | 125 O 11%

Level of function

High - [ 9318 [] 5%

Medium - [l 3314 O 7%
Low - [} 1725 [ 6%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 945 I 2%

Non-Indigenous - [ 10808 [] 6%

CALD Status

CALD -] 1309 0 7%
Non-CALD - [ 12941 [] 5%

State/ Territory

NSW - 5786 O 7%
VIC - [ 4381 0 4%

QLD - 2189 0 5%
WA -1 389 0 3%
SA-0 1016 0 3%
TAS -1147 O 6%

ACT -1 325 0 5%
NT -1124 O 7%
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Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the
family

Remoteness

major Cities - [ N 9665 [] 5%

st o so000, - M 1723 [0 &%
betweeaeﬁii%%%l ;%{{)jp;{g%t{i)%r; - I 1230 [I 5%
B L £
s o 5%

Remote/Very Remate -I 140 [I 3%

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [l 6082 [ 6%
Benefit from El - [N 8245 [] 5%

Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 9335 [] 6%
State - [l 3991 [ 5%
Commonwealth - ] 1031 O 7%

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 6934 []5%

Plan Managed - [l] 1346 0 4%
Self Managed Fully - [l 3730 06%
Self Managed Partly - [l 2346 0 6%

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1783 0 3%
$10-15,000 - N 5275 0 5%
$15-20,000 - N 4551 7%

$20-30,000 - 1710 0 5%
Over $30,000 -l 1038 8%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 1162 0 4%
Capacity Building 0-75% - || 599 0 5%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 2443 06%

Capacity Building 95-100% — I 10152 [] 5%
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Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the

family
Plan utilisation
below 20% -l 1161 0 4%
20-40% -l 1832 0 7%
40 - 60% - [l 2986 0 5%

60 - 80% - [ 3622 0 6%
80% and over - I 4756 0 5%

Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics

Total respondents % of parent/ carer % of parents/ carer
who believe there is are not worried
enough time each about the effect of a
week for all sibling with
members of their disability on their
family to get their other children now
needs met and in the future

Overall
overal - [N 330 -6%[] 0%
Age Group
2 oryounger - [l 39 5% ] -7% [
3- 51 0% | | 2%
4orolder - [ 240 -8%[] | 1%
Gender
Female - [ 85 -6% [] | 1%
Male - [ 241 -6% ] | 0%
Disability Type

autism- [ 69 -3% | 5%

Global Developmental Delay & _ - R I I]
Developmental Delay 186 3% 5%
Hearing/ _ I _ D
Visual Impairment 23 17%

oter- [ 41 -10% [] -8% ]

92



Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parent/ carer % of parents/ carer
who believe there is are not worried
enough time each about the effect of a
week for all sibling with
members of their disability on their
family to get their other children now

needs met and in the future
Level of function
High - [N 237 -8%[] 0 4%
Medium - [l 60 12% -8% [
Low- [J 22 0 9%
CALD Status
cALD- 37 0% | [l 4%
Non-CALD - [ 285 -7% [] | 0%
State/ Territory
NSwW/ACT - [ 85 7% 1 -5% []
vic - [ 149 -4% ] | 0%
SAWANT/TAS - [l 96 -8% [ [l 5%
Remoteness

wajor cities - [T 215 %] 1% |

Regional (population _ l K I D
greater than 50000) 45 2% 14%
Regional (population
tess than 50000) & - [JJJj 70 -3% | -3% |

Remote/Very Remote

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 111 -6% [] | 2%
Benefit from EI - [ 219 -6% [] -1% |
Scheme Entry Type
New- [ 231 -7% [] -4% [|
Commonwealth/State - [l 99 -3% ] 0 10%

Plan management type

Agency Managed - [ 188 -6%[] | 1%
Plan Managed - [l 32 -3% || -7% ]
Self Managed - [ 101 -8% [ | 2%
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Appendix E.6.4 - Relationships

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

% of parent/ carer
who believe there is

enough time each

week for all

members of their
family to get their

needs met
Annualised plan budget
$10,000 orless - [l 66 -14% [
$10-15,000- [ 135 -7% 0]
Over $15,000- [ 129 -2% |
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - ] 22 | 0%
Capacity Building 0-90% - ] 25 0 12%

Capacity Building >90% - | NN 280 -8% []

Plan utilisation

below 40% - [l 78 | 1%
40-60% - [ 69 7%
60% and over - [N 183 -9%[]

% of parents/ carer
are not worried

about the effect of a

sibling with
disability on their
other children now
and in the future

0 9%
| 0%
-4% ||

-10% [
| 0%
| 1%

O 1%
| 0%
-4% 1

Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents
Care

Overall
overal - [ 14357 [] 5%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 4311 O 13%
3- [ 5244 0 4%
4- [ 4243 | 0%
5 or older - [] 559 -6% 1

% who use Child

94

out of those who
use child care, %
who receive
assistance in
looking after the
child from a relative

0%

0% |
0% |
0% |
2% |

out of those who
use child care, %
who use family day
care, long day care,
any other care at
Child Care Centre

| 2%

0 4%

I 2%

I 2%
-4% [l

% children who have
friends that he/ she
enjoys playing with

[s%

O 9%
0 9%

0 8%
05%



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % who use Child out of those who

Care

Gender
Female - [l 4259 0 7%
Male - [ 9940 [] 4%
Disability Type
Autism - [l 3953 12%
Cerebral Palsy - | 558 0 7%
Developmental delay - [l 5065 0 3%
Down Syndrome - | 379 O 9%
Global developmental delay - [l 1551 0 6%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1270 [ 15%
Intellectual Disability - | 582 0 9%
Other- | 64 -6% 0
Other Meurological - | 203 0 9%
Other Sensory/Speech - | 389 12%
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1218 0 9%
Visual Impairment - | 125 0 5%

Level of function

High - [ 9318 [] 5%

Medium - [l 3314 0l 3%
Low - [} 1725 [ 5%

Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 945 3%

Non-Indigenous - [ 10808 [] 5%

CALD Status
CALD -] 1309 0 7%
Non-CALD - [ 12941 [] 5%

State/ Territory
NSW - I 5786 O 8%
VIC- [ 4381 11%
QLD- m 2183 0 9%
WA- 1389 0 4%
SA- NE1016 1 0%
TAS- 1147 -5% 0
ACT- 1325 o7%
NT- 1124 03%

use child care, %
who receive
assistance in
looking after the
child from a relative

| 0%
| 0%

1 0%
-3% 1

1 0%
-2% 1

| 0%

0 3%
-5% 0

13%

1 1%
-2% 1
-5% 0

| 0%
| 0%
| 0%

| 0%
| 0%

| 0%
| 0%

-1% 1
11%
10%
12%
06%
-1% 1
-1% 1
-18% O

95

out of those who
use child care, %
who use family day
care, long day care,
any other care at
Child Care Centre

I 2%
I 2%

12%
0 4%
12%
0 7%
1 1%
3%
12%

-3% 1
0 4%
0 5%
3%

[ 2%
| 1%
1 2%

[ 4%
I 2%

I 2%
I 2%

0 3%
| 0%
12%
-1% 1
0 4%
| 0%
| 0%
12%

% children who have
friends that he/ she
enjoys playing with

O 9%
0 &%

O 8%
0 6%
O 8%
8%
O 7%
J13%
0 7%
0 8%
0 8%
7%
0 6%
O 10%

0 9%
O 9%
0 5%

0 5%

O 9%

0 &%
O 9%

0O 9%
O7%
0O 8%
0 4%
[ 14%
0 8%
O 1%
O7%



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % who use Child out of those who out of those who % children who have
Care use child care, % use child care, % friends that he/ she
who receive who use family day enjoys playing with
assistance in care, long day care,
looking after the any other care at

child from a relative Child Care Centre

Remoteness
Major Cities - [N 9665 [] 5% | 0% [ 2% 0 &%
"reaternan 50000~ W 1723 04% | 0% | 1% 0 10%
vetween 15000 and 50000) ~ I 1230 3% | 1% | 1% 0 7%
beteen 3000 and 15000)~ I 621 [ % I3% I2% 0 7%
g Qs % | 1o E 0 10%

Remote/Very Remaote - I 140 |] 3% -3% |] | 0% |:| 10%

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [l 6082  [] 3% | 0% | 1% 0 7%
Benefit from EI - [ 8245 [] 6% | 0% 0l 3% O 9%
Scheme Entry Type

New - [ 9335 [] 6% 0% | [ 2% 0 9%
State - [l 3991 | 1% 0% | | 1% O 7%
Commonwealth - [ 1031 0 5% -1% | | 1% O 7%

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 6934 [15% | 1% 1 2% O 9%
Plan Managed - | 1346 0 5% | 0% 2% O 7%
Self Managed Fully - [l 3730 3% -1% | 2% 0 8%
Self Managed Partly - [l 2346 0 6% -1% | 2% O 9%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 1783 O 9% | 1% 0 5% O 1%
$10-15,000 - [ 5275 0 3% | 1% I 1% O 9%
$15-20,000 - [ 4551 0 5% -1% | 2% O 8%
$20-30,000 - [ 1710 0 5% -2% | I 2% 0 6%
Over $30,000 - | 1038 0 5% | 0% 0 3% O 6%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - ] 1162 0 5% -2% | 0 4% 0 6%
Capacity Building 0-75% - || 599 0 6% 3% | 1% 0 7%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 2443 0 6% -1% | | 1% O 8%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [ 10152 [] 4% | 0% I2% O 9%
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Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % who use Child out of those who out of those who
Care use child care, % use child care, %

who receive who use family day

assistance in care, long day care,
looking after the any other care at

Plan utilisation

below 20% - W 1161 0 4%
20 - 40% - [ 1832 03%
40 - 60% - [l 2986 0 7%

60 - 80% - [ 3622 0 5%
80% and over - [ 4756 0 4%

child from a relative Child Care Centre

1 1% 12%
| 0% 12%
| 0% 12%
| 1% 12%
1% | 12%

Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents of those who have % of children whe  of those who

friends, these
friends are at
preschool or

playground

Overall
overal - [ 14357 [] 7%
Age Group
2 or younger - [l 4311 0 8%
3- [ 5244 0 10%
4- [ 4243 0 6%
5 or older - J] 559 -4% 1
Gender

Female - [l 4259 0 &%
Male - [ 9940 [] 7%

participate in age participate, % who
appropriate feel welcomed or
community, cultural actively included
or religious activities

3% [ 4%
0 4% 03%
2% 03%
2% 0 4%
2% 06%

0 4% 3%

I 2% 0 4%

97

% children who have
friends that he/ she
enjoys playing with

0 6%
O 8%
O 9%
[ 10%
0 8%

% of parents/ carers
who would like their
child to be more
involved in
community activities

[l 5%

O 7%
0 4%
0 3%

0 6%

0 5%
0 4%



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents of those who have % of children whe  of those who % of parents/ carers
friends, these participate in age participate, % who  who would like their
friends are at appropriate feel welcomed or child to be more
preschool or community, cultural actively included involved in
playground or religious activities community activities

Disability Type
Autism - [l 3953 0 7% 12% 0 5% 0 4%
Cerebral Palsy - [| 558 0 5% 03% 11% 0 3%
Developmental delay - [l 5065 O 8% 12% 0 3% 0 4%
Down Syndrome - | 379 0 6% 0 4% 3% 0 4%
Global developmental delay - [l 1551 O 7% I 3% 0 4% 0 3%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1270 O 8% O 7% I 2% O 10%
Intellectual Disability - J| 582 3 13% 0 3% 0 3% 0 4%
Other - | 64 0 9% -3% 1 9%
Other Meurological - | 203 O 10% -2% 1 0O 7% 0 5%
Other Sensory/Speech - || 389 O 5% 0 4% I 2% 0 4%
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 1218 1% | 1% I 2% 0 4%
Visual Impairment - | 125 3 10% 11% 0 5% 0 6%
Level of function
High - I 9318 [ 7% 3% 3% 5%
Medium - [l 3314 O 7% 0l 3% 0 5% 0 4%
Low - [} 1725 O 9% [ 2% 3% [ 5%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 945 [ % I 2% | 1% 0 7%
Non-Indigenous - [ 10808 [] 8% 0l 3% 0 4% 0 4%
CALD Status
CALD -] 1309 [ 10% 0 4% 3% 0 5%
Non-CALD - [ 12941 [] 7% 0l 3% 0 4% [ 5%
State/ Territory
NSW - I 5786 O 8% 0 3% 0 4% 0 4%
VIC - [ 4381 O 6% 0 3% 0 3% O 5%
QLD - m 2189 0 6% 0 5% 0 3% 0 3%
WA -1 389 0O 5% 0 3% 11% 12%
SA-H 1016 O 10% -2% 1 O 5% O 8%
TAS - 1147 O 5% 0 6% 12% O 7%
ACT-1325 a 7% | 0% 0 3% 12%
NT-1124 1 17% 12% 11% 0 4%
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Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Remoteness

wajor Cities - [ N 9665

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 1723

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) I 1230

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 621

Regional (population _
less than 5000) l 976

Remote/Very Remate -I 140

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [l 6082

Benefit from EI - [ 8245

Scheme Entry Type

New - [ 9335

State - [l 3991
Commonwealth - ] 1031

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 6934
Plan Managed - [l] 1346
Self Managed Fully - [l 3730
Self Managed Partly - [l 2346

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1783
$10-15,000 - N 5275
$15-20,000 - N 4551
$20-30,000 - 1710
Over $30,000 -l 1038

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 1162
Capacity Building 0-75% - ] 599
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 2443

of those who have
friends, these
friends are at
preschool or
playground

0 7%
[ &%
[ 10%
0 1%
[ 7%
0 10%

[ %

0 &%

0 9%
05%
O 7%

0 8%
0 9%
0 7%
0 6%

O 7%
O 8%
0 8%
0 7%
O 7%

0 7%
0 5%
O 7%

Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 10152 [J 8%
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% of children who
participate in age
appropriate
community, cultural
or religious activities

of those who
participate, % who
feel welcomed or
actively included

[ 3% [l 4%
3% 3%
| 1% [l 4%
5% [ 3%
[3% [l 4%
[l 4% 8%
| 1% 3%
[ 4% [ 4%
3% 0 4%
1% [ 3%
[ 3% 05%
0 2% 3%
2% 0 3%
0 4% 05%
2% 2%
0 4% 03%
I2% 0 4%
0 3% 0 3%
03% 2%
12% 0 4%

2% 0 4%
1% | 0 3%

3% 0 3%

3% 0 4%

% of parents/ carers
who would like their
child to be more
involved in
community activities

0 5%
[l 4%
[l 4%

[ 3%

[ &%
9%

[ 4%
[ 5%

5%
0 3%
0 4%

0 4%
0 6%
0 4%
0 6%

05%
0 4%
0 4%
0 6%
05%

0 6%
0 6%
0 5%
0 4%



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents of those who have % of children whe  of those who % of parents/ carers
friends, these participate in age participate, % who  who would like their
friends are at appropriate feel welcomed or child to be more
preschool or community, cultural actively included involved in
playground or religious activities community activities

Plan utilisation
below 20% -l 1161 00 6% I 2% 0 4% 0 5%
20 - 40% - [l 1832 O 7% I 2% 1 3% 0 5%
40 - 60% - [l 2986 8% 0 3% 0 4% 0 5%
60 - 80% - [ 3622 8% 3% 0 5% 0 5%
80% and over - [l 4756 O 7% 3% 3% 0 5%

Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

Overall

overal - [ 14357 | 3%
Age Group

2 or younger - [l 4311 0 5%
3-EEls244 3%
4- 243 (2%
5 or older -] 559 | 0%

Gender

Female - [l 4259 3%
Male - [ 9940 [] 3%

100



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

Disability Type

Autism - [l 3953 0 2%

Cerebral Palsy - ] 558 0 3%
Developmental delay - [ 5065 0 3%

Down Syndrome -] 379 0 6%

Global developmental delay - [l 1551 0 4%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1270 0 7%
Intellectual Disability - | 582 11%
Other -| 64 0 5%

Other Meurological -] 203 03%

Other Sensory/Speech -] 389 1 2%
orlCoiun o g
Visual Impairment -| 125 0 7%

Level of function

High - I 9318 [] 4%

Medium - [l 3314 0l 3%
Low - [} 1725 [ 2%

Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 945 I 2%

Non-Indigenous - [ 10808 [] 3%

CALD Status
CALD -] 1309 3%
Non-CALD - [ 12941 [] 3%

State/ Territory

NSW - I 5786 0 3%
VIC - [ 4381 0 3%

QLD - 2189 0 2%
WA -1 389 0 5%
SA-0 1016 O 6%
TAS -1147 0 3%

ACT -1 325 | 0%
NT -1124 11%
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Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

Remoteness

major Cities - [ N 9665 [] 3%

el F R
T T R P
S e %

o o [

Remote/Very Remate -I 140 [I 3%

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [l 6082 [ 3%
Benefit from EI - [ 8245 [ 3%

Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 9335 [] 3%
State - [l 3991 [ 2%
Commonwealth - ] 1031 3%

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 6934 [ 3%

Plan Managed - [l] 1346 0 4%
Self Managed Fully - [l 3730 1 3%
Self Managed Partly - [l 2346 3%

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less -l 1783 0 6%
$10-15,000 - N 5275 1 3%
$15-20,000 - N 4551 0 3%

$20-30,000 - 1710 3%
Over $30,000 -l 1038 | 1%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 1162 0 3%
Capacity Building 0-75% - || 599 I 2%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 2443 2%

Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 10152 [l 3%
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Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

Plan utilisation

below 20% -l 1161 I 2%
20 - 40% - 1832 I 2%
40 - 60% - [l 2986 3%

60 - 80% - [ 3622 3%
80% and over - I 4756 0 4%

Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, % of childcare with other childcare with other childcare, % children
families who have children, % children children, % families are asked to do
no difficulties in are welcomed by are welcomed by tasks appropriate to
finding childcare at other children at other families at their skill/ goals at
short notice their child care their childcare childcare

Overall
overal - [N 330 -1% 7% ] -4% ||
Age Group
2 oryounger - | low count
3- W51 | 0% -13% [0
4orolder- [ 240 [ 3% -7% ]
Gender
Female- [l 85 -15% [ -19% []
Male- [ 241 I 3% -3% ||
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Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents
childcare, % of

families who have

no difficulties in

finding childcare at

short notice

Disability Type
Autism - . 69 D 21%
B ss 2% |

| low count

Global Developmental Delay & _
Developmental Delay

Hearing/ _
Visual Impairment

Other - | low count

Level of function

High- NN 237 | 1%

Medium - [l 60 | 0%
Low - | low count
State/ Territory
NswiACT - [ 85 -16% [
vic- [ 149 I 4%
SAWANT/TAS - [l 96 0 1%
Remoteness

Major Cities - - 215 0% |

Regional (population _

greater than 50000) | low count

Regional (population

less than 50000) & - . 70
Remote/Very Remote

7% ]

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met- [l 111 ] 24%
Benefitfrom El - [ 219 -12% []

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 231 -5% []

Commonwealth/State - [l 99 0 9%

104

for families who use for families who use for families who use for families who use

childcare with other childcare with other childcare, % children
children, % children children, % families are asked to do

are welcomed by are welcomed by tasks appropriate to
other children at other families at their skill/ goals at
their child care their childcare childcare

-14% [ ] -13% [] [ 2

-3% | -2%| | 0%

6% ]
-10% [J

-8% ] -5% [] 0 9%

-5% ] 5% 0 -2% |
1% [ 0% | [ 4%
6% ] | 4%
7% ] %
-8% ] -11% [J 0 &%
7% ] 0% | | 1%
-9% ] -3% ] | 0%
-3% -5% ] [ 10%



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, % of childcare with other childcare with other childcare, % children
families who have children, % children children, % families are asked to do
no difficulties in are welcomed by are welcomed by tasks appropriate to
finding childcare at other children at other families at their skill/ goals at
short notice their child care their childcare childcare

Plan management type

Agency Managed - [ 188 0% | -8% ] -7% [ 0 4%
Plan Managed - | low count
Self Managed - [l 101 -2% | -5% ] 0% | 3%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - | low count
$10-15000- [ 135 -10%[ -15% [J -6% ] 1 2%
Over $15,000- [ 129 0 12% -4% [ 5% ] 07%
Plan utilisation
below 40% - [l 78 0l 4% 1% [0 -4% [|
40-60% - [ 69 -4% | 9% [0
60% and over - [N 183 -1% | -6% [] [ 8%

Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, and early childcare, % of childcare, % of the  childcare, % of
intervention services children whose children whose children whose

% of their childcare childcare involves  childcare support childcare helps them
are assisted by their them in planning for them to assist their to plan for the future
early intervention their child child

services to know

how to support their

child

Overall
overal - [N 330 [_]18% [] 9% 2% | [ 6%
Age Group
2 or younger - | low count
3- 51 13% 0% | O 8%
4 orolder - [ 240 0 7% -6% [] 3%
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Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, and early childcare, % of childcare, % of the  childcare, % of
intervention services children whose children whose children whose

% of their childcare childcare involves  childcare support childcare helps them
are assisted by their them in planning for them to assist their to plan for the future
early intervention their child child

services to know

how to support their

child

Gender

Female- [l 85 -8% ] -19% [] -8% ]

Male- [ 241 [ 14% [l 4% 0 10%

Disability Type

autism - [ 69 [ ]2e% [ 14% [ ]21%
Gl oereopneri ooy ¢ Y vas I %] 0%

Hearing/ _

Visual Impairment | low count

Other - | low count

Level of function
High - [N 237 0 7% 5% [I 05%
Medium - [l 60 []19% 0 10% ] 14%

Low - | low count

State/ Territory
NSW/ACT - [l 85 [ 12% 1 13% -5% ] 0 8%
vic - [ 149 C135% 0 5% -4% ] 0 5%
SAMWANT/TAS - [ 96 O 1% 0 7% 0 4%
Remoteness

major cites - ([ N 215 [] 9% 1% | | 2%

Regional (population

greater than 50000) - I low count

Regional (population

less than 50000) & - [ 70 |:| 11% 0% | |:| 18%

Remote/Very Remote

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 111 [C133% ] 16% 0 8% ] 14%
Benefitfrom EI - [ 21 [] 10% 0 s% -6% [] 2%

106



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use for families who use

Scheme Entry Type

New -

I 231
I 99

Commonwealth/State -

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [N 188
Plan Managed - | low count

Self Managed - [l 101

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - | low count
$10-15,000 - [ 135
Over $15,000- [ 129

Plan utilisation
below 40% - [l 78
40-60% - [ 69
60% and over - [ 183

childcare, and early childcare, % of
intervention services children whose
% of their childcare childcare involves

are assisted by their them in planning for them to assist their

early intervention their child
services to know

how to support their

child
[ 14% ] 19%
[ 26% -18% []
] 18% 0 5%
1 15% 1 16%
] 14% [ 13%
O 1% 0 4%
] 22%
| 0%
O 7%

childcare, % of the
children whose
childcare support

childcare, % of
children whose
childcare helps them
to plan for the future

child
| 1% 0 9%
-9% ] -3% ]
-7% [ 0 10%
0 5% 2% ||
-8% ] O 10%
0 4% | 0%
O 1% ] 22%
-a% | | 0%
-6% ] | 1%

Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Overall

overal - [N 330

for families who use for families who use for families who use

childcare, where
applicable, % of
children whose

child care, % of
families have no
difficulties finding

childcare respect good quality
their cultural childcare
heritage

-4% || 0%
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childcare, % of the
families have no
difficulties finding
the right person to
take care of their
child

07



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, where child care, % of childcare, % of the
applicable, % of families have no families have no

children whose difficulties finding  difficulties finding

childcare respect good quality the right person to

their cultural childcare take care of their

heritage child
Age Group

2oryounger- | low count
3- P -29% ] -29% ]
4orolder- [ 240 0 10% O 21%
Gender
Female- [l 85 -8% ] -12% [
Male - [ 241 1 2% 0 13%

Disability Type

Autism - . 69

[ 14%

[ ]28%

Global Developmental Delay & _ .
Developmental Delay - 186 5% I] D 8%
Hearing/ _
Visual Impairment | low count
Other - | low count
Level of function
High - [N 237 -3% | O 1%
Medium - [l 60 0% | | 0%
Low - | low count
State/ Territory
Nsw/ACT - [ 85 I 3% [l 5%
vic- [ 149 I 4% ] 16%
SA/WAINTITAS - - 96 -11% |:| -7% |:|
Remoteness
major cities - [ N 215 [] #% []12%
Regional (population _
greater than 50000) | low count
Regional (population
less than 50000) & - [ 70 | 0% | 0%

Remote/Very Remote

108



Appendix E.6.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents for families who use for families who use for families who use
childcare, where child care, % of childcare, % of the
applicable, % of families have no families have no
children whose difficulties finding  difficulties finding
childcare respect good quality the right person to
their cultural childcare take care of their
heritage child

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 111 -4% [| 0 11% 1 22%

Benefit from EI - [ 219 -4% || -5% ] | 1%
Scheme Entry Type

New - [ 231 -6% [] [ 5%
Commonwealth/State - [l 99 [ 15% 1 15%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [ 188 0% | -3% [ O 10%
Plan Managed - | low count
Self Managed - [ 101 -5% [] 1 2% O 9%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - | low count
$10-15,000 - [ 135 -6% ] I 2% 13%
Over $15,000 - [ 129 3% [ | 0% O 10%
Plan utilisation
below 40% - [l 78 0l 4% 0 7%
40-60% - [ 69 -4% [ 13%
60% and over - [ 183 | 0% [ 6%
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Appendix E.6.6 - Specialist services
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
overall - [N 330
Age Group
2 oryounger - [l 39
3- W5
4orolder - [ 240
Gender
Female - [l 85
Male - | 241
Disability Type

Autism - . 69

Global Developmental Delay & _ - 186
Developmental Delay

Hearing/ _
Visual Impairment

Other - . 41

Level of function

High - [N 237
Medium - [l 60

Low - | low count

CALD Status

cAaD- B 37

Non-CALD - | 285

| low count

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
specialist services

involves the parent/

carer

| 0%
-3% 1
3%

[ 4%
| 1%

| 0%

| 2

[l 2%

0 3%
| 0%

O &%

| 1%

110

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services help the
parent/ carer to plan
for the future

3%

| 0%
9% [
06%

-4% I
[ 6%

1ES

[l 2

-4% [|

1% |
O 14%

O &%

I 2%

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of services, % of
children whose children whose
services respect the services assist staff
family's cultural at the child's
heritage daycare/ preschool/
community activities
to support the child

for children who
receive specialist

2% | [ 1%

-4% || [126%
-6% ] 0 9%
-1% | 0 9%

| 2% ] 20%
-3% ] 0 &%

| 2% [ 12%
2% | []12%

-12% [] [l 2%

-5% ] 1 13%
0 5% 1 2%

-8% ] 117%

-2% | [ 12%



Appendix E.6.6 - Specialist services

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

carer
State/ Territory
NSW/ACT - [l 85 2%
viC - [ 149 2%
SAWANT/TAS - [ 96 | 0%
Remoteness

Major Cities - - 215 I 2%

Regional (population _ l I]
greater than 50000) 45 -4%

Regional (population
less than 50000) & - . 70 |] 3%

Remote/Very Remote

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 111 | 1%

Benefitfrom EI - [ 219 [ 2%

Scheme Entry Type

New- [N 231 [3%

Commonwealth/State - [l 99 -1% |

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [ 188 [ 2%
Plan Managed - | low count

Self Managed - [l 101 3%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 66 [ 3%
$10-15,000 - [ 135 1% |
Over 315,000 - [ 129 0 4%

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
specialist services
involves the parent/ parent/ carer to plan
for the future

-4% [|
O 12%
-3% ||

4%

-8% [

0 8%

| 0%

-1% |
[ 10%

1% |

07%

-5% ]
| 1%
0 8%

111

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services help the

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services respect the
family's cultural

heritage

0% |
-3% 1
-3% ||

1% |
4%

-5% ]

3%
-6% []

-1% |
-6% []

-2% |

3% |

-3% [
2% |
2% |

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services assist staff
at the child's
daycare/ preschool/
community activities
to support the child

0 7%

] 15%
O 10%

[]19%
|:| 14%

0O 9%
] 13%

0 7%

] 19%

[ 12%

0O 8%

1 13%
[ 16%
0 6%



Appendix E.6.6 - Specialist services
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to first review for LF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan utilisation

below 40% - [l 78
40-60%- [ 69
60% and over - [ 183

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
specialist services
involves the parent/
carer

| 0%
3%
1 2%
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for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services help the

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services respect the

parent/ carer to plan family's cultural

for the future

0 8%
0 5%
1 1%

heritage

-17% [
5% 1
| 2%

for children who
receive specialist
services, % of
children whose
services assist staff
at the child's
daycare/ preschool/
community activities
to support the child

[ 20%
-8% [

O 14%



Appendix E.7 - Participants from birth to starting school - Change in
longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review - C2 cohort - by

participant characteristics

Appendix E.7.1 - Participant Information
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

% of children who
live with parents

Overall
overal - [ 3064 | 0%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 1698 | 0%
3- I 1183 | 1%
4-1167 -1% |
5 or older - | low count
Gender
Female - [l 1006 -1% |
Male - [ 2032 | 1%
Disability Type
Autism - [l 675 1 1%
Cerebral Palsy - [l 172 | 0%
Developmental delay - [ 1039 | 0%
Down Syndrome - | 166 -1% 1
Global developmental delay - [l 302 | 0%
Hearing Impairment - [ 208 | 0%
Intellectual Disability - [l 202 -1% |
Other- | 27 -4% 11
Other Meurological - | 65 -2% 1
Other Sensory/Speech - || 83 -2% 1
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Gther Physical ~ I 80 I 0%
Visual Impairment - | 45 -2% 1

Level of function

High - [ 2046 | 0%

Medium - [l 628
Low - [ 390

Indigenous Status
Indigenous - ] 155
Non-Indigenous - [ 1866

| 1%
[ 1%

| 1%
| 0%

113

% of children who
live in a private
home owned or
rented from private
landlord

0%

| 0%
| 0%
1 2%

| 0%
| 0%

| 1%
-1% 1

| 0%

1 1%

| 0%

12%
-1% |

0 4%
-2% 1
-1% 1
-1% 1
-2% 1

| 0%
| 0%
| 1%

-4% [|
0% |



Appendix E.7.1 - Participant Information
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children who
live with parents live in a private
home owned or
rented from private

landlord
CALD Status
CALD - 179 I 2% I 2%
Non-CALD - [ 2883 | 0% | 0%
State/ Territory
NSW - I 1322 11% 11%
VIC - [l 1057 1 0% | 0%
QLD - m 317 -2% 1 -2% 1
WA- 121 1 0% -10% 0
SA- W 234 11% 12%
TAS - | low count
ACT- 1100 -1% 1 -2% 1
NT - | low count
Remoteness
Major Cities - [N 1993 | 0% | 0%
Regional (population _ _
greater than 50000) . 437 1% I | 0%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) I 279 | 0% 1% I
Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 124 | 0% [I 4%
Regional (population _
less than 5000) I 210 | 0% I 1%
Remote/Very Remaote - I 21 [I 5%
Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 1438 | 0% | 0%
Benefit from EI - [ 1602 | 0% | 1%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 1705 | 0% | 0%
State - [ 1094 | 1% | 0%
Commonwealth - [J] 265 | 0% | 0%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [ 1264 | 1% 1 1%
Plan Managed - [li] 281 | 0% | 0%
Self Managed Fully - [l 480 -1% | | 0%
Self Managed Partly - [l 1039 | 0% | 0%
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Appendix E.7.1 - Participant Information

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

% of children who

live with parents

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 383 1% |
$10-15,000 - [ 1214 | 1%
$15-20,000 - [ 762 | 0%
$20-30,000 - [ 366 | 1%
Over $30,000 - W 339 -1% |
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 630 | 0%
Capacity Building 0-75% - || 100 | 1%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 496 | 0%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [ 1838 | 0%
Plan utilisation
below 20% - || 83 | 1%
20-40% - [ 265 | 0%
40 -60% - [l 628 -1% |
60 - 80% - [N 980 | 1%
80% and over - [ 1108 | 0%

Appendix E.7.2 - Daily living

% of children who
live in a private
home owned or
rented from private
landlord

| 1%

| 0%

| 0%
-1% |

| 1%

| 0%
1% |
1% |

| 1%

-3% 1
-2% 1
-1% |
| 1%
| 1%

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

with concerns in 6

or more areas

Overall

overal - [ 3084 [] 11%

Age Group
2 or younger - [ 1698 [] 12%
3-J 1183 [ 10%
4- 167 0 5%

5 or older -| low count

115

% of parents/ carers % of children who

use specialist
services

[ ]22%

[ 23%
1 21%
1 20%

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say that who say that
specialist services  specialist services
help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in

everyday life

[ 6% [l 5%
O 7% 0%
0 4% 0 5%
0 6% 0 4%



Appendix E.7.2 - Daily living
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
with concernsin 6  use specialist who say that who say that
or more areas services specialist services  specialist services

help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in

everyday life
Gender
Female - [l 1006 O 9% 119% 0 4% 0 5%
Male - [ 2032 [] 12% [123% 0 7% [ 5%
Disability Type
Autism - [l 675 03% 119% 0 5% 0 5%
Cerebral Palsy - [l 172 0 5% 0O 9% 11% 1 1%
Developmental delay - [N 1039 1 16% 1 28% O7% 07%
Down Syndrome - | 166 1 14% 1 16% O 5% 0 4%
Global developmental delay - [l 302 O 9% C—127% 0O 8% O 7%
Hearing Impairment - [ 208 0 4% ] 13% 2% 1 1%
Intellectual Disability - [l 202 C12% —119% O 7% 0 5%
Other- | 27 [ 15% [ 26%
Other Meurological - | 65 O 1% 119% 1 0% -4% 11
Other Sensory/Speech - || 83 —123% C117% O 9% 0 4%
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 80 23% 1 18% 8% 0 8%
Visual Impairment - | 45 O 7% 1 20% 0 10% O 7%
Level of function
High - I 2046 [] 13% [123% 5% 5%
Medium - [l 628 0% ]22% O 7% 0 5%
Low - [ 390 [ 5% 117% [ 5% O 7%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 155 0 &% [ 26% 0 4% [ %
Non-Indigenous - [ 1866 [] 11% [123% [ 5% [ 5%
CALD Status
CALD - 179 0 7% [C125% 0 7% 0 5%
Non-CALD - [ 2883 [] 11% [ 22% [0 6% [ 5%
State/ Territory
NSW - 1322 0O5% J13% 0 2% 0 2%
VIC - Il 1057 = 17% 1 26% 0 9% 0 8%
QLD -m 317 0 6%  — 3 ) 0 3% 0 3%
WA-121 1 14% 1 19%
SA-H 234 1 24% /1 26% 12% O 1%
TAS -1 low count
ACT -1 100 1 17% 1 46% 1 16% /31 20%

NT -| low count
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Appendix E.7.2 - Daily living
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
with concernsin 6  use specialist who say that who say that
or more areas services specialist services  specialist services

help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in

everyday life
Remoteness
major Cities - [ NN 1993 [] 11% 2% (&% (&%
Regional (population _
greater than 50000) W 437 O 9% [ 31% [ 5% [ a%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) - B 279 [ 10% ] 14% [ 4% 3%
Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) | 124 0 7% [ 120% | 0% [ 2%
Regional (population _
less than 5000) l 210 D 13% D 23% D 5% [l 3%
Remote/Very Remate -I 21 I:I 29% D 10%
Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 1438 [] 11% ] 15% 0 4% 0 4%
Benefit from EI - [ 1602 [] 11% [ 28% 0 7% [0 6%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 1705 [] 12% [d32% 0Os% 0 7%
State - [ 1094 O 10% O 10% 0 4% 0 4%
Commonwealth - [J] 265 [ 6% [ 6% [ 2% [ 2%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 1264 [ 10% C129% O 7% 0 6%
Plan Managed - i} 281 117% ] 16% 0 7% 06%
Self Managed Fully - [l 480 O 1% [ 14% 1 3% 0 4%
Self Managed Partly - [l 1039 1% [118% 0 6% [ 5%
Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [l 383 [115% [C133% 0 5% 0 4%
$10-15,000 - I 1214 ] 14% [ 25% 0 6% 0 6%
$15-20,000 - N 762 8% 1 20% 0 6% 0 6%
$20-30,000 - W 366 [ 10% [115% 0 5% 0 5%
Over $30,000 - M 339 0 4% 0 9% 0 6% 3%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 630 O 1% 1 14% 0s6% 0 4%
Capacity Building 0-75% -] 100 1 15% [120% 1 14% 12%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 496 12% [ 20% 07% 06%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 1838 [] 11% [125% [ 5% [ 5%

117



Appendix E.7.2 - Daily living

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan utilisation
below 20% -] 83
20 - 40% -l 265
40 - 60% - Il 628
60 - 80% - [ 980
80% and over - I 1108

Appendix E.7.2 - Daily living

% of parents/ carers % of children who

with concerns in 6
or more areas

0 6%
O 8%
0 9%
O 1%
13%

use specialist
services

C23%
1 24%
C27%
1 22%
C118%

% of parents/ carers
who say that
specialist services
help their child gain
skills she/ he needs
to participate in
everyday life

| 0%

0 4%
0 7%
0 6%
0 6%

% of parents/ carers
who say that
specialist services
support them in
assisting their child

3%
3%
0 4%
0 5%
0 6%

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for LF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
Gender
Female - [ 22
Male - [N 42
State/ Territory
vic- [ 37

ACTINSWISAWANTITAS - [ 27

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met- [N 37

Benefit from EI - [ 27

% the children who
manage his/ her
emotions most of
the time

2% |

0% |
-2% |

-3% ]
0% |

0% |
-4% |

118

% of the children
who manage the
demands of his/ her
world most of the
time

-3%

0 9%
-10% ]

-5% ]
0% |

I 3%
-11% ]

% of the children
who are able to do
everyday tasks at
home/ in the park/ at
childcare most of
the time

[l 5%

| 0%
0 7%

[ 5%
[ 4%

[ 5%
[ 4%



Appendix E.7.2 - Daily living
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % the children whe % of the children % of the children
manage his/ her who manage the who are able to do
emotions most of demands of his/ her everyday tasks at
the time world most of the home/ in the park/ at

time childcare most of
the time
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 32 0% | 6% [] | 0%
Commonwealth/State - [N 32 -3% ] 0% | 0 9%

Plan management type

Agency Managed/Plan Managed Partly - [ 35  -9%[] [ 6% 0 1%
Self Managed - [ 29 0 7% -14% [] -3%

Plan cost allocation
Capacity Building 0-99% - [ 33 0 9% 0% | ] 15%
Capacity Building 100% - [ 31 -13% [] -6% [] -6% []

Appendix E.7.3 - Choice and control
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

Overall
overal - [ 3084 ] 25%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 1698 [__]31%
3- 1183 []19%
4-1 167 1 13%
5 or older -| low count

Gender

Female - [l 1006 [ 24%
Male - [ 2032 [_] 25%
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Appendix E.7.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Disability Type

Autism - [l 675
Cerebral Palsy -l 172
Developmental delay - [N 1039
Down Syndrome -] 166
Global developmental delay - [l 302
Hearing Impairment - [l 208
Intellectual Disability - [l 202
Other -| 27
Other Neurological - | 65

Other Sensory/Speech -] 83
Spinal Cord Injury / _

Other Physical 180

Visual Impairment - | 45

Level of function
High - [ 2046
Medium - [l 628
Low - [ 390

Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 155

Non-Indigenous - [ 1866

CALD Status
CALD - 179

Non-CALD - [ 2883

State/ Territory

NSW - I 1322
VIC - I 1057
QLD -m 317
WA -1 21
SA-H 234
TAS - low count
ACT -1 100
NT -| low count

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

[ 26%
1 14%
1 24%
[ 36%
1 33%
/1 30%
[ 26%
/1 22%
O 12%
1 20%
1 13%
1 16%

[ 25%
C25%
C125%

CJ28%
C26%

] 23%
Cd25%

C27%
/3 21%
/1 31%
O 10%
1 26%

—/27%
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Appendix E.7.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Remoteness

major Cities - [ N 1993
-B 437

-B 270

Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Regional (population
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

-] 124
-J 210

Remote/Very Remate -I 21

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 1438
Benefit from EI - [ 1602

Scheme Entry Type

New - [ 1705
State - [ 1094
Commonwealth - [J] 265

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 1264
Plan Managed - i} 281
Self Managed Fully - [l 480
Self Managed Partly - [ 1039

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [l 383
$10-15,000 - I 1214
$15-20,000 - N 762
$20-30,000 - W 366
Over $30,000 - M 339

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 630
Capacity Building 0-75% - || 100
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 496
Capacity Building 95-100% - IS 1838

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

[ 24%

[ 26%
[ J26%
[26%

3%
] 14%

1 22%
Cd28%

[ 27%
C121%
[CJ29%

1 24%
C125%
C127%
[ 26%

C119%
C25%
CJ29%
C27%
[ 23%

1 22%
1 15%

C127%
[ 26%
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Appendix E.7.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan utilisation
below 20% -] 83
20 - 40% -l 265
40 - 60% - Il 628
60 - 80% - [ 980
80% and over - I 1108

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

1 16%

3 23%
C25%
C25%
C26%

Appendix E.7.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for LF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
Gender
Female - [ 22
Male - [ 42
State/ Territory
vic- [ 37

ACTINSWISAWANTITAS - [ 27

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ NN 37

Benefit from EI - [N 27

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 32

Commonwealth/State - [N 32

% of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do
something

-3%

[ 5%
-7% ]

-5% ]
0% |

-8% ]
[ 4%

-6% []
0% |
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Appendix E.7.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for LF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

% of children who
takes action or
indicate the need for
assistance to take
action when they
decides to do

something
Plan management type
Agency Managed/Plan Managed Partly - [ 35 -6% []
Self Managed - [ 29 0% |
Plan cost allocation
Capacity Building 0-99% - [ 33 13%
Capacity Building 100% - [ 31 -10% ]

Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics

Total respondents % of children who % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
get along with his/ can make friends who say their child who say their child
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when joins them when

(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks

at home outside the home

Overall

overal - [ 3064 [ 2% [s% [s% [l 5%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 1698 | 1% O 7% [ 10% 0 6%
3- 1183 [13% O 9% 05% 0 4%
4-1 167 O05% 0 4% 03% 1 2%
5 or older -| low count

Gender
Female - [l 1006 | 0% 0 &% O 9% 0 5%
Male - [ 2032 [] 3% 0 7% 0 7% 0 4%
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Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

% of children who
get along with his/

her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when

% of children who
can make friends

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say their child who say their child
joins them when

(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks
at home outside the home
Disability Type
Autism - [l 675 0 7% O 13% O 12% 0 9%
Cerebral Palsy - | 172 0 4% 0 8% O 1% 0 8%
Developmental delay - [ 1039 11% 0 5% 0 3% 12%
Down Syndrome - | 166 11% O 10% 117% O 6%
Global developmental delay - [l 302 1 3% 0 6% O 10% O7%
Hearing Impairment - [ 208 11% O 8% O 7% 12%
Intellectual Disability - [l 202 -1% | 03% 0 9% 0 5%
Other- | 27 119% O 1% 0O 1%
Other Meurological - | 65 -2% 1 1 0% 0 5% 13%
Other Sensory/Speech - || 83 -4% 1 O 15% O 6% | 0%
Spinal Cord Injury / _ K .
Other Physical 180 0 4% 3% 1 11% 5% 10
Visual Impairment - | 45 -7% 0 O07% 12% 12%
Level of function
High - I 2046 | 1% 0 7% 0 7% 0 4%
Medium - [l 628 0l 3% [ 8% O 1% 0%
Low - [ 390 [ 5% O 9% [ 6% [ 6%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - J| 155 -2% | O 9% ] 14% O 9%
Non-Indigenous - [N 1866 [ 3% 0 7% 08% 0 5%
CALD Status
CALD - 179 0 4% 0 5% C117% 0 &%
Non-CALD - [ 2883 || 2% 0 &% 0 7% 0 4%
State/ Territory
NSW - I 1322 12% O 8% O 10% O 5%
VIC - [l 1057 0 3% O 7% 0 6% 0 4%
QLD - m 317 0 6% 0O 8% 0 6% 0 6%
WA- 121 -10% 0 —119% /3 24%
SA- W 234 -4% 10 O 7% O 7% 1 0%
TAS - | low count
ACT- 1100 0 4% 0 13% 12% 0 6%
NT - | low count
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Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
get along with his/ can make friends who say their child who say their child
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when joins them when
(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks

at home outside the home
Remoteness
major Cities - [N 1993 | 2% [ 8% [ 8% [l 5%
Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 437 [l 4% D 7% u 6% D 7%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) - B 279 2% | [ &% 130 | 1%
Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) = I 124 5%l [s% 3% 0 4%
Regional (population _
less than 5000) I 210 [| 6% D 8% D 10% | 0%

Remote/Very Remaote - | 21 -5% [l | 0% | 0%

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 1438 [ 3% 0 &% 0 7% 0 5%
Benefit from EI - [ 1602 | 1% 0 7% 0 &% 0 4%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 1705 [] 3% 0 7% [ 6% 3%
State - [ 1094 | 1% O 9% O 9% 0 4%
Commonwealth - [J] 265 3% [ 6% ] 13% ] 13%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [ 1264 3% 0 6% 0 5% 0 3%
Plan Managed - [l 281 -2% | O 9% O 8% | 0%
Self Managed Fully - [l 480 0 5% 14% 1 13% [ 10%
Self Managed Partly - [l 1039 | 1% O 7% O 8% 0 5%
Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [l 383 -2% 1 2% 0 4% 2%
$10-15,000 - (N 1214 | 1% O 8% 0 6% 0 4%
$15-20,000 - [ 762 03% O 9% 1% 0 5%
$20-30,000 - [ 366 | 1% 10% 10% 0 4%
Over $30,000 - W 339 0 9% O 9% 0 6% O 9%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 630 | 1% 0s6% 7% 0 3%
Capacity Building 0-75% -] 100 | 1% | 0% 0 4% I 2%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 496 0 4% 0 9% 07% 0 5%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 1838 [ 2% [ 8% [ 8% [ 5%
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Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
get along with his/ can make friends who say their child who say their child
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when joins them when
(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks

at home outside the home
Plan utilisation
below 20% - 83 | 0% 0 4% 0 4% 3%
20 - 40% - 265 0 4% O 7% [ 10% 0 4%
40 - 60% - [l 628 | 1% 7% 7% I 2%
60 - 80% — [N 980 3% 8% 0 6% I 2%
80% and over - [l 1108 I 2% 8% 1 10% 8%

Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the
family

Overall
overal - [ 3064 [] 7%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 1698 [l 3%
3- 1183 [ 1%
4-1 167 1 13%
5 or older -| low count
Gender

Female - [l 1006 [ %
Male - [ 2032 [] 7%
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Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the

family
Disability Type
Autism - [l 675 0 14%
Cerebral Palsy - [l 172 1 1%
Developmental delay - [ 1039 0 6%
Down Syndrome - | 166 O 9%
Global developmental delay - [l 302 O 7%
Hearing Impairment - [l 208 -1% |
Intellectual Disability - [l 202 12%
Other - | 27 0 8%
Other Meurological - | 65 03%
Other Sensory/Speech - | 83 O 7%
soal Cos . g 4%
Visual Impairment - | 45 | 0%

Level of function

High - I 2046 [] 5%

Medium - [l 628 O 10%
Low - [ 390 [ 10%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 155 0 &%

Non-Indigenous - [ 1866 [] 7%

CALD Status
CALD - 179 [ %

Non-CALD - [ 2883 [] 7%

State/ Territory

NSW - I 1322 [O8%
VIC - I 1057 0 5%

QLD -m 317 0 4%
WA -1 21 0 5%
SA-H 234 O 1%
TAS - low count

ACT -1 100 0 9%

NT -| low count
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Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the
family

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 1993 [ 8%

eaoppomision. [ 437 Is%
et Tom ot - ] 279 o
e et | 124 E
el pomiten. | 210 |2

Remote/Very Remaote - | 21 -5% [I

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 1438 [] 7%
Benefit from EI - [ 1602 [] 6%

Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 1705 [] 7%
State - 1094 [0 6%
Commonwealth - [J] 265 O 9%

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 1264 []8%
Plan Managed - i} 281 0 5%
Self Managed Fully - [l 480 O 1%
Self Managed Partly - [ 1039 0 4%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 383 0 3%
$10-15,000 - I 1214 8%

$15-20,000 - N 762 06%

$20-30,000 - W 366 O 7%

Over $30,000 - M 339 0 6%

Plan cost allocation

Capital 5-100% - [l 630 0 4%

Capacity Building 0-75% - || 100 1 3%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 496 0 8%

Capacity Building 95-100% - I 1838 [J 8%
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Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the

family
Plan utilisation
below 20% - 83 0 4%
20-40% -l 265 0 6%
40 - 60% - [l 628 0 5%

60 - 80% - [ 980 0 5%
80% and over - I 1108 O 9%

Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for LF - by participant
characteristics

Total respondents % of parent/ carer % of parents/ carer
who believe there is are not worried
enough time each about the effect of a
week for all sibling with
members of their disability on their
family to get their other children now
needs met and in the future

Overall
overal - [N 64 -13% [] -5% ]
Gender
Female- [ 22 -5% ]
Male- [ 42 -17% [
State/ Territory

vic- [ 37 -8% []

ACTINSWISAWANTTAS - [ 27 -19% []

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met- [ 37 -5% [|

Benefitfrom EI- [ 27 -22% []

Scheme Entry Type

New- [ 32 -9% ]

Commonwealth/State - [ 32 -16% []
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Appendix E.7.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for LF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parent/ carer % of parents/ carer
who believe there is are not worried
enough time each about the effect of a
week for all sibling with
members of their disability on their
family to get their other children now
needs met and in the future

Plan management type

Agency Managed/Plan Managed Partly - [ 35  -11%[]

Self Managed - [ 29 -14% []
Plan cost allocation
Capacity Building 0-99% - [ 33 -9% ] -14% []
Capacity Building 100% - [ 31 -16% [] [l 5%

Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics

Total respondents % who use Child out of those who out of those who % children who have
Care use child care, % use child care, % friends that he/ she
who receive who use family day enjoys playing with
assistance in care, long day care,
looking after the any other care at

child from a relative Child Care Centre

Overall
overall - [ 3064 [] 14% -4% || 07 12
Age Group
2 or younger - [N 1698 1 23% 5% O 11% 1 13%
3- [ 1183 0 6% 5% 1 3% O 13%
4- || 167 -a% || 0 8% 5% 1 0 8%
5 or older - | low count
Gender
Female - [l 1006 ] 19% -3% ) 0 8% 1 15%
Male - [ 2032 [] 12% -5% ] 0 7% 1%
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Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % who use Child out of those who out of those who % children who have
Care use child care, % use child care, % friends that he/ she
who receive who use family day enjoys playing with
assistance in care, long day care,
looking after the any other care at

child from a relative Child Care Centre

Disability Type
Autism - [l 675 0 4% -9% 0 0 5% 13%
Cerebral Palsy - 1 172 [ 25% -2% 1 13% O 10%
Developmental delay - [ 1039 O 12% -3% 1 0 4% 13%
Down Syndrome = ] 166 1 23% -5% [ 118% O 12%
Global developmental delay - [l 302 ] 16% -3% 0 6% O 9%
Hearing Impairment - [} 208 1 24% -1% | O 13% C]17%
Intellectual Disability = [ 202 1 25% -5% 0 O 9% O 11%
Other- |27 119% O 11%
Other Meurological - | 65 1 22% 0O 8%
Other Sensory/Speech - | 83 1 16% 118%
Spinal Cord Injury / _ _
Other Physical 180 1 19% 16% O O 12% 0 5%
Visual Impairment - | 45 1 23% O 1%
Level of function
High - [ 2046 [] 16% 3% | 0 7% [ 13%
Medium - [l 628 [ 10% -6% [] 0 6% ] 12%
Low - [Jj 390 ] 13% -10% [J 0 7% [ 8%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - || 155 ] 22% -12% [ ] 14% ] 18%
Non-Indigenous - [ 1866 [] 13% -3% | 0 7% O 12%
CALD Status
CALD - | 179 [ 10% -2% | 0 s% O 9%
Non-CALD - [ 2883 [] 15% -5% ] 0 7% ] 13%
State/ Territory
NSW - I 1322 1 20% -4% 1 0O 9% O 12%
VIC - [l 1057 0 5% -3% 10 0 5% 0O 1%
QLD - 317 —21% -6% 0 11% 1 16%
WA- 121 1 24% 10%
SA- B 234 O 1% -9% 0O 00 6% 1 16%
TAS - | low count
ACT- 1100 1 20% /1 23%

NT = | low count

131



Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % who use Child out of those who out of those who % children who have
Care use child care, % use child care, % friends that he/ she
who receive who use family day enjoys playing with
assistance in care, long day care,
looking after the any other care at

child from a relative Child Care Centre

Remoteness
major Cities - [N 1993 [] 15% -4% || [ 8% O 12%
"reaternan s0000)~ W 437 O ra 5% Oe% [0 14%
veween 15000 ane 50000) I 279 O] 13% 2% ] 5% O13%
vetween 3000 and 15000)~ | 124 07 %[l 3% O 1a%
o - 210 [ e |1 07 O 12

Remote/Very Remaote - | 21 I:I 10%

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [N 1438 [ 12% -3% || 0 8% [ 12%
Benefitfrom EI - [ 1602 [] 16% -6% [] 0 s% ] 13%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 1705 []17% 7% 1 0 6% [ 12%
State - [ 1094 O 1% -2% | 0 8% [ 13%
Commonwealth - [J] 265 O 1% 0% | [ 5% ] 13%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [ 1264 1 15% 5% O 8% O 12%
Plan Managed - [ 281 117% | 2% [ 3% 0 10%
Self Managed Fully - [l 480 [ 12% -3% || I 2% [ 15%
Self Managed Partly - [l 1039 1 14% -7% [0 1% 112%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [ 383 C117% 0% | 8% J13%
$10-15,000 - [ 1214 1 14% -4% 1 5% J13%
$15-20,000 - [ 762 1 15% -6% 0 0 6% 1 14%
$20-30,000 - W 366 O 12% -6% 0 13% O 12%

Over $30,000 - W 339 1 15% -5% 0 O 7% O 7%

Plan cost allocation

Capital 5-100% - [l 630 1 20% -1% | O 9% 12%

Capacity Building 0-75% - | 100 0 3% 0% | 0O 7% 0 3%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 496 O 12% -10% 0 O 7% O 10%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [ 1838 []14% -4% [] O 7% 1 14%
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Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % who use Child out of those who out of those who
Care use child care, % use child care, %

who receive who use family day

assistance in care, long day care,
looking after the any other care at

Plan utilisation

below 20% - 1 83 1 15%
20-40%- M 265 1 16%
40-60% - M 628 1 14%
60 - 80% - [ 980 1 15%

80% and over - N 1108 O 13%

child from a relative Child Care Centre

0% | | 0%
-8% 0O 0O 9%
1% | 0 7%
-7% 0 0 8%
-4% 1 0 6%

Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents of those who have % of children whe  of those who

friends, these
friends are at
preschool or

playground

Overall
overal - [ 3064 [_] 20%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 1698 [] 22%
3- 1183 []21%
4- 1167 0 9%
5 or older - | low count
Gender

Female - [l 1006 ] 21%
Male - [ 2032 [] 19%

participate in age participate, % who
appropriate feel welcomed or
community, cultural actively included
or religious activities

| 1% [l 5%
12% 03%
-1% | 08%
0 8% 03%
3% 0 4%
| 0% [0 6%
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% children who have
friends that he/ she
enjoys playing with

1 14%
[ 13%
1 14%
[ 13%
O 1%

% of parents/ carers
who would like their
child to be more
involved in
community activities

[ 7%

O 8%
0 5%
O 7%

[ %

0 &%



Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents of those who have % of children whe  of those who % of parents/ carers
friends, these participate in age participate, % who  who would like their
friends are at appropriate feel welcomed or child to be more
preschool or community, cultural actively included involved in
playground or religious activities community activities

Disability Type
Autism - [l 675 1 16% 1 0% 0 6% 07%
Cerebral Palsy - [l 172 1 25% 03% O 11% 12%
Developmental delay - [ 1039 1 22% -1% 1 0 7% O 9%
Down Syndrome - | 166 117% 11% O 12% O 5%
Global developmental delay - [l 302 — 21% 0 4% -1% 1 O 5%
Hearing Impairment - [ 208 1 25% 0 9% 1 1% 0O 6%
Intellectual Disability - [l 202 —117% 11% -5% 0 0 5%
Other - | 27 -4% 11 | 0%
Other Meurological - | 65 1 14% 0 10% O 8%
Other Sensory/Speech - | 83 1 14% 11% O 11% O 6%
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 180 1 12% -4% 1 3% O 10%
Visual Impairment - | 45 -2% 1 | 0%
Level of function
High - [ 2046 [] 19% | 2% 0 6% 0 7%
Medium - [l 628 [ 24% | 0% I 2% O s%
Low - [l 390 118% -2% | 0 3% O 10%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous - ] 155 [ 10% -1% | I 2% 0 8%
Non-Indigenous - [N 1866 [_] 22% | 1% 5% &%
CALD Status
CALD - 179 O 1% 0 5% O 9% O 1%
Non-CALD - [ 2883 [] 20% | 1% [ 5% 0 7%
State/ Territory
NSW - I 1322 3 20% 11% 0O 10% 03%
VIC - [l 1057 3 22% 12% 12% O 9%
QLD - m 317 0 1% 0 5% -3% 10 0 4%
WA- 121 10% 1 14%
SA- W 234 —31% -9% 0O O 8% 1 16%
TAS - | low count
ACT- 1100 /1 29% O 1% -9% 0 = 15%
NT - | low count
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Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents of those who have % of children whe  of those who % of parents/ carers
friends, these participate in age participate, % who  who would like their
friends are at appropriate feel welcomed or child to be more
preschool or community, cultural actively included involved in
playground or religious activities community activities

Remoteness
major Cities - [N 1993 [ ] 21% | 1% [ 8% [ 8%
Regional (population _ -

greater than 50000) . 437 D 17% I 1% 1% I D 5%

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) I 279 |:I 23% -2% I “ 3% [I 5%

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000~ I 124 [ 15% | 1% [ 3% O 7

Regional (population _
less than 5000) I 210 D 22% ﬂ 3% -3% ﬂ D 5%

Remote/Very Remaote - I 21 | 0%

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [N 1438 []21% | 1% 0 s% 0 7%
Benefit from EI - [ 1602 [] 20% | 1% 0 4% 0 7%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 1705 []21% | 1% 0 4% 0Os%
State - [ 1094 121% I 2% 0% 0%
Commonwealth - [J] 265 ] 13% | 1% O 7% [ 6%
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [ 1264 []19% 1% | 0 6% O 8%
Plan Managed - [li] 281 ] 15% I 4% -1% | 9%
Self Managed Fully - [l 480 [C]26% 3% O 1% 3%
Self Managed Partly - [l 1039 [120% | 1% 3% 0 6%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 383 1 22% | 0% 6% O 1%
$10-15,000 - [ 1214 1 22% | 0% 0 5% O 7%
$15-20,000 - [N 762 1 16% 2% 0 7% 0 5%
$20-30,000 - W 366 1 25% 0 3% 0 7% O 7%
Over $30,000 - W 339 O 7% 12% -2% 1 O 6%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [l 630 ] 16% I 2% [ 3% 0 7%
Capacity Building 0-75% - | 100 | 0% -7% [ | 0% 0 10%
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 496 [122% I 3% 0 7% O 8%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [ 1838 [ 22% | 1% 0 6% 0 6%
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Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents of those who have % of children whe  of those who % of parents/ carers
friends, these participate in age participate, % who  who would like their
friends are at appropriate feel welcomed or child to be more
preschool or community, cultural actively included involved in
playground or religious activities community activities

Plan utilisation
below 20% - || 83 [ 34% | 1% | 0% -4% 01
20 - 40% - W 265 ] 16% -2% 1 | 0% 0 5%
40 - 60% - [l 628 [ 20% | 1% 0 4% 0 5%
60 - 80% — [N 980 1 21% -1% | O 7% 0 9%
80% and over - [N 1108 119% I 4% 0 5% 0 7%

Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

Overall
overal - [ 3084 [] 5%
Age Group
2 or younger - [N 1698 [] 8%
3- 1183 [13%
4-1 167 | 0%
5 or older -| low count
Gender

Female - [l 1006 [ %
Male - [ 2032 [] 5%
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Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Disability Type

Autism - [l 675
Cerebral Palsy - || 172
Developmental delay - [ 1039
Down Syndrome - | 166
Global developmental delay - [l 302
Hearing Impairment - [l 208
Intellectual Disability - [l 202
Other - | 27
Other Neurological - | 65

Other Sensory/Speech - | 83
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical 180
Visual Impairment - | low count

Level of function
High - [ 2046
Medium - [l 628
Low - [ 390

Indigenous Status
Indigenous - | 155

Non-Indigenous - [ 1866

CALD Status
CALD - 179

Non-CALD - [ 2883

State/ Territory

NSW - I 1322
VIC - I 1057
QLD -m 317
WA -| low count
SA-H 234
TAS - low count
ACT -1 100
NT -| low count

% of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

12%
0 10%
0 6%
[ 16%
0 6%
0 3%
0 5%
1 0%
O 12%
-2% 1
0 12%

0 7%
0 3%
1 2%

[ %
[ 5%

0 7%

[ 5%

0 4%
O 7%
0 8%
O 6%

0 2%
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Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

Remoteness

major Cities - [ N 1993 [] 5%

e Bar Do
el O e 2%
Lot BB L

el EX

Remote/Very Remote -| low count

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ 1438 [] 5%
Benefit from EI - [ 1602 [] 6%

Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 1705 [] 6%
State - 1094 [0 6%
Commonwealth - [J] 265 [ 2%

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 1264 [15%
Plan Managed - i} 281 06%
Self Managed Fully - [l 480 0 4%
Self Managed Partly - [ 1039 0 6%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 383 O 7%

$10-15,000 - I 1214 0 6%

$15-20,000 - N 762 0 5%

$20-30,000 - W 366 0 3%

Over $30,000 - M 339 0 4%

Plan cost allocation

Capital 5-100% - [l 630 06%
Capacity Building 0-75% - || 100 0 8%

Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 496 0 4%

Capacity Building 95-100% — NN 1838 [] 5%
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Appendix E.7.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child's
disability is one of
the barries to being
involved in
community activities

Plan utilisation

below 20% - 83 O 1%
20 - 40% -l 265 0O 7%
40 - 60% - [l 628 0 7%

60 - 80% - [ 980 3%
80% and over - I 1108 0 6%

Appendix E.7.6 - Specialist services

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to second review for LF - by participant
characteristics

Total respondents for children who for children who for children who for children who
receive specialist receive specialist receive specialist receive specialist
services, % of services, % of services, % of services, % of
children whose children whose children whose children whose
specialist services  services help the services respect the services assist staff
involves the parent/ parent/ carer to plan family's cultural at the child's
carer for the future heritage daycare/ preschool/

community activities
to support the child

Overall

overt - [ >+ 7 ] 07 ] e
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Appendix E.8 - Participants from birth to starting school - Change in
longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review - C3 cohort - by
participant characteristics

Appendix E.8.1 - Participant Information
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant
characteristics

Total respondents % of children who % of children who
live with parents live in a private
home owned or
rented from private
landlord

Overall
overal - [ 392 -1% | 1%
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 358 -1% | | 1%
3-030 -3% || | 0%
4 - | low count
Gender
Female - [ 138 -1% | I 2%
Male - [ 252 -1% | | 0%
Disability Type
Autism - [l 40 13% | 0%
Cerebral Palsy - | low count | 0%
Developmental delay - [ 111 12% 1 0%
Down Syndrome - ] 26 -4% 1 | 0%
Global developmental delay - [l 45 -11% 0 -2% 1
Hearing Impairment - [l 33 -3% 1 | 0%
Intellectual Disability - [l 41 12% 0 5%
Other- | low count
Other Neurological - | low count
Other Sensory/Speech - | low count
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Gther Physical - | 10w count
Visual Impairment - | low count
Level of function
High - [ 276 -2% | | 1%
Medium - [} 66 | 2% I 2%
Low - [l 50 | 0% 12%
CALD Status
CALD - || 26 0 4% | 0%
Non-CALD - [ 365 -1% | | 1%
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Appendix E.8.1 - Participant Information
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory

NSW - [l 108
VIC - [ 129
QLD - m 45
WA - | low count

SA- Il 65

ACT- B3N

NT = | low count

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 278

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 63

Regional (population _ I 24
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population _

between 5000 and 15000) ~ | 10w count
Regional (population _

leas than s000) ~_ | 1ow count

Remote/Very Remote - | low count

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 174
Benefit from EI - [ 210

Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 242
State - [ 131

Commonwealth - | low count

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 135
Plan Managed - [} 34
Self Managed Fully - [ 29
Self Managed Partly - [ 194

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [ 59
$10-15,000 - A 111
$15-20,000 - [ 89
$20-30,000 - W 67
Over $30,000 - [l 66

-1% 1
1 0%
12%

-5% 0
-3% 1

0% |
2% |

-9% []

0% |
-2% |

1% |
0% |

1% |
-6% [1
0% |
0% |

-5% 1
-1% |
-2% |
0 3%
| 0%

% of children who
live with parents

141

% of children who
live in a private
home owned or
rented from private
landlord

1 0%
0 3%
| 0%

12%
0 4%

| 2%
5% []

[ 4%

[ 4%
-1% |

| 0%
I 2%

| 1%
| 0%
0 3%
| 1%

| 0%
1 1%
| 0%
| 1%
03%



Appendix E.8.1 - Participant Information

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

% of children who
live with parents

% of children who
live in a private
home owned or
rented from private

Plan cost allocation

Capital 5-100% - [ 151 0% |
Capacity Building 0-75% - | low count
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 72 -3% ||

Capacity Building 95-100% - [N 160  -3% ]

Plan utilisation

below 20% - | low count
20-40% - W 42 -2% 1
40 -60% - M 83 | 0%
60 - 80% - [ 151 -3% 11
80% and over - [ 106 11%

Appendix E.8.2 - Daily living

landlord

| 1%

-4% [l
1 2%

-2% 1
-5% 1
0 4%
| 1%

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

or more areas

Overall
overal - [ 392 ] 19%
Age Group
2 or younger - I 358 []18%
3-[1 30 ] 23%
4 -| low count
Gender
Female - [ 138 ] 14%

Male - [ 252 [] 21%

% of parents/ carers % of children who
with concerns in 6

services

[ ]2a%

use specialist

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say that who say that
specialist services  specialist services
help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in

everyday life

[]13% []13%

[ 2a% [ 13% [ 13%
CJ27% 118% 118%
[ 28% C117% C117%
[ 22% O 1% O 1%
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Appendix E.8.2 - Daily living

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Disability Type
Autism - [l 40
Cerebral Palsy -| low count
Developmental delay - [ 111
Down Syndrome - [l 26
Global developmental delay - [l 45
Hearing Impairment - [l 33
Intellectual Disability - [l 41
Other -| low count
Other Neurological -| low count
Other Sensory/Speech -| low count
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Gther Physical ~| 10w count
Visual Impairment -| low count
Level of function
High - [N 276
Medium - [l 66
Low - [Jj] 50
CALD Status
CALD -] 26
Non-CALD - [ 365
State/ Territory
NSW -l 108
VIC - I 129
QLD - 45
WA -] low count
SA -l 65
ACT-E 3
NT -| low count
Remoteness

major Cities - [ N 278

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 63

Regional (population _I 24
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

-| low count
-| low count

Remote/Very Remote -| low count

% of parents/ carers % of children who
with concernsin 6  use specialist

or more areas services
1 13% 1 25%
05% 05%
CJ17% 1 29%
1 19% /1 31%
/1 31% 1 33%
C118% 1 15%
1 15% = 17%
1 20% [ 25%
[ 23% [ 24%
0% [20%
C115% 3%
T 19% T 24%
1 14% C118%
1 15% 1 29%
O 9% 1 20%
C/37% / 22%
1 26% 1 39%
[ 20% 2%
[ 13% [ 24%
[C]17% [ 8%
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% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say that
specialist services
help their child gain
skills she/ he needs
to participate in
everyday life

1 23%
1 14%

1 24%
0 8%
[ 10%

O 1%
O 15%
C121%

0 4%
1 20%
12%

1 13%

O 12%
[ 12%

who say that
specialist services
support them in
assisting their child

C27%
1 16%

1 20%
0 8%
0 7%

O 1%
O 15%
C118%

0 4%
1 19%
—118%

1 13%

[ 13%
[ 12%



Appendix E.8.2 - Daily living
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

% of parents/ carers % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
with concernsin 6  use specialist who say that who say that

Total respondents

or more areas services specialist services  specialist services
help their child gain support them in
skills shel he needs assisting their child
to participate in
everyday life
Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 174 [] 15% [ 20% ] 12% ] 13%
Benefit from EI - [ 210  [] 21% [ 28% [ 14% [ 13%
Scheme Entry Type
New - I 242 [] 22% 3% 1% [ 15%
State - [ 131 1 13% 1 13% O 9% O 1%
Commonwealth -| low count
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 135 C118% C127% [ 10% [ 10%
Plan Managed - [l] 34 [C—138% 1 29% [ 13% [ 13%
Self Managed Fully -l 29 117% 121% 122% 122%
Self Managed Partly - [ 194 [] 16% [22% 113% 113%
Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [l 59 [ 24% C127% 121% [115%
$10-15,000 - I 111 [ 22% C127% O 7% 9%
$15-20,000 - [N 89 1 21% 1 22% 1 14% 1 13%
$20-30,000 - M 67 1 19% C127% 13% [115%
Over $30,000 -l 66 0 5% 117% 13% [115%
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [ 151 1 15% 121% O 1% O 1%
Capacity Building 0-75% -| low count
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 72 121% [118% 121% [119%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [l 160 [121% [—128% ] 12% ] 12%
Plan utilisation
below 20% —| low count
20 - 40% - W 42 117% [ 24% 1 19% ] 12%
40 - 60% - [l 83 1 19% 1 20% 1 15% O 1%
60 - 80% - M 151 1 20% 1 29% 9% 1%
80% and over - [l 106 117% [ 25% 117% [118%
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Appendix E.8.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
overal - | 392
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 358
3-0 30
4 -| low count
Gender
Female - [ 138
Male - [N 252
Disability Type
Autism - [l 40

Cerebral Palsy -| low count
Developmental delay - [ 111
Down Syndrome - [l 26
Global developmental delay - [l 45
Hearing Impairment - [l 33
Intellectual Disability - [l 41
Other -| low count
Other Meurological - | low count
Other Sensory/Speech -| low count

Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical ~ | 1oW count

Visual Impairment -| low count

Level of function
High - I 276
Medium - [l 66
Low - [Jj] 50

CALD Status
CALD -] 26

Non-CALD - [ 365

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

—E

[ 34%
[ 13%

C—132%
3%

1 23%
/1 24%
—28%
1 38%
1 24%
1 36%
1 49%

[C33%
[C130%
[ 28%

[ 24%
[C132%
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Appendix E.8.3 - Choice and control

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory

NSW -l 108
VIC - I 129
QLD -m 45
WA -| low count
SA -l 65
ACT-m 31
NT -| low count

Remoteness

wajor Cities - [ N 278
-. 63

-I24

Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Regional (population
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

-| low count
-| low count

Remote/Very Remote -| low count

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 174
Benefit from EI - [N 210

Scheme Entry Type
New - I 242
State - [ 131

Commonwealth -| low count

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 135
Plan Managed - [l] 34
Self Managed Fully -l 29
Self Managed Partly - [ 194

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [l 59
$10-15,000 - I 111
$15-20,000 - [N 89
$20-30,000 - M 67
Over $30,000 -l 66

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

/133%
1 36%
/1 29%

/1 30%
1 17%

[ 29%
] 3s%
—

Cd34%
[ 30%

O 30%
Cd32%

[ 34%
C33%
1 24%

C—131%

C34%
C129%
C35%
1 30%
1 30%
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Appendix E.8.3 - Choice and control
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [ 151
Capacity Building 0-75% -| low count
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 72
Capacity Building 95-100% - I 160

Plan utilisation
below 20% —| low count
20-40% - W 42
40 - 60% - 1l 83
60 - 80% — [ 151
80% and over - Il 106

Appendix E.8.4 - Relationships

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
is able to tell them
what he/ she wants

C31%

[ 28%
CI32%

C37%
C38%
1 30%
1 30%

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
overal - [ 392
Age Group
2 oryounger - [N 358
3- 30
4 - | low count
Gender
Female - [ 138

Male - [ 252 -4% ||

% of children who
get along with his/

% of children who
can make friends

her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when

(s) the family

2% |

[ 1%

1% | O 12%
-11% [J [ 3%
| 1% [ 10%

[ 12%

147

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say their child who say their child
joins them when
they complete tasks they complete tasks
at home outside the home

] 14% [ 6%

[ 16% 07%
-3% ] 7%
] 15% 0 7%
[ 14% [ 6%



Appendix E.8.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of children who % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
get along with his/ can make friends who say their child who say their child
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when joins them when
(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks

at home outside the home
Disability Type
Autism - [l 40 0% | 03% 03% -15% O
Cerebral Palsy - | low count 1 14% 0 5% -10% O
Developmental delay - [ 111 -3% 1 1 18% 3 15% 0 5%
Down Syndrome - | 26 -4% 1 C—131% /1 35% O 15%
Global developmental delay - [l 45 -6% 0 0 5% O 12% 0 9%
Hearing Impairment - [l 33 0 3% O 12% -3% 1
Intellectual Disability - [l 41 -3% 1 1 23% 1 23% 1 20%
Other- | low count
Other Neurological - | low count
Other Sensory/Speech - | low count
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Gther Physical ~ | low count
Visual Impairment - | low count
Level of function
High- [ 276 -3% | [ 14% [ 14% 0 10%
Medium - ] 66 -2% | 0 9% [ 26% [l 6%
Low - [Jj 50 [l 5% I 2% -2% | -14% []
CALD Status
CALD - || 26 -4% [| [ 12% [l 4%
Non-CALD - [ 365 0 12% ] 14% 0 s%
State/ Territory
NSW - Il 108 -3% 1 12% O 1% 7%
VIC - [ 129 -5% 0 O 10% 1 18% 0 10%
QLD - W 45 -3% 1 O 7% O 9% O 7%
WA - | low count
SA- [l 65 0% | 1 13% 0 8% -2% 1
ACT- B 31 = 14% = 14% O7%
NT - | low count
Remoteness
major Cities - [N 278 -1% | O 1% [ 13% 5%
Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 63 2% I D 6% D 13% D 10%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) I 24 EI 17% :I 32% EI 14%

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population _
less than 5000)

- | low count
| low count

Remote/Very Remote - | low count
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Appendix E.8.4 - Relationships

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 174
Benefit from EI - [ 210

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 242
State - [ 131

Commonwealth - | low count

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 135
Plan Managed - [i] 34
Self Managed Fully - || 29
Self Managed Partly - [N 194

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - [ 59
$10-15,000 - [ 111
$15-20,000- (M 89
$20-30,000- [ 67
Over $30,000- [ 66

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [N 151
Capacity Building 0-75% - | low count
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 72
Capacity Building 95-100% - [ 160

Plan utilisation
below 20% - | low count
20-40% - W 42
40 -60% - M 83
60 - 80% - [ 151
80% and over - [ 106

% of children who % of children whe % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
get along with his/ can make friends who say their child who say their child
her brother(s)/ sister with people outside joins them when joins them when

(s) the family they complete tasks they complete tasks
at home outside the home
-5% ] [ 12% [ 10% 0 8%
| 1% 1% ] 18% 0 5%
1% | O 10% 1 14% 0 6%
-2% | ] 15% ] 14% O 8%
-2% | [113% O12% 1%
-4% 1 O 9% | 0% 0 3%
[118% 1 14% | 0%
-2% | 0O 9% [118% 0 4%
0 5% 1 16% 1 20% O 1%
-7% 0 [ 10% 123% O 12%
2% O 1% O 13% O 1%
-10% 0O O 8% 2% -9% 0
0 4% 1 14% O 8% 12%
-5% 1 O 9% 05% 03%
0 4% O 1% 13% 0 7%
-3% [ ] 13% C122% O 10%
-3% 1 1 14% 1 14% | 0%
-5% 00 1 16% 2% 1 13%
12% O 9% 117% O 7%
-3% 1 1% 0 4% 03%
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Appendix E.8.4 - Relationships

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Overall

overal - | 392

Age Group
2 or younger - [ 358
3-130

4 - | low count

Gender

Female - [ 138
Male - [ 252

Disability Type

Autism - [l 40
Cerebral Palsy - | low count
11
Bl 26
M 45
B33
w4
| low count
| low count
| low count
| low count
| low count

Developmental delay -

Down Syndrome =

Global developmental delay =
Hearing Impairment =
Intellectual Disability =
Other -

Other Neurological =

Other Sensory/Speech -

Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical

Visual Impairment -

Level of function
High - [ 276
Medium - [l 66
Low - [ 50

CALD Status
CALD -] 26

Non-CALD - [ 365

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the
family

[s%

0 9%
-3% 1

0 &%
0 &%

-5% 0

O 1%
O 8%
12%
0 9%
O 12%

0 8%
O 12%
2% |

0 4%

0 &%
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Appendix E.8.4 - Relationships
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the

family
State/ Territory
NSW -l 108 O 7%
VIC - I 129 3 10%
QLD-m 45 7%
WA -| low count
SA -l 65 0 3%
ACT -1 31 13%
NT -| low count
Remoteness

major Cities - [ N 278 [] 7%

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 63 D 14%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000~ Il 23 [ 4%

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

-| low count
-| low count

Remote/Very Remote -| low count

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 174 [0 7%
Benefit from EI - [ 210 [J 9%

Scheme Entry Type
New - I 242 [] 9%
State - [ 131 0%

Commonwealth -| low count

Plan management type

Agency Managed - [l 135 O 14%
Plan Managed - [ 34 -9% [J
Self Managed Fully - [ 29 O 14%
Self Managed Partly - [ 194 0 5%

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 59 0 3%
$10-15,000 - I 111 ] 14%
$15-20,000 - M 89 0 3%
$20-30,000 - W 67 1%

Over $30,000 -l 66 3%
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Appendix E.8.4 - Relationships

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [ 151
Capacity Building 0-75% -| low count
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 72
Capacity Building 95-100% - I 160

Plan utilisation
below 20% —| low count
20-40% - W 42
40 - 60% - 1l 83
60 - 80% — [ 151
80% and over - Il 106

% of parents/ carers
who say their child
fits in with the
everyday life of the
family

0 7%

0 4%
O 9%

1 22%
0 8%

0 8%

| 1%

Appendix E.8.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
overal - [ 392
Age Group
2 oryounger - [N 358
3- 30
4- | low count
Gender
Female - [ 138
Male - [ 252

% children who have of those who have

friends that he/ she friends, these

enjoys playing with friends are at
preschool or
playground

appropriate

[]22% [ ]23% -3%
1 22% -2% |
[C130% -14% [

[ 25% 119% [ 5%

[ 20% [ 28% -7% ]

152

% of children who
participate in age

of those who
participate, % who
feel welcomed or

community, cultural actively included
or religious activities

[ 1%

[ 28%

0 3%



Appendix E.8.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % children who have of those who have % of children who  of those who
friends that he/ she friends, these participate in age participate, % who
enjoys playing with friends are at appropriate feel welcomed or

preschool or community, cultural actively included
playground or religious activities
Disability Type
Autism - [l 40 1 15% -26% [
Cerebral Palsy - | low count [119% | 0%
Developmental delay - [ 111 1 28% O 12%
Down Syndrome - ] 26 —131% -8% 0
Global developmental delay - [l 45 O 9% -5% 0
Hearing Impairment- [ 33 —127% -12% 0
Intellectual Disability - [l 41 C—37% -8% 0
Other- | low count
Other Neurological - | low count
Other Sensory/Speech - | low count
Spinal Cord Injury / _
Other Physical | low count
Visual Impairment- | low count
Level of function
High - [ 276 [ 22% [ 3%
Medium - [l 66 [ 26% -12% [0
Low - [ 50 [ 14% -21% ]
CALD Status
CALD - |] 26 0 &% 0 4%
Non-CALD - [ 365 []23% -3% ]
State/ Territory
NSW - [ 108 /3 27% 1 3%% -11% 0 1 14%
VIC- Il 129 [ 24% 1 17% 0 3% 0 7%
QLD- W45 ] 16% 0 10% 17%
WA - | low count
SA- 165 1 15% -13% 0O
ACT- B 31 3 23% 0 8%
NT - | low count
Remoteness
major Cities - [N 278 [_]21% 5% ] [ 14%
Regional (population _
greater than 50000) . 63 D 17% [l 4% [l 4%
Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) I 24 III 46% | 0%

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population _
less than 5000)

| low count
| low count

Remote/Very Remote - | low count
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Appendix E.8.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % children who have of those who have % of children who  of those who

friends that he/ she friends, these participate in age participate, % who
enjoys playing with friends are at appropriate feel welcomed or
preschool or community, cultural actively included
playground or religious activities
Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 174 [ 26% [ 22% -4% [| O 1%
Benefitfrom EI - [ 210 [] 19% [ 26% -3% ] O 1%
Scheme Entry Type
New - [ 242 [] 16% ] 20% 3% [ [ 12%
State - [ 131 C131% [C132% -2% | O 8%
Commonwealth - | low count
Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 135 [ 25% [ 24% 1 2% O 10%
Plan Managed - [l 34 121% -3% ||
Self Managed Fully - [l 29 C117% -7% [0
Self Managed Partly - [N 194 121% [126% -6% 1 O 8%
Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less - M 59 131% [ 26% 0 10% O 12%
$10-15,000- [N 111 [ 24% 10% 0 6% O 12%
$15-20,000- [ 89 [ 22% -10% 0 [ 22%
$20-30,000- [ 67 [ 15% -19% [ 4%
Over $30,000- [H 66 117% -5% 1
Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [ 151 117% C132% -14% O 07%
Capacity Building 0-75% - | low count
Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 72 [ 15% -6% [l 0 12%
Capacity Building 95-100% - [ 160 [127% [123% [ 6% ] 16%
Plan utilisation
below 20% - | low count
20-40%- W42 1 17% -15% [
40-60%- (W 83 29% 1 30% -1% | | 0%
60-80%- [ 151 1 20% C131% -5% 01 0 8%
80% and over- [l 106 121% [C129% 2% 1 16%



Appendix E.8.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

Overall
overal - | 392
Age Group
2 or younger - [ 358
3-0 30
4 -| low count
Gender
Female - [ 138
Male - [N 252
Disability Type
Autism - [l 40

Cerebral Palsy - | low count
Developmental delay - [ 111

Down Syndrome - Il 26
Global developmental delay - [l 45
Hearing Impairment - [l 33
Intellectual Disability - [l 41

Other - | low count

Other Neurological - | low count

Other Sensory/Speech - | low count

Spinal Cord Injury / _
Gther Physical ~ | 1ow count
Visual Impairment - | low count

Level of function

High - [ 276 [ 25%

Medium - [l 66
Low - [ 50

CALD Status
CALD -] 26

Non-CALD - [ 365

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who would like their who say their child's
child to be more disability is one of
involved in the barries to being
community activities involved in
community activities

[ ]22%

C22%
[ 23%
C117% 0 &%
Cd2s5% 07%
O 10% 0 6%
C129%
1 15% 2% 1
—138%
1 18% O 13%
1 36%
1 20%

O 1%
C118% 2% |
1 14% 0 6%
119%
C22%
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Appendix E.8.5 - Social, community and civic participation

Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant

characteristics (continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory

NSW - Il 108
VIC - I 129
QLD - m 45
WA - | low count

SA - [l 65

ACT-E A

NT - | low count

Remoteness

wajor Cities - [ N 278
-. 63

-I24

Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Regional (population
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

-| low count
-| low count

Remote/Very Remote -| low count

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met - [ 174
Benefit from EI - [N 210

Scheme Entry Type
New - I 242
State - [ 131

Commonwealth -| low count

Plan management type
Agency Managed - [l 135
Plan Managed - [l] 34
Self Managed Fully -l 29
Self Managed Partly - [ 194

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who would like their who say their child's
child to be more disability is one of
involved in the barries to being
community activities involved in
community activities

0 1% 2% 1
1 26% 0O 10%
3 13%

C129% O 15%
/1 39%

[26% 0 7%
[]19% [ &%
[C]17%

1 22% 0 4%

[ 22% O 9%
[C125% [ 10%
[119% | 0%
13% O 7%
 12%

C21%

[ 30% 0O 8%
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Appendix E.8.5 - Social, community and civic participation
Change in longitudinal indicators from baseline to third review for SF - by participant
characteristics (continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who would like their who say their child's
child to be more disability is one of
involved in the barries to being
community activities involved in

community activities

Annualised plan budget

$10,000 or less - [l 59 1 14% O 9%
$10-15,000 - I 111 [ 28% I 2%

$15-20,000 - [N 89 1 15% 8%
$20-30,000 - M 67 1 25% [ 10%

Over $30,000 -l 66 C127% 0 9%

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% - [ 151 J25% 8%
Capacity Building 0-75% -| low count

Capacity Building 75-95% - [l 72 [118% 0 10%

Capacity Building 95-100% - [l 160 [120% [ 5%

Plan utilisation
below 20% —| low count

20-40% - W 42 ] 14% O 10%

40 - 60% - 1l 83 [ 24% 0 3%

60 - 80% — [ 151 [123% 0O 7%
80% and over - Il 106 1 23% O 8%
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Appendix E.9 - Participants from birth to starting school - Has the NDIS
helped? indicators at first, second and third reviews - aggregate

Appendix E.9.1 - All domains

Daily living: Has the NDIS improved your child's
development?

100% 919, 95% 95%
80% —

60% —

A40%

20% —

9% 5oy, 5y
0% : Bz |
Yes Mo

I st review [T 2nd review [ZZA 3rd review

16620 responses at 1st review
3324 responses at 2nd review
390 responses at 3rd review

Choice and control: Has the NDIS helped increase your
child's ability to communicate what they want?

83% B86% g3y
80%
60%
40% |
0% 17% 440, 17%
, w7
Yes Mo

I st review [T 2nd review [ZZA 3rd review

16448 responses at 1st review
3327 responses at 2nd review
390 responses at 3rd review

Social, community and civic participation: Has the NDIS
improved how your child fits into community life?

2% 64% 64%

60%
40% 38% 360, 36%
[/
20% %
N7 )%

Yes MNo
I st review [T 2nd review [ZZA 3rd review

16275 responses at 1st review
3310 responses at 2nd review
387 responses at 3rd review

Daily living: Has the NDIS improved your child's access to
specialist services?

91% 93% 94%
80%
60%
40%
20%
0% : B ez
Yes MNo

I st review [T 2nd review [ZZA 3rd review

16538 responses at 1st review
3328 responses at 2nd review
390 responses at 3rd review

Relationships: Has the NDIS improved how your child fits
into family life?

80% 75% ﬂ 76%
60%
40%

25% 230, 24%
20% ?
. . )7

Yes MNo
I st review [T 2nd review [ZZA 3rd review

16404 responses at 1st review
3316 responses at 2nd review
388 responses at 3rd review
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Appendix E.10 - Participants from birth to starting school - Has The NDIS
helped? indicators at first review - by participant characteristics

Appendix E.10.1 - All domains
Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at first review for SF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' development

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs’ access to

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' ability to

who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into

specialist services communicate what family life
they wan
Overall
overal - [ 17499 | | 91% | ] 91% | | 83% | | 75%
Age Group
2 or younger — [N 6182 [ ] 90% | ] 90% [ 177% [C—————173%
3- 6316 [ ] 92% | ] 91% | ] 85% [ ] 76%
4 - 4402 [ ] 93% [ ] 91% [ ]187% [ 177%
5 or older — [l 599 [ 186% | ] 86% [ ]181% [ ] 73%
Gender
Female - [ 5314 [ ] 91% [ ] 89% |[ ] 80% | ] 74%
Male - [ 12002 | ] 91% | ] 91% | ] 83% |[ ] 76%
Disability Type
Autism - [N 4599 [ ] 94% [ ] 93% [ ] 86% [ 1 77%
Cerebral Palsy -l 736 [ 191% [ ] 88% I ] 72% CC67%
Developmental delay - NI 6125 [ 191% [ 191% [ ]185% I 1 77%
Down Syndrome -] 550 [ ] 92% [ 1 90% [ 176% [C———173%
Global developmental delay - [l 1860 [ 191% [ ] 91% [ ]182% [CC———176%
Hearing Impairment - [l 1495 1 87% [/ 85% /T 80% /1 73%
Intellectual Disability - il 806 C———————189%% | ] 88% | 175% [CC173%
Cther -| 94 C—/77% [[C[CC/76% [CCC169% /1 65%
Other Meurological -l 274 C189% [ ]188% I 173% [CC168%
Other Sensory/Speech -] 481 [ ] 95% [ ] 93% [ ] 90% [ ] 80%
Spinal Cord Inury! ——— — —
Other Physical ~ 1 302 84% 86% [ 67% 68%
Visual Impairment -] 177 1 80% [/ 82% [/ 64% /1 66%
Level of function
High - I 11464 [ ] 91% | ] 90% [ ] 83% [ ] 76%
Medium — [ 3933 [ ] 91% [ ] 92% [ ] 84% [ ] 76%
Low - [l 2102 [ ] 90% | ] 91% | ]76% [ 170%
Indigenous Status
Indigenous — [ 1104 [ 186% | ] 87% | ] 77% | ] 69%
Non-Indigenous - [ NN 12701 | ] 92% | ] 91% | ] 83% |[ ] 77%
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Appendix E.10.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at first review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

CALD Status
CALD - || 1497

Non-CALD - [ 15886

State/ Territory

NSW - I 7065
VIC — I 5482
QLD — [ 2546

WA -1 431

SA -l 1249

TAS -1150
ACT -1 443

NT -1 133

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 11684

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 2209

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 1513

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 749

Regional (population _
less than 5000) . 1181

Remote/Very Remate -I 161

Scheme Access Criteria
Disability Met — [ NG 7553
Benefit from El - [ NN 9889

Scheme Entry Type

New — [N 11105
State — [N 5108
Commonwealth — [JJ] 1286

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [N 8185
Plan Managed — [l 1634
Self Managed Fully — [N 4203
Self Managed Partly — I 3476

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS  who say the NDIS
has improved their has improved how

childs' development childs' access to childs' ability to their child fits into
specialist services communicate what family life
they wan

| ] 92% | ] 92% | ] 81% | | 78%
| ] 91% | | 90% | ]83% | | 75%
[ ] 93% I 191% [ 183% I 1 78%
[ 1 90% 190% I 183% [ 1 73%
[ ] 91% [ 1 91% [ 1 82% [ ] 75%
[ 190% [ 190% [ 177% [CCCTT67%

[ ] 93% I 1 93% I ] 84% [ 1 78%
1 81% [/ 86% /0 73% /0 65%

[ ] 90% I ] 90% [ 180% I ] 75%
1 85% CCCC//186% ]178% [ 1 63%

| | 93% | | 92% | | 84% | | 78%
| | 91% | | 91% | | 82% | | 73%
| | 87% | | 87% | | 78% | | 68%

| | 89% | | 85% | | 78% | | 69%

| o7 |  osv (] 777 (] 70%
e 7w s [ooles%

| ] 91% | ] 90% | ] 83% | | 73%
| ] 92% | ] 91% | ] 82% | | 77%
| ] 92% | ] 92% | 183% | | 77%
| | 90% | ] 88% | ] 82% | | 72%
| ] 92% | ] 89% | ] 83% | ] 75%
[ ] 90% | ] 89% [ 181% [ 174%
CC89% | 189% [ ] 78% [T 69%

[ ] 95% |[ ] 93% [ ] 89% [ ] 82%
[ ]91% [ ] 91% [ 180% [ 173%
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Appendix E.10.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at first review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less — [ 2182
$10-15,000 — N 6493
$15-20,000 — N 5353
$20-30,000 — [N 2100
Over $30,000 -1 1371

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% — [l 1855
Capacity Building 0-75% —[lj 700
Capacity Building 75-95% — [ 2982
Capacity Building 95-100% - I 11961

Plan utilisation
below 20% -l 1239
20 - 40% - 2118
40 - 60% — I 3640
60 - 80% — I 4642
80% and over — I 5860

Appendix E.10.1 - All domains

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' development

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs’ access to

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' ability to

who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into

specialist services communicate what family life
they wan

[ ]187% I 184% [ 179% [CC—————172%
[ ] 92% [ ]191% [ ] 86% | ] 78%
[ ] 92% [ ] 92% [ ] 84% | 1 77%
[ ]190% [ ]191% [ 177% [CCC71%
[ ]190% [ 191% [ 1 74% [ 69%
[ ] 91% [ 189% [ 172% [CC———_"168%
| — 7 U ] 86% | 172% [C—162%
[ ]89% | ] 89% | ] 81% | ] 72%
[ ] 92% [ ] 91% [ ] 85% [ ] 78%
C—47% [/ 49% T 43% | — - L
[ Jes% [CCCT8s% [T 78% [CCC173%
[ ] 94% | ]92% [ ] 84% | 1 76%
[ ] 95% [ ] 94% | ] 86% | ] 78%
[ ] 96% [ ] 96% [ ] 89% [ ] 81%

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at first review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Overall
Age Group
2 or younger — [N 6182
3 - I 6316
4 - 4402

5 or older =[] 599

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

O 59%
C—ea%
 I—
[ ]60%

161



Appendix E.10.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at first review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Gender

Female - [ 5314
Male - [N 12002

Disability Type

Autism - I 4599
Cerebral Palsy -[ll 736
Developmental delay - NI 6125
Down Syndrome -] 550
Global developmental delay - [l 1860
Hearing Impairment - [l 1495
Intellectual Disability - [ll 806
Other -| 94
Other Neurological -l 274

Other Sensory/Speech - [ 481

Spinal Cord Injury/ _
Other Physical 1 302
Visual Impairment -| 177

Level of function
High — I 11464
Medium — [ 3933
Low - [l 2102

Indigenous Status

Indigenous — [ 1104

Non-Indigenous - [ NN 12701

CALD Status
CALD - || 1497

Non-CALD - [ 15886

State/ Territory

NSW - I 7065
VIC — I 5482
QLD — [ 2546

WA -1 431

SA -l 1249

TAS -1150
ACT -1 443

NT -1 133

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

— 20
%

 E—
C—/57%
C64%
C159%%
C——163%
C—163%
C—/58%
C—48%
C—153%
" 172%
C—157%
1 50%

Ces%
6%
C—52%

2
—

—
%

1 64%
C————162%
1 61%
C—153%
C———61%
1 48%
/1 68%
C—57%
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Appendix E.10.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at first review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Remoteness

Major Cities
Regional (population
greater than 50000)

Regional (population
between 15000 and 50000)

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population

- I 11654
- 2200
-l 1513

-l 740

less than 5000) '. 1181

Remote/Very Remate -I 161

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met — [ NG 7553
Benefit from El - [ NN 9889

Scheme Entry Type

New — [N 11105
State — [N 5108
Commonwealth — [JJ] 1286

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [N 8185
Plan Managed — [l 1634
Self Managed Fully — [N 4203
Self Managed Partly — I 3476

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less — M 2182
$10-15,000 — N 6493
$15-20,000 — N 5353
$20-30,000 — [N 2100
Over $30,000 -1 1371

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% — [l 1855
Capacity Building 0-75% —[lj 700
Capacity Building 75-95% — [ 2982
Capacity Building 95-100% - I 11961

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

—
—
[ s56%
[ 1s6%
[ s56%

0
—

Cea%
| I—
I— L

I— - L
T 54%
7%
[ J59%

C63%
C—66%
C—e3%
C56%
] 52%

Cs2%
C52%
[ J60%
" 165%
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Appendix E.10.1 - All domains
Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at first review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

Plan utilisation

below 20% -l 1239 C—134%
20 - 40% - [ 2118 [ 161%
40 - 60% — I 3640 [ 163%
60 - 80% — I 4642 C————164%
80% and over — I 5860 C——167%
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Appendix E.11 - Participants from birth to starting school - Has The NDIS
helped? indicators at second review - by participant characteristics

Appendix E.11.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at second review for SF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents

Overall
Age Group
2 or younger — NN 1966
3 - [ 1208
4 -0 167
5 or older —=| low count
Gender
Female - [ 1109
Male - NN 2226

Disability Type

Autism - [ 704
Cerebral Palsy -[ll 190
Developmental delay ~ NN 1124
Down Syndrome - [l 187
Global developmental delay - [l 329
Hearing Impairment - [l 232
Intellectual Disability - [l 238
Other -[| 36
Other Neurological -l 83

Other Sensory/Speech -] 96
Spinal Cord Injury/ _

Other Physical B9

Visual Impairment -] 52

Level of function

High — I 2263

Medium — [ 678
Low - 421

Indigenous Status

Indigenous — [JJj 164

Non-Indigenous — [ 2012 |

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' development

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs’ access to

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' ability to

who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into

specialist services communicate what family life
they wan

[ | 95% | | 93% | | 86% | | 78%
[ ] 95% [ ] 94% [ ] 84% | ] 77%
[ ] 96% [ ] 93% [ ] 90% [ ] 79%
[ ] 96% [ ] 92% | ] 91% [ ] 79%
| | 95% | ] 93% | ] 83% | | 78%
| | 95% | ] 93% | 187% | | 77%
[ ] 96% [ ] 95% [ ] 90% [ ] 81%
[ 1 94% | 192% I 178% [CC——167%
[ ] 95% I ]193% I 1 87% I ] 79%
[ ] 96% [ ] 92% [ ]185% [C———————180%
[ ] 95% [ ] 94% [ ]86% [C———176%
[ ] 96% [ ] 94% [ ] 91% [ ] 80%
[ 1 97% [ ]194% [ ] 84% [CC—————176%
C—183% 189% I 1 67% ] 66%
[ ] 98% I ]193% I 178% [CC172%
[ ] 97% [ ] 94% [ ] 94% [ 1 84%
C—]88% [CC—84% [CCTTT69%  —
[ ] 94% | 1 90% [ ] 64% 1 62%
| ] 96% | ] 93% | 187% | ] 79%
| ] 96% | ] 93% | ] 88% | ] 78%
| ]93% | ] 92% | 178% [ 171%
| ]93% | ] 85% | ] 83% | | 73%

] 96% | ] 94% | 187% | | 79%
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Appendix E.11.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at second review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

CALD Status
CALD -] 195

Non-CALD - [N 3164

State/ Territory

NSW — I 1409
VIC — I 1161
QLD — 355
WA =130
SA -l 268
TAS -| low count
ACT-H 124
NT =| low count

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 2195

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 450

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 298

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 133

Regional (population _
less than 5000) . 223

Remote/Very Remate -I 23

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met — [ NG 1580
Benefit from El - [ NN 1753

Scheme Entry Type
New — N 1881

State - [N 1201
Commonwealth —[JJij 280

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [N 1369
Plan Managed - [l 306
Self Managed Fully — [l 501

Self Managed Partly — N 1186

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' development

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs’ access to

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' ability to

who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into

specialist services communicate what family life
they wan

| ] 97% | ] 95% | | 84% | | 75%
| ] 95% | ]93% | | 86% | | 78%
[ 1 96% I 193% [ ]186% I 1 78%
[ ] 95% [ 194% [ 187% I 1 77%
[ ] 95% [ ]192% [ ] 88% [ ] 79%
C90% I 190% [ ] 52% T 62%

[ 1 95% I 1 94% I 1 84% I 1 76%
[ 1 97% I ] 96% [ ] 89% [ ] 77%
| | 96% | ] 95% | | 87% | | 80%
| | 96% | | 93% | | 89% | | 75%
| | 94% | | 91% | | 84% | | 70%

| 2% | EE e [ XU —
| | 94% | 1 91% | | 83% | | 74%
7S s /S o S m—
| | 94% | 1 92% | ] 85% | | 75%
| ] 96% | ] 94% | 187% | | 80%
| ] 96% | 194% | | 86% | 1 79%
| ] 94% | ] 92% | ]84% [ 174%
| ] 97% | ] 94% | ] 93% | ] 83%
[ ]94% | ]93% |[ 185% [ 177%
[ ] 93% [ | 89% [ 80% [T 73%

[ ] 99% [ ] 96% |[ ] 93% [ ] 82%
[ ] 96% | ]93% [ ] 86% [ ] 78%
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Appendix E.11.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at second review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less — [ 429
$10-15,000 — N 1310
$15-20,000 - NN 827
$20-30,000 — N 413
Over $30,000 - N 383

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% — I 739
Capacity Building 0-75% —[] 108
Capacity Building 75-95% — [l 548
Capacity Building 95-100% — I 1967

Plan utilisation
below 20% -l 86
20 - 40% - [l 296
40 - 60% — I 697
60 - 80% — [ 1099
80% and over — NG 1184

Appendix E.11.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at second review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Overall
Age Group
2 or younger — NN 1966
3 - [ 1208
4 -0 167

5 or older —=| low count

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' development

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs’ access to

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' ability to

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into

specialist services communicate what family life
they wan

[ ] 94% [ 1 91% [ ] 85% [ ] 75%
[ ] 96% [ ] 94% | ] 89% [ ] 80%
[ ] 97% [ ]194% | ] 89% [ ] 79%
[ ] 95% [ ] 92% | ]82% | ] 74%
[ ]193% [ ] 92% | 174% [CC172%
[ ] 95% [ ]193% [ 178% [CC————173%
 I— LU — -7 S— L R e—
[ ] 95% [ ] 92% | ] 88% [ ] 75%
[ ] 96% [ ] 94% [ ] 89% [ ] 81%
1 56% [ 54% T 47% [ 34%
0% 87 [T 78% [T 69%
[ ] 94% | 191% | ] 84% [ ] 76%
[ ] 98% [ ] 96% [ ] 89% [ ] 79%
[ ] 98% [ ] 96% [ ] 90% [ ] 82%

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

—

Ce3%
C65%
C——e7%
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Appendix E.11.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at second review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Gender

Female - [ 1109
Male - [N 2226

Disability Type

Autism - I 704
Cerebral Palsy - [l 190
Developmental delay ~ NN 1124
Down Syndrome - [l 187
Global developmental delay - [l 329
Hearing Impairment - [l 232
Intellectual Disability - [l 238
Other -] 36
Other Neurological -l 83

Other Sensory/Speech -] 96
Spinal Cord Injury/ _

Other Physical B9

Visual Impairment -] 52

Level of function
High — I 2263
Medium — [ 678
Low - 421

Indigenous Status

Indigenous — [JJj 164

Non-Indigenous - [N 2012

CALD Status
CALD -] 195

Non-CALD - [N 3164

State/ Territory

NSW — I 1409
VIC — I 1161
QLD — 355
WA =130
SA -l 268
TAS -| low count
ACT-H 124
NT =| low count

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

—
—

C—/6e3%
C—159%
C——65%
6%
C—162%
C—————172%
C—/59%%
2%
C—58%
" 178%
C——164%
1 54%

e
| I—
C—52%

C———153%
6%

—
—

C——————165%
1 64%
1 64%
C—152%

" 160%

1 69%
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Appendix E.11.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at second review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Remoteness

major Cities - [ 2195

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 450

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 298

Regional (population _
between 5000 and 15000) I 133

Regional (population _
less than 5000)

Remote/Very Remate -I 23

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met — [ NG 1580
Benefit from El - [ NN 1753

Scheme Entry Type

New - I 1881

State - [N 1201
Commonwealth —[JJij 280

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [N 1369
Plan Managed - [l 306
Self Managed Fully — [l 501

Self Managed Partly — N 1186

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less — I 429
$10-15,000 — N 1310
$15-20,000 - NN 827
$20-30,000 — N 413
Over $30,000 - N 383

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% — I 739
Capacity Building 0-75% —[] 108
Capacity Building 75-95% — [l 548
Capacity Building 95-100% — I 1967

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

—
—
—
—
—
s

—
Ces%

Cea%
[ ea%
C—Je6%

Ce3%
C51%
2%
" 165%

C66%
C——67%
C—/6es%
 m—
C53%

O 59%

6%
6%
C———166%
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Appendix E.11.1 - All domains
Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at second review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

Plan utilisation

below 20% —Jl 86 C—127%
20 - 40% - [l 296 [ 156%
40 - 60% — I 697 C———162%
60 - 80% — [ 1099 [ 166%
80% and over — NG 1184 [ —
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Appendix E.12 - Participants from birth to starting school - Has The NDIS
helped? indicators at third review - by participant characteristics

Appendix E.12.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at third review for SF - by participant characteristics

Total respondents % of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their

childs' development

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs’ access to

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' ability to

who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into

specialist services communicate what family life
they wan
Overall
overal - [ 392 | | 95% | | 94% | | 83% | | 76%
Age Group
2 or younger - [N 358 | ] 95% [ ] 94% | ] 83% | ] 77%
3-H 30 [ ]93% | ] 97% [ ] 86% |[ ] 62%
4 -| low count
5 or older —=| low count
Gender
Female - [ 138 [ ] 94% | ] 95% [ ] 79% | ] 72%
Male - [N 252 [ ] 95% | ] 93% | ] 85% | ] 78%
Disability Type
Autism - [l 40 [ ] 97% [ 197% [CCC185% [CCC77%
Cerebral Palsy -l 21 [ 1 95% [ ] 86% 7% CC/167%
Developmental delay — NS 111 [ 1 94% [ 191% [CC87% [CEC—175%
Down Syndrome - [l 26 [ ] 96% [ ] 100% [ ] 96% [ ] 81%
Global developmental delay - [l 45 [ ] 95% [ ]195% [CCC——177% 1 77%
Hearing Impairment - [l 33 [ ]91% [ ] 88% [ ]191% [ ] 79%
Intellectual Disability - Il 41 [ ] 95% [ 198% [CCC180% [CCC—————183%
Other -| low count
Other Neurological -| low count
Cther Sensory/Speech -] low count
Spinal Cord Injury/ _
Gther Physical ~| 10w count
Visual Impairment -] low count
Level of function
High - I 276 [ ] 95% [ ] 94% | ] 86% [ ] 78%
Medium - [ 66 | ]92% | ]91% | ] 82% | ] 76%
Low — [ 50 | ] 96% | ] 98% | 6% [l 67%
CALD Status
CALD -l 26 | ] 96% | 1 92% | | 84% | | 76%
Non-CALD - [ 365 | ] 95% | ] 94% | ] 84% | ] 76%
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Appendix E.12.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at third review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

State/ Territory

NSW — I 108
VIC — I 129
QLD - 45
WA —| low count
SA - 65
TAS -| low count
ACT -1 31
NT =| low count

Remoteness

et ives - N 275

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 63

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 24

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

-| low count
-| low count

Remote/Very Remote -| low count

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ NG 174
Benefit from EI - [ N 210

Scheme Entry Type

New - [N 242
State [ 131

Commonwealth —| low count

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [N 135
Plan Managed - [l 34
Self Managed Fully — [l 29

Self Managed Partly — I 194

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less — [ 59
$10-15,000 — N 111
$15-20,000 - N 89
$20-30,000 - NN 67
Over $30,000 — N 66

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' development

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs’ access to
specialist services

who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' ability to
communicate what
they wan

who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
family life

[ 194% [ 194% [ ] 85% I ] 76%
[ ] 94% [ ] 92% [ 184% I 1 75%
[ ] 98% I ] 98% I 1 87% [ 1 80%
[ 1 95% [ 192% [ 175% [/ 79%
[ 1 97% [ 1 97% [ 184% [ 1 71%

I ] 95% | ] 94% | ] 83% | ] 77%
| | 97% | | 97% | | 84% | | 78%
I ]91% | ] 91% | ] 87% | ] 7a%
| ] 95% | ] 93% | ] 83% | ] 70%

| ] 95% | ] 95% | | 84% | ]| 82%
| ] 96% [ ] 96% | ] 84% [ ] 78%
[ ] 94% [ ] 90% [ ] 83% [ ] 72%
[ 193% | ]193% | ] 85% | ] 74%
% | ] 94% | ] 79% [T 79%
C————1100% | ]193% [ ] 90% | ] 79%
C——95% | 194% [ ]82% [CC—176%
[ ]193% [ ]192% [ ] 86% [ ] 75%
[ ] 95% [ ] 95% [ 1 91% [ ] 80%
[ 197% [ ] 95% | 183% [CC——————178%
[ ] 96% [ ] 94% [ ] 85% [ ] 76%
[ ] 94% [ ]192% [ 1 67% CC—————168%
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Appendix E.12.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at third review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% — NN 151
Capacity Building 0-75% —| low count
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 72
Capacity Building 95-100% — I 160

Plan utilisation
below 20% —| low count
20 - 40% - [ 42
40 - 60% — I 83
60 - 80% — I 151
80% and over — I 106

Appendix E.12.1 - All domains

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved their
childs' development

% of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers % of parents/ carers
who saythe NDIS  who say the NDIS  who say the NDIS
has improved their has improved their has improved how
childs' access to childs' ability to their child fits into
specialist services communicate what family life

they wan

[ ] 94% | ]194% | 174% [ 172%

[ ] 97% [ ] 99% [ 183% [ 176%
[ ] 95% [ ]193% | ] 92% [ ] 79%
C——e3% [CCT83% [T 67%  I— 2T

[ ] 93% [ ] 94% | ]182% | 1 75%

[ ] 99% [ ] 97% [ ] 89% [ ] 81%
[ ] 98% [ 1 97% [ ] 88% [ 1 77%

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at third review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

2 or younger — [N 358 [ ] 65%

Overall
Age Group
3-H 30
4 -| low count
5 or older —=| low count
Gender

Female - [ 138

Male - | 252

T 50%

—
Ces%
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Appendix E.12.1 - All domains

Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at third review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Disability Type

Autism - Il 40
Cerebral Palsy -[ll 21
Developmental delay — NS 111
Down Syndrome - [l 26
Global developmental delay - Il 45
Hearing Impairment - [l 33
Intellectual Disability - [l 41
Other -| low count
Other Meurological -] low count

Other Sensory/Speech =] low count

Spinal Cord Injury/ _
Other Physical | oW count
Visual Impairment -] low count

Level of function
High — IR 276
Medium — [ 66
Low -l 50

CALD Status
CALD -l 26

Non-CALD - [ 365

State/ Territory

NSW — I 108
VIC — I 129
QLD - 45
WA —| low count
SA - 65
TAS -| low count
ACT -1 31
NT =| low count

Remoteness

et ives - N 275

Regional (population _
greater than 50000) - 63

Regional (population _
between 15000 and 50000) . 24

Regional (population
between 5000 and 15000)

Regional (population
less than 5000)

-| low count
-| low count

Remote/Very Remote -| low count

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

C—/63%
C—— 7%
C63%
" 173%
C—156%
C——169%
C——66%

I—
) s8%
I— L

CJe4%
—

1 64%
C—63%
/1 82%
C—154%

C——61%

—
—
—
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Appendix E.12.1 - All domains
Has The NDIS Helped? indicators at third review for SF - by participant characteristics

(continued)

Total respondents

Scheme Access Criteria

Disability Met - [ NG 174

Benefit from EI - [ N 210

Scheme Entry Type

New - NN 242

State — [N 131

Commonwealth —| low count

Plan management type
Agency Managed — [N 135
Plan Managed - [l 34
Self Managed Fully — [l 29

Self Managed Partly — I 194

Annualised plan budget
$10,000 or less — [ 59
$10-15,000 — N 111
$15-20,000 - N 89
$20-30,000 - NN 67
Over $30,000 — N 66

Plan cost allocation
Capital 5-100% — NN 151
Capacity Building 0-75% —| low count
Capacity Building 75-95% — I 72
Capacity Building 95-100% — I 160

Plan utilisation
below 20% —| low count
20 - 40% - [ 42
40 - 60% — [N 83
60 - 80% — I 151
80% and over — I 106

% of parents/ carers
who say the NDIS
has improved how
their child fits into
community life

—
6%

I—
| I—

1%
C56%
6%
C——61%

Cea%
C——69%
C—61%
1 66%
C57%

I— - L

[ J60%
" 68%

C—55%
6%
C65%
C70%
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