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DISABILITYCARE 
Statement 

HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [5.52 pm]: I would like to take this opportunity to make some comments 
on the disability services motion because we ran out of time today and I did not get an opportunity to comment. 
I suspect that the 10 minutes allocated to me tonight will not be sufficient, so I will probably be doing what 
Hon Liz Behjat has said she will not be doing—that is, making my contribution over successive evenings. 

I would like to commend Hon Alanna Clohesy for bringing the motion to the house and giving us an opportunity 
to debate the issue. It is a very important issue that is significantly impacting my community of the lower south 
west, which is subject to one of the trials currently proceeding under the National Disability Insurance Scheme, 
in particular, NDIS My Way. The Minister for Disability Services has refuted the substance of the motion, 
arguing that the government has put people before politics, has adequately and sustainably funded services, has 
operated trials and evaluations in a transparent and accountable way and has shown leadership on the matter. 
I will address each of these matters in turn later. For now, I want to point out that, in making those arguments, 
the minister presented little by way of evidence to support her position, preferring instead to focus on launching 
a personal attack against Hon Alanna Clohesy, the mover of the motion, seeking to ridicule her by claiming that 
her arguments and her motion were ridiculous, and also misrepresenting statements that she made in her 
contribution. 

I really think that there is nothing to be gained by this exercise that the minister continues to engage in against 
members on this side of the house. Members of the community expect better of us; they actually expect us to 
debate the issue not the person. I do not know why the minister feels this need to continue to undertake these 
personal attacks on members on this side of the house who move motions that she does not agree with. Perhaps 
she thinks that by ridiculing members on this side of the house, they will decide not to move motions in the 
future and not debate issues. The minister is mistaken; it will make us only more determined to do it. The 
minister’s efforts in always attacking the person does a disservice to the community, which expects issues in this 
place to be debated, and reflects poorly on the minister. Quite frankly, people with disabilities and people with 
mental health illnesses deserve better from the minister and the way we conduct ourselves in this place. 

In beginning my comments, I would like to state very clearly on the record, because the minister also made some 
statements about me, which were also misrepresentations, that I support the ideal and the objectives of the NDIS. 
There is no question about that. I also accept that the NDIS and the NDIS My Way trials are delivering positive 
outcomes, as one would expect them to. However, it is also the case that there are limitations to the NDIS and 
NDIS My Way and that the model does not fit the mental health sector as well as it does the disability sector. In 
my view, the government has rolled it out too quickly nationally and has not anticipated the shortfalls and the 
gaps in the model and is not moving quickly enough to remedy these. As a result, the consequences will be 
significant and leave many with a mental illness worse off if we do not start addressing these gaps and shortfalls. 

In late June 2014, when I first asked questions about the axing of federal government block funding to 
community-based supports in the trial areas, transitioning to the NDIS and NDIS My Way, the minister 
interjected, saying in a very disbelieving tone, “Why am I hearing this for the first time?” At the time I thought 
to myself, “Why indeed?” If it was the first time the minister was hearing of the link and the problem, this is of 
grave concern to me and means that the minister is not across her portfolio, as it was simply not possible for her 
to not know about this concern. I will come back to this point shortly. In response to a subsequent question that 
I asked on this issue, the minister said — 

The issue about the member linking it to the NDIS is a real problem. She knows very well that there is 
no link whatsoever. 

That was part of the minister’s response to my question without notice 931 asked on 11 September 2014. The 
minister even cautioned me to desist in making the link. 

As a member of the Disability Reform Council and, more importantly, the Ministerial Council on Disability, one 
would expect the minister to be fully across the NDIS. As a member of the ministerial council, the minister 
would have access to the most up-to-date information about the NDIS and the NDIS trials across Australia. In 
fact, a role of the ministerial council is to consider policy matters that relate to the NDIS and to advise the 
federal minister and the Council of Australian Governments on such matters. The minister would have been 
aware of the numerous NDIS information sheets and the information on the NDIS website, which clearly states 
that delivery of supports under block funding arrangements will stay in place until existing funding agreements 
end. It states that over the launch period, contract-funded services would be transitioned under the NDIS to  
fee-for-service arrangements, meaning block funding would end. 
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The minister would also have been aware of the Legislative Assembly Community Development and Justice 
Standing Committee’s May 2014 report titled “Client driven? Or driven to despair?”, which acknowledges at 
page 85 that block funding would be phased out with the rollout of the NDIS. The minister would also have been 
aware of the federal parliamentary Joint Standing Committee on the National Disability Insurance Scheme trial 
site public hearings held across Australia in April and May 2014. If I could access the transcripts of the 
committee’s hearings, so could the minister. At public meeting after public meeting, concerns were raised about 
the axing of federal government block funding for community-delivered supports, coinciding with the rollout of 
the NDIS trials, and about the need to extend block funding to ensure the sustainability of the NDIS. Concerns 
were raised about the loss of local experienced specialist staff and services, local community providers being 
unable to keep their doors open through the transition period due to the axing of block funding, and the local 
market being flooded with national providers, most of whom have no or very little mental health expertise. 

The minister would also have been aware of these same concerns being raised at stakeholder workshops in Perth 
and across the nation. The minister would also have read submissions received from stakeholders expressing the 
very same concerns. The minister most certainly would have been across the submissions from 
National Disability Services, the peak body for non-government disability services, dated June 2014, which 
raised the same concerns and made a very strong and sound argument for the retention of some block funding 
through the National Disability Insurance Scheme. The minister also ought to have seen the Mental Health 
Coordinating Council’s submission dated November 2011, almost three years before I asked my question 
without notice, which raised concerns about the intention to axe block funding with the rollout of the NDIS. It is 
simply not possible for the minister to have become aware of these issues about Lamp Inc only when I first 
raised them in the house in June 2014. The only way that the minister could have been unaware of these issues, 
given all the evidence I have provided—I could take up my whole 10 minutes reading out all the other 
submissions that were made that raised the same issue—was if the minister was living under a rock and was not 
across her portfolio. It is simply not possible for the minister not to have known about these matters. 

There is a clear link between the rollout of the NDIS and the NDIS My Way trials and the axing of federal block 
funding for community-based supports. There is a mountain of evidence in support of that. In fact, the 
information on the NDIS website clearly states that that is the case—there was always an intention to axe federal 
government block funding with the rollout of the NDIS. The minister sought to mislead the house by suggesting 
that this was not the case and in doing so failed to show good leadership. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I did not quite catch the last comment that was made, although it appears that the 
member suggested that I sought to mislead the house. If that was the case, I ask the member to either formally 
move that as a concern or withdraw it before I make a further statement. 

The PRESIDENT: No member should make an allegation that another member has misled the house unless 
they intend to follow that up with a referral to the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges. I believe 
that the Minister for Mental Health has asked for the withdrawal of the last remark about misleading the house. 
I ask the member to withdraw that particular remark. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: At this point, I do not have the information to make a referral to the house, so I will 
withdraw the comment, but clearly the minister misrepresented the facts. 

The PRESIDENT: I am sorry; a withdrawal has to be unconditional. That is the way the house operates. If the 
member wishes to take it further at another stage, it has to be backed up with evidence. But she cannot withdraw 
with conditions; it has to be unconditional. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: I do not really have any option. I withdraw the statement. 
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