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DISABILITY SERVICES, ACCOMMODATION SUPPORT FUNDING 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr Riebeling):  Today I received, within the prescribed time, a letter from the member for 
Murdoch seeking to debate as a matter of public interest the following motion - 

That this House expresses its greatest concern that the Minister for Disability Services has not taken 
urgent action to stem the growing crisis in accommodation support funding for people with disabilities. 

The matter appears to me to be in order, and if at least five members stand in support of the motion, it can be 
discussed. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis.  

MR BOARD (Murdoch) [2.50 pm]:  I move the motion.  The Opposition recognises that this is matter of true 
public importance.  This issue cuts across the whole of Parliament, and goes to the very heart of humanitarian 
support for people in our community with disabilities.  It also addresses the critical issue of the standard of care 
that is given to those in our community who are less fortunate than we are.   

As I stand here today, a crisis is developing for those who need accommodation support in this State.  As the 
minister indicated during today’s question time, a coalition of groups involved in the disability services area has 
expressed concern about this matter.  We ask the minister to raise those concerns when she is deliberating with 
the Treasurer in the upcoming budget discussions.  The State must make a fundamental and important decision 
about this issue; it cannot allow the number of people who find themselves in crisis to blow out.  Not one 
member of this House, who is aware of the situation in which a growing number of disabled people and their 
families find themselves, would not be touched by this situation.  In some cases, people and families have 
sacrificed up to 60 years of their lives to provide care for disabled people.  These carers, some of whom have 
lived in extremely difficult circumstances, have done the right thing by the community by totally supporting their 
children.  I have talked to these carers, and they have told me that they would never desert their responsibilities 
by walking away from caring for, supporting and loving their child, regardless of the age of the child.  However, 
the media and a coalition of concerned groups have highlighted the fact that, because of their age and physical 
wellbeing, a large number of these people can no longer care for their children.  Over the years, the State, in 
conjunction with the Commonwealth Government, has played a fundamental role in assisting to support these 
people by increasing the amount of money available for disability services.  There is no doubt that in 2002, the 
disability services sector is better placed than it was 20 years ago.  Previous government policy meant that 
people with disabilities were institutionalised.  However, these people are now encouraged to live in 
accommodation in the community, which gives them a certain amount of freedom, and others provide them with 
support.   

The State provides various levels of support for people with disabilities.  However, this motion is an attempt to 
get the Government to help those who find themselves in the most critical of situations; that is, those who need 
total support because they can no longer be cared for by their families.  A report by the Disability Services 
Commission stated that the number of people in this situation is growing at an astronomical rate.  In fact, it is 
asymptotic up the chart.  Unless the State, in conjunction with the Commonwealth, plays a fundamental role in 
improving this area by providing additional funding, disabled people will be living on the streets of the cities and 
towns of Western Australia.  Then the Government will be faced with a very critical and difficult situation.   

This motion is about helping the Minister for Disability Services, in her deliberations with her own Treasurer, to 
make sure that an adequate mechanism is found to deal with this crisis.  Since 1996, funding for disability 
services has increased by 37 per cent.  The increase has been between seven and nine per cent a year.  As the 
minister has indicated, the Government takes pride in its funding increase of $16 million, or 8.5 percent, in 2001.  
Unfortunately, a large number of costs were built into that increase, resulting in less money being available for 
crisis care and accommodation support.  The Disability Services Commission report indicates that 32 per cent of 
people with disabilities in this State are either not receiving an appropriate level of care, or are receiving no care 
at all.  The gap between what the State provides and what is needed in the community is growing at an 
astronomical rate.  As an indication of the extent of that problem, in 1998-99, 258 people needing independent 
living in the community with 24-hour support applied for accommodation support.  Those people are generally 
placed in houses - usually three or four to a house.  It is an expensive business, and the Opposition recognises 
that.  The annual cost of such accommodation support can be up to $65 000 for each person.  The difficulty is 
that this financial year some 538 people have applied, and were eligible for accommodation under this scheme.  
Of these, only a few could be supported, and 476 people missed out.  They are encouraged by the Disability 
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Services Commission to apply again in the following round, which may be as early as three months later, 
depending on the category they fall into.  However, some of those people have made up to 20 applications, and 
can show files describing how they never seem to reach the top priority category for support.  The closer they 
seem to get, the further they fall behind, such is the demand for accommodation support. 

I do not blame the minister for the increase in the number of applications.  In fact, the community can take some 
satisfaction in being able to look after disabled people at home, rather than putting them into institutions.  
Improvements in medical support and the detection of disabilities will inevitably lead to a greater demand.  That 
is the decision society has made, and it is one the Opposition totally supports, but unless those decisions can be 
adequately funded and more muscle put into this area, services will deteriorate.  Nobody would have predicted 
five years ago that the number of applications for accommodation support would double within a couple of 
years.  Right around Australia, disabled people, and their families and carers, are finding themselves, in the latter 
part of their lives, in the most difficult of circumstances.  I will quote some figures to illustrate the growing 
problem.  In the 35 to 44 age group, the number of people requiring accommodation support has increased by 44 
per cent, from 457 to 658.   

In the 45 to 54 age group the increase has been 57 per cent; that is, from 245 to 385.  In the 55 to 64 age group 
the increase has been 96 per cent; that is from 93 to 182.  The number of aged disabled people and family carers 
has been increasing.  Not only are more and more people coming into the pyramid and needing care, but also 
there is a blockage at the top end and people in a crisis situation are unable to find the support they need. 

The minister made some mileage out of the fact that the budgets for the past five years under the previous 
Government increased by about the same amount.  That may have been the case, but the trouble is that this 
current increase is not reaching the areas that it should.  In the minister’s report from the Disability Services 
Commission under “Operational Summary, Output 1, Residential Services”, this is identified as the most critical 
and most expensive area of need.  Some 1 542 residents received support in 2000-01, which was a reduction of 
26 from 1999-2000 when 1 568 residents were supported. 

Ms McHale:  Is this hostel accommodation? 

Mr BOARD:  This is listed under output 1, residential services.  Fewer people were helped because the cost of 
helping each individual went up a significant amount.  The minister is claiming that she is doing more, but she is 
helping fewer people and the pyramid is continuing to grow.  This Government should support the people who 
are in need of crisis care.  This Government’s labour relations legislation that is presently going through 
Parliament will make the situation dramatically worse.  These people require 24-hour a day care, generally 
supported by three eight-hour shift workers.  As a result of the new award structure the cost of delivering care to 
those houses 24 hours a day will rise significantly.  The minister will need to significantly increase her budget 
just to fund the increased wages for carers as a result of the workplace agreements. 

Has the minister made representations to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection and the 
Treasurer about the effect of changes to the labour relations legislation? 

Ms McHale:  I will comment shortly. 

Mr BOARD:  I doubt whether any of that has been taken into consideration.  Those wage considerations will 
provide parity only for the number of people currently in care.  The reality is that unless the minister can provide 
a significant increase in the amount of support for these people, within three years double the number of people 
will be looking for crisis care accommodation and respite supported accommodation.  The number of aged 
people in this situation will also continue to grow significantly. 

I now refer to a particular case that really clarifies this situation.  Rod and Yvonne Franklin of Leeming are 
constituents of mine, as the minister may be aware.  Their daughter Anita is 45 years of age, has cerebral palsy 
and is an epileptic.  Rod and Yvonne have cared for Anita for a long time.  They did not apply for a disability 
services pension or any form of support until she had reached 26 years of age.  Anita is severely disabled and 
cannot use her right side and right arm.  She struggles to walk.  Her drop epilepsy has deteriorated over the 
years.  She now needs total support during the day.  She gets some of that through the Activ Foundation, which 
has provided her with some work.  When she is not with the Activ Foundation, her parents, Rod and Yvonne, 
provide that support.  Rod is 70 years of age and Yvonne is 68 years of age.  Since 1991, Rod has had a number 
of operations.  He has had difficulty with his knee resulting from an accident and has had a new patella fitted.  
He has snapped his femur.  He has also been diagnosed with category 5 melanoma and has been seeing a cancer 
specialist for the past 18 months.  To add to those issues, he is a diabetic.  Yvonne, who plays a large role in 
caring for Anita during the evenings, days and weekends, now has chronic health problems of her own.  She 
must have a total reconstruction on both knees and desperately needs at least three months in which to recover.  
However, they cannot easily get respite accommodation for Anita.  It is only by paying $154 a week for Anita to 
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stay at the Rocky Bay home that they will get respite for even a few weeks.  Rod and Yvonne find themselves in 
a hopeless situation in which a 45-year-old woman who suffers from drop epilepsy and cerebral palsy has 
nowhere to go.  That is the experience of a couple who have done the right thing by their daughter for 45 years.  
We have read about the issues that have been raised by The West Australian.  People on this side who are involved with these 
issues have come to see me.  
The Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth might blame the federal 
Government.  She should talk about the $5 million last year and $10 million this year that the federal 
Government gave to the State to meet this funding need.  That funding was additional to the $40 million that is 
provided annually.  The minister is aware of the support provided by the federal Government.  She might want to 
cost shift and blame the federal Government.  The Opposition will not walk away from or argue against the fact 
that it wants the federal Government to provide more support, and it will take up the cudgels for more support.  
However, the minister and the Treasurer have a responsibility.  These figures have doubled in the past few years.  
The Government needs to take responsibility for this issue.  It cannot let it get worse while it points the finger 
across the Nullarbor to Canberra and blames the federal Government.  The Western Australian Government must 
take some responsibility for its area of responsibility.  This issue needs to be addressed urgently in Western 
Australia; otherwise not 400 or so people but up to 1 000 people will be applying for accommodation support 
and missing out.  These people are in a critical situation.  Their area of need should be of the highest priority.  
The worst part is that most of the carers are part of the ageing population, and they will soon find that they have 
to walk away because they can no longer physically care for these people.  That will be a tragedy.  Those carers 
who have given so much security, love and support to disabled people will feel vulnerable because they will be 
physically incapable of continuing that support.   
I would like to work with the Treasurer and the minister and do something fundamental.  We need support from 
the federal Government; however, it is not solely a federal government issue.  Under the Commonwealth-State 
Disability Agreement, the State has responsibility for accommodation.  We want more support from the 
Commonwealth.  The Opposition will not argue against that.  However, the minister cannot say that she is doing 
something.  Her Government is helping fewer people in this priority area this year than it was last year, although 
funding for non-residential services has increased slightly.  Help for people in the most critical area of need is 
not moving forward.  That is the area the Opposition raises today and wants addressed.  This is an emotive area.  
People are starting to give up after fighting so hard year after year to try to get some support.  The minister ought 
to tell the Treasurer that this issue must be fixed once and for all.  We must get on top of the issue; if it is not 
done this year, we will find ourselves in crisis in the future.   
MS McHALE (Thornlie - Minister for Disability Services) [3.09 pm]:  I thank the member for Murdoch for his 
comments.  My initial reaction to this matter of public interest motion was that it was disingenuous.  I thought 
that it was a response to an article in The West Australian yesterday that said the Opposition is not truly 
concerned about families with disabilities and that it is playing politics with the lives of those families and the 
frustration they suffer.  I will give the member the benefit of the doubt and accept that he is concerned, and I 
recognise what he has said.  I hope the Opposition will work with this Government to keep the pressure on the 
Commonwealth Government.   

The member for Murdoch raised a number of issues that I will address.  He has been talking to families, as has 
each member on the Government side.   

Mr Marlborough interjected. 

Ms McHALE:  As the member for Peel correctly said, year after year all members have spoken to families in 
their electorates about the gap between the demand for services and the services that are able to be delivered.  
The disability community recognises that this is not a new problem; it has not suddenly arisen in the past 12 
months.  I must put on record that, for the first time, the disability sector has access to information in the format 
that I have provided; previously it has not had access to that.  The provision of this information to the disability 
sector, so that it can be informed of and understand the process, has led to the notion that suddenly it is in crisis; 
however, that is not the case.  That is not to say that there is not a greater demand than supply.  I acknowledge 
that there is, and I have previously said that in this House.  The member for Warren-Blackwood knows that I 
have addressed rallies and have spoken to families about this issue.   

We should not regard this as a new issue.  The member for Warren-Blackwood was grappling with this issue 
when he was minister.  He reported to this House on the discussions he had with the Commonwealth 
Government.  The Government recognises the frustration, difficulty and sorrow that many families in our 
community have when their applications for crisis accommodation support are not successful.  Many families 
have applied on numerous occasions.   
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Western Australia has a good reputation in this field, and I am thankful that the member for Murdoch has 
acknowledged that.  When the Labor Party was in opposition, it too recognised that, and I hope the Opposition 
has the grace to acknowledge that that good reputation is continuing under this Government.   

The member referred to people in crisis situations.  About 120 families in the last funding round were assessed 
as having category 1 needs, which indicates they are in urgent need of accommodation.  There is no disputing the 
fundamental premise that the demand for crisis accommodation is outstripping supply.  This Government is 
addressing that issue, just as the previous Government tried to do.  

Mr Board:  Are you saying that you will fix the demand-supply issue?  

Ms McHALE:  I will be very careful with what I say, because this issue is important.  This issue has been dealt 
with in a bipartisan way in previous years and I do not want it to become a political football.  My major concern 
is the shift in commonwealth policy and approach to accommodation.  I will articulate that again, because the 
member for Murdoch obviously did not listen last week when I went through it.   

Mr Board:  What contribution will the State make in this crisis?  That is what this is about.   

Ms McHALE:  I am happy to articulate what the State Government is doing, and why it is important that 
everybody realises the complexity of funding in the disability sector.  Earlier I said that the Gallop Government 
had provided significant growth in the disability sector.  The member for Murdoch pointed out that $8.5 million 
was spent on additional and increased services.  That $8.5 million was part of a $16.7 million increase provided 
to disability services in the 2001-02 state budget.  That money was to provide additional and new services, and to 
keep the sector and the Disability Services Commission apace with demand.  That $8.5 million went to 
additional accommodation support for 60 families, respite and family support for an additional 320 families, 
alternatives to employment for 200 people with disabilities and therapy support for over 700.  That growth 
provided a significant increase in a range of support services.  I acknowledge that we are debating 
accommodation support, which accounts for 50 per cent of the total budget of $200 million.  However, members 
have to realise that we need a comprehensive range of services so that we can support people at home and help 
them to cope so that they will not require accommodation support prematurely.   

Mr Board:  The issue is that unless we address that growing crisis in accommodation support next year and the 
year after, the State Government will have to find something like $45 million to address the issue.   

Ms McHALE:  Yes, if we take the exponential figures.   

I have a comment to make about the figures the member has used today, which he has taken from an article on 
the unmet need in the disabilities sector in yesterday’s The West Australian.  The report on unmet need refers to 
538 people.  They are applications.  I am not disputing the thrust of the article in yesterday’s newspaper, because 
I contributed to that, or the overall thrust of the unmet need report.  I am saying that we should be cautious about 
the interpretation of the total figures, because they refer to applications and not applicants.  That is not in any 
way meant to diminish the strength of the argument from the families, but members should be aware of that.   

The figures that I have just quoted and the increase in services is over and above the effort that was committed 
by the previous Government and was undertaken in a challenging budgetary climate for the current Government 
following its election in February last year.  However, the Government is committed to continuing growth in this 
area.  I am quite confident that the 2002-03 budget will again demonstrate the Government’s continuing 
commitment to growth and to ensuring that we continue to either meet, or work towards meeting, that demand.   

A negative change in the policy position of the Commonwealth Government will impact very badly on families 
in the disabilities sector.  If, while we are trying to build growth into our budget, which is our intention - 
members will have to wait for the budget before I can give them the exact figures - the Commonwealth is taking 
away funding, we will be taking one step forward and 10 steps backwards.  I am not saying to the member for 
Murdoch that the problem lies solely with the Commonwealth Government.  I am saying that addressing the 
demand has to be a shared responsibility.  I hope this is not the case, but it seems members opposite are 
increasingly expressing the view that it is a state responsibility.  Members opposite will rue the day that they 
argued in this House that accommodation support is the responsibility of the State. 

Mr Board:  At discussions on the last Commonwealth-State Disability Agreement, to her credit the federal 
minister gave some additional money to Western Australia to meet the unmet need.  The Commonwealth 
Government took that on as a responsibility. 

Ms McHALE:  I do not want to cut across the member, because he is probably making an important point.  
However, I listened in silence to him, and I want to get my main points across. 
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The State Government is addressing growth in its forward estimates.  Last week Hon Amanda Vanstone 
recognised that Western Australia was the only State that had built growth into its forward estimates.  I find it 
quite amazing that the member for Murdoch should try to argue that because of actions on my part we are not 
addressing the need.  The problem requires the attention of both the Commonwealth and the State.   

When I have met with families over the past 12 months, they have told me that there has been confusion about 
how people are funded, and that they and the disability community need greater transparency about the 
accommodation funding process and the number of people who are applying for that limited accommodation 
funding.   

I have addressed two concerns: the process, and the problem of trying to get a greater awareness of the unmet 
need.  As a result, there are now two very good reports.  One has been reported in the newspaper, and the other, 
which is about the accommodation funding process, will be released shortly.  The Premier, the Treasurer and I, 
as Minister for Disability Services, have looked at continuing the building of growth funding.  I have 
endeavoured to develop with the sector a far more open and accountable system to allow carers and people with 
disabilities to understand how government, through the Disability Services Commission, distributes the funds 
and assesses the need. 

We are now, probably for the first time, painting a picture not of a new problem but one that has existed for quite 
a few years; and I imagine that the member for Warren-Blackwood would agree with me.  I have established a 
working party to evaluate the process, and its report will be made available shortly. 

The report in The West Australian yesterday, which I suggest prompted the matter of public interest debate 
today, was instigated as a result of a working party that I established to better understand the extent of the 
problem and to identify that it is one of long standing.  I remind the member for Warren-Blackwood that in 
March 1998, when he was Minister for Disability Services, he told the Parliament - 

At a meeting in November last year, State and Territory Ministers clearly defined the funding that was 
required over the next five years to address increased costs, future growth in demand and, importantly, 
the backlog of unmet need for services which had accumulated . . .  

He had a go at the previous Labor Government, but that is his wont. 

Mr Omodei:  I had a fair go at Liberal Governments too. 

Ms McHALE:  Yes, but this is a long-standing problem.   

None of this is that important to people with disabilities.  We can argue across the table about who has put more 
money into disability services or whether the Commonwealth Government has or has not put money into 
disability services.  However, what we need to do is look at what we are doing now.  We are continuing growth 
funding and also highlighting what is happening at a commonwealth level. 

We are trying to develop a blueprint for the management of accommodation and accommodation needs.  As a 
result of work generated through unmet needs and the accommodation funding process, we will work through 
the reports to develop a blueprint for accommodation.  I am due to receive a report on this in October.  
Consideration will be given to the development of the commission’s long-term resourcing strategy for disability 
services.  The work will be undertaken by the new commission board member, Dr Judith Davis.  She will 
oversee the development of the work for people with disabilities over the next five years. 

I will take a minute to demonstrate why we must consider the budget in its totality.  More than $200 million is 
allocated to the Disability Services Commission.  In 1996-97, it received $118 million.  In 1996-97, $800 000 
was spent on respite care.  In 1997-98, the amount increased significantly to $1.4 million.  In 2001-02, the 
amount increased to $4.9 million.  The amount spent on respite care has increased from $800 000 to $4.9 million 
since 1996-97.  It is a huge increase in the amount of money spent on respite care.  It has been increased with 
good cause.  The funding for accommodation support was $65 million in 1996-97.  In 2001-02, it is 
$82.8 million.  That represents a significant increase over five years and an incremental increase over each 
intervening budget.  We have acknowledged the commitment of the previous Government, which increased the 
funding each year. 

Mr Board:  Unless we find a way of resolving this issue the situation will deteriorate.  We need to think outside 
the square to resolve this issue. 

Ms McHALE:  I have just explained to the member that we have set up a process for developing a blueprint for 
the management of accommodation.  It will take into account reports and the process for obtaining 
accommodation, and it will involve thinking differently.  For example, I met a single mother who I know has 
been given funding.  I thought that she would have been happy to receive the funding.  She told me that she may 
have to wait two years to find suitable accommodation for her son’s needs.  That is not good enough.  Once 
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someone obtains funding that person ought not to have to wait two years for suitable accommodation.  I am told 
someone had to wait four years; that is an extreme, because the average period is 18 months to two years.  We 
must be cleverer at finding ways of matching families with the accommodation that is available and improving 
the process.  It is one example of the new thinking. 

Mr Board:  I suggest the minister work with the Treasurer to attract investment, whether through corporate 
support or payroll tax deductions. 

Ms McHALE:  I listened to the member in silence.  I am talking about setting up a process that will 
systematically, and in a very considered way, deal with an issue that, in my view, has not been managed terribly 
well.  In the past 15 months that we have been in government we have set up a number of profound working 
parties to examine this issue.  However, it is important to keep in mind that the Disability Services Commission 
does not focus just on out-of-home accommodation.  I have spent a great deal of time talking with families about 
the sort of support they require.  Many families depend heavily on support such as respite, alternatives to 
accommodation, therapy and equipment.  Our budget figures show that we respond to and prioritise as 
demanded.  Fifty per cent of our budget, or some $101 million, was used to support 1 500 people in out-of-home 
accommodation, and 47 per cent of our budget was used to support more than 18 000 people through community 
or home-based strategies.  As the member for Murdoch indicated, out-of-home support is a costly but necessary 
exercise.  An average of $62 000 is spent per person per year, which is an investment of about $3 million per 
person over a life span of about 20 to 25 years.  We want to support families while they are still willing and able 
to keep their family members in their homes, and we then look at their accommodation needs in the long term.  I 
assure this House that this Government is totally committed to addressing the needs of these people.  We would 
not have done the things we have done were we not serious about dealing with the pressures on accommodation 
support in this area.  

It is important to put on record the concerns around the nation about the position that the Commonwealth 
Government is taking to funding.  I stated earlier that not only did Senator Vanstone not give an ongoing 
commitment to the unmet need money or growth money, but also the state Treasurer has said that the federal 
Treasurer is talking about cutting commonwealth funding.  That is a disastrous situation for Western Australian 
families with disabilities.  It also flies in the face of the commitment that was given by a former minister, Larry 
Antony, in New Zealand two years ago when he indicated to the state and territory ministers that commonwealth 
funding would continue beyond June 2002.  That commitment was reaffirmed last year by Senator Vanstone 
when she indicated there was no reason that that funding would not continue.  That is why we are now concerned 
and state strongly that those moves will have a deleterious effect on families with disabilities.  It is disgraceful 
that the Commonwealth is reneging on a commitment that has been affirmed and reaffirmed.   

The second issue is that the Commonwealth is of the view that it is responsible for employment and the States 
are responsible for accommodation support.  The Commonwealth-State Disability Agreement states that the 
States will be responsible for the administration of accommodation support and not the funding requirements.  

Mr Board:  Where does it say that? 

Ms McHALE:  It is written in the negotiations.  If the member does not have the corporate history, I suggest that 
he looks for it.  I have done that research and have spoken to state ministers.  It is clear that the CSDA was 
premised on trying to tidy up the administration of those major services.  If the member wants to re-create 
history, that is his prerogative, but I will not do that.  I would counsel the member for Murdoch for saying on the 
public record that the State is entirely responsible for accommodation support.   

Mr Board:  I did not say that.  We are saying that we have the agreement - 

Ms McHALE:  The member for Murdoch did say that.  I will not be distracted, because I wish to hear wise 
words from our Treasurer. 

I will conclude my remarks by moving an amendment to the Opposition’s matter of public interest.  If the 
Opposition is serious about helping the State Government, as the member for Murdoch has indicated, then my 
amendment will present no difficulties whatsoever to the Opposition and I look forward to its voting with me -  

Mr Omodei:  It is not that smart; it is just very predictable.  

Ms McHALE:  The member for Warren-Blackwood has argued in exactly the same manner, and I will follow his 
wise counsel by proposing an amendment. 

Amendment to Motion 
Ms McHALE:  I move - 
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To delete all the words after “the” in the first line of the motion and substitute the following - 

Commonwealth Government’s refusal to continue unmet need funding or provide growth 
funding to the States, severely undermines Western Australia’s capacity to address the 
continuing demands on accommodation support funding for people with disabilities.  

The motion would then read - 

That this House expresses its greatest concern that the Commonwealth Government’s refusal to 
continue unmet need funding or provide growth funding to the States, severely undermines Western 
Australia’s capacity to address the continuing demands on accommodation support funding for people 
with disabilities.  

MR RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [3.37 pm]:  Having just been to the Treasurers Conference, I heartily 
support the amendment moved by the Minister for Disability Services.  Let us examine what the State is 
contributing as per the budget produced last year.  In 2000-01 the State, in capital and recurrent terms, budgeted 
$167.9 million for the Disability Services Commission.  This year the budget for the Disability Services 
Commission was $184.7 million.  That budget increases in 2002-03 to $192.8 million, in 2003-04 to 
$207.1 million, and in 2004-05 to $213.1 million.  Therefore, there is growth in the disability services budget as 
presented to this House last year.  Last year, when we went through the big exercise of cutting funding to many 
agencies in order to make room for our election commitments, we found -  

Point of Order 
Mr OMODEI:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the amendment bears no resemblance to the original motion, and I ask 
for a ruling as to whether it is appropriate. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I am just getting a copy of the amendment, and, once I have seen it, I will rule 
accordingly.  At this stage I will let the debate continue.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr RIPPER:  Last year when we cut the budgets of many agencies and found $852 million worth of savings to 
fund the priority dividend, the Disability Services Commission was one of the few agencies beyond health, 
education and police that was protected from those cuts.  However, what has the Commonwealth done?  I have 
just been to the Treasurers Conference and can report that at that meeting, the commonwealth Treasurer tabled 
estimates for selected specific purpose payments to the States.  Among those estimates were estimates for the 
disability services payments that the Commonwealth makes to the States.  For 2001-02, the Commonwealth has 
projected to pay to the States $501.4 million for disability services.  The projected payment for 2002-03 is 
$410.8 million, or a cut of $90 million .  The note below the table that lists those figures states that these accrual-
based estimates provide a guide to the major components of specific purpose payments and should not be taken 
as commonwealth commitments.  It goes on to state that there are further commonwealth budget processes and 
various parameter changes that could affect program totals and the interstate distribution.  I hope that the 
commonwealth Treasurer and his colleagues give this a second thought, because they will be cutting the payment 
to this State from $39.7 million in this financial year to $32.5 million in the next financial year.  The disability 
services sector is saying that there is an enormous need for funding.  The State Government has responded, 
within the limits of tight budgetary circumstances, by increasing the budget for the Disability Services 
Commission over the forward estimates and by protecting the commission from the priority dividend cuts.  The 
Commonwealth has responded by cutting its disability services funding to the States .  This is a big problem.  
No-one can fail to have sympathy for elderly people who need to care for adult children with disabilities.  There 
are people in the community aged 70 and older who continue to care for 40-year olds and 50-year-olds with 
disabilities.  Some adults with disabilities require the same care as a three to five-year-old.  Nobody can fail to 
have sympathy for people in those sorts of circumstances.  Overall, the community has a massive problem.  
There are 66 000 people in Western Australia with a severe and profound disability.  The average 
accommodation support provided to people in those circumstances is $66 000 a year.  If we were to provide 
accommodation support to every adult with a severe and profound disability, it would cost $4.3 billion.  If we 
were to provide standard accommodation support to someone from the age of 18 to 65 years, we would spend 
$3 million over that person’s lifetime.  That indicates the scale of the problem with which all Governments must 
deal.  We cannot do it without commonwealth support, which we are not getting.   

Point of Order, Deputy Speaker’s Ruling 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I will address the point of order by the member for Warren-Blackwood.  The 
amendment sufficiently addresses the intention of the original motion in terms of its capacity to address the 
growing demands for accommodation and funding.  Therefore there is no point of order. 

Mr OMODEI:  The motion refers to the state Minister for Disability Services.   
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  There is a process that the member can use if he wishes to dissent from the Chair.  
He should not canvass the ruling unless he wishes to use standing orders. 

Debate Resumed 

DR CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [3.41 pm]:  I feel very strongly that the House should send an extremely 
strong message to the Commonwealth Government not to cut funding for supported accommodation.  There is 
no doubt that every member of this House has had an opportunity to meet people in their electorates who are 
faced with the problems revealed in the articles by Pam Casellas in The West Australian this week.  More of 
those articles during the week will illustrate the grave concerns of many ageing parents of disabled sons and 
daughters.  This issue must be addressed by all members in a bipartisan manner and at the same time the minister 
must answer the question about the performance of this Government since it came into power.  Last year I asked 
her about the number of individuals who had been granted funding for supported accommodation in the July to 
September 2001 quarter.  She said that 169 individuals had applied for funding for supported accommodation; 
that an independent assessment panel had considered the applications for that quarter; and that the panel had 
recommended funding for supported accommodation to 17 out of 169 of those individuals.  In other words, only 
10 per cent of people who applied in that quarter received supported accommodation and 152 individuals missed 
out. 

This situation is grave and the problem is growing daily.  This Government has not done much to arrest the 
problem.  In fact, the problem has worsened since the change of government.  It is all very well for the minister 
to quote figures and to try to blind members with statistics, but the problem remains.  It is all very well for the 
minister to tell us that she has addressed rallies and spoken to families; all members have spoken to families who 
have to deal with these grave problems.  It is all very well for the minister to say that she has set up working 
parties.  None of those things has put one extra person into supported accommodation.  It is about time the 
minister stopped talking and started to act.  

MR OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [3.43 pm]:  I wish first to apologise to the Deputy Speaker, as it was not 
my intention to reflect on the Chair. 

The matter that we are discussing today is probably the most important issue in Western Australian society for 
families with disabled family members and the people who care for them.  Some members know that it is a grave 
problem, and that one person in six in Western Australia has a disability and one person in three is a carer in 
some way, whether as a parent, a professional carer, a paid carer, a volunteer or a member of a non-government 
organisation.  This is a matter of great concern.  The motion is directed at strengthening the minister’s arm.  She 
and the Treasurer can protest as much as they like, but the graph - I presume produced from the minister’s report 
which has not yet been tabled - does not compliment the minister on the projections for the out years.  What will 
happen?  I will refer to the numbers in a minute. 

Last week in this place I asked the minister whether she and the State Government would support an application 
to the Commonwealth for funding, presuming that the Commonwealth would give some money to the States.  I 
asked the minister whether she would meet that funding with new funding above and beyond the funding 
projected in the second business plan.  I deliberately made that suggestion to strengthen the minister’s arm when 
she was talking to the Treasurer and treasury officials because I have been there before and I know how hard it is 
to get funding.   
In reference to bipartisan support, I recall when we came into government and introduced the Disability Services 
Act.  At that time the minister, Hon Kevin Minson, asked the Cabinet and the Premier for $125 million to 
immediately alleviate the huge problem of caring for people with disabilities in Western Australia.  That request 
was met with a deathly silence because the members in the room knew that there was not $125 million in the 
budget at that time.  Hon Kevin Minson, to his credit, prepared a business plan, which became the first business 
plan.  It was put to Cabinet and approved for $125 million.  Bipartisan support is given by members to people 
with disabilities because it is easy for an investigative journalist to go to a hostel or a family at random and find 
someone in dire straits or a family falling to bits.  When I was the Minister for Disability Services, I came to an 
agreement with the member for Willagee, who was then the shadow spokesman for disability services.  I said 
that if he referred to people with disabilities in Parliament as a means of making political mileage in an attempt 
to get a good run in the newspaper, I would remind the people of Western Australia of the previous Labor 
Government’s abysmal performance in dealing with people with disabilities.   
Hon Kevin Minson, as the minister in the previous Government, signed off on the first commonwealth-state 
disability agreement, which had been negotiated by the previous Labor Government.  That agreement gave 
responsibility for planning, policy setting and the management of employment services to the Commonwealth 
Government, while the States had the responsibility for most of the other services.  Responsibility for advocacy 
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and the printing of information about disability services were shared between the two levels of government.  
There was, therefore, a shared responsibility.   
Mr McRae:  Are you going to table that document? 
Mr OMODEI:  This is a paper of the Australian Council for Rehabilitation of the Disabled.  There is nothing 
confidential about it.  The document refers to what has happened so far in the agreement.   

Mrs Edwardes:  Only ministers have to table documents. 

Mr OMODEI:  I am an opposition spokesman, not a minister. 

Mr McRae:  You still have to table it. 

Mr OMODEI:  Is that right, Mr Speaker? 

The SPEAKER:  You can lay it on the Table. 

Mr OMODEI:  I will tell the member for Riverton what is in the document.  It states - 

Disability Ministers met in August 2001 and agreed on five principles to underwrite the next CSDA.  
These are - 

. to strengthen access to generic services while maintaining a focus on the funding of specialist 
disability support; 

. to strengthen the linkages across governments; 

. to strengthen individuals and families; 

. to improve the accountability, quality, efficiency and effectiveness of specialist services; 

. to improve long-term strategies to respond to and manage demand for specialist services. 

For the first time, this CSDA will include a Preamble outlining the principles and commitments on 
which the Agreement will be based.  The Ministers meet next on 1 March . . .  

There is nothing fancy about those principles; they have been talked about before.  What people with disabilities 
and their families want is some money from the Commonwealth and the State.  If members were to look at the 
projections in the minister’s report, they would see that the figures are decreasing.  I look forward to the Premier 
and the Treasurer announcing that they have decided to boost the second business plan - the plan that I 
introduced.  If the Government were to do that, I would be its greatest supporter.   

Unfortunately, we have a lame-duck, prima donna minister.  She says nice things, but she does not deliver.   

Ms McHale interjected. 

Mr OMODEI:  The minister can protest all she likes.  I have confronted the Commonwealth Government with 
the same scenario.  I faced Jocelyn Newman - who is as hard as nails - Judy Moylan and Warwick Smith.  He 
was the best Minister for Family Services this country had had for a long time.  Not only did he embrace the 
state ministers’ ideas, he also physically embraced the people who took the time to travel to Canberra from 
Western Australia, including Vicki de Haas and her son Gerard and Julie Edwards and her daughter Courtney, 
who is non-verbal and cannot walk.  It was great to see the minister at that meeting, at which the participants 
displayed great solidarity.  The Commonwealth recognised the part it had to play by pledging $519 million to the 
second commonwealth-state disability agreement.  I would like this state minister to make similar arrangements 
with the current Commonwealth Government.  She should not say it is all the Commonwealth’s fault.  She must 
deliver the goods and results similar to those delivered by the coalition Government when Hon Kevin Minson 
and I were responsible for disability services.  We did not talk about namby-pamby things and strengthening this 
and that; we took on the ministers and talked to the commonwealth Treasurer.  This minister should follow our 
lead.  We used every avenue available to ensure that the Commonwealth was aware of its responsibilities.  The 
minister should not run around country Western Australia telling those who are suffering that it is all the 
Commonwealth’s fault.  It is not solely the Commonwealth’s fault; it is the responsibility of both the State and 
Commonwealth Governments.  The minister should get off her rear end and do something.  

Pam Casellas’ articles in The West Australian were excellent.  She has strengthened the minister’s arm.  If other 
ministers are not hearing what is being said in this debate, they should have a damn good look at themselves.  
The budget is being framed as we speak.  The Treasurer must significantly increase funding in this area.  By 
2005, the 2 422 people on the waiting list will be unfunded.  If this Government does not get off its backside and 
do some careful financial planning, disabled people in this State will face an even worse crisis.  Families will fall 
apart, old people will die and disabled people will be left to care for themselves.  Members on this side will lend 
the minister all the support she needs to ensure people with disabilities in Western Australia are looked after.   
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I table the document to which I referred - “Disability briefing - Key issues affecting Australians with disabilities” 
- for the remainder of the day’s sitting.   
DR WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.56 pm]:  All members are concerned that the Commonwealth Government 
might reduce funding to the States for people with disabilities.  The minister has said that the demand for 
accommodation services is greater than supply.  Individuals and groups are visiting members’ offices and telling 
them about the crisis.  They are wondering how much longer they can carry on.  They want to know whether the 
State Government acknowledges that the crisis exists.  They would like it to be acknowledged.   
One family wrote to me as follows - 

Of course people caring for a disabled family member have known of the crisis for many years and the 
only thing that has changed is it has got worse.  Governments should be made aware that this issue 
directly affects many families and carers, but now with the recent exposure in all facets of the media, 
many many more people are angry at the lack of action by successive Governments, and indirectly 
many more thousands are looking to Governments for action.  

The minister said that there has been a bipartisan approach to this issue in the past.  That approach obviously has 
not worked because we are still facing a crisis.  Each year about 40 people are added to the accommodation 
waiting list, which already contains 400-odd names.   

The minister said that the Government is looking at developing a blueprint.  The community is concerned that 
that blueprint will be just another piece of paper.  What will happen?  When will the Government do something 
for these families?  Disabled people are not given priority on the waiting list until there is a death in their family 
or their mother or father leaves the family home.  As the minister said, even if they are granted funding for 
accommodation, it might be three or four years before suitable groups can be arranged to share accommodation.  
These people are hanging on by a thread.  They need more respite care for both children and adults.  Obviously, 
they also need long-term care.  

Amendment put and passed. 

Motion, as Amended 

Question put and passed.  
 


