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Division 56:  Disability Services Commission, $226 896 000 - 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman, Chairman. 

Ms S.M. McHale, Minister for Disability Services. 

Dr R.E. Shean, Director General. 

Mr D. Ramanah, Director, Corporate and Business Services. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The sixth dot point on page 964 under major achievements for 2003-04 identifies 
additional recurrent funding for advocacy and information services for vulnerable groups, including those in 
rural and remote areas.  How many new advocacy providers have been appointed and where are they located?  
Will the service be expanded in 2004-05; and, if so, where will those service providers be located? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Seven pre-qualified providers have submitted proposals for the additional funding, which 
was $150 000.  The successful proposals are for services to people from culturally and linguistically diverse 
backgrounds, who, of course, live throughout the State; people living in disability accommodation; and, 
specifically to the question, a service provider for regional and remote areas of WA.  The additional funding will 
result in more than a 50 per cent increase in individual advocacy funded by the commission.  The specific 
organisation, Advocacy South West, received the funding to provide advocacy services to people in regional and 
remote areas.  That is the first time that a specific service has been based in regional Western Australia. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Is that organisation based in Bunbury?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I think it is Bunbury-based. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  It is such a big State.  Are there plans to have other advocacy centres such as that in other 
regional areas? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  As I said, this is the first time we have funded a regionally-based organisation in Western 
Australia.  When we get new funding for advocacy services, I will demand that a proportion be allocated to 
regional Western Australia.  However, this is the first time in a decade that there has been an increase in funding 
for advocacy services.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Is Bunbury the only one at the moment? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Bear in mind that we will also fund EDAC - the Ethnic Disability Advocacy Centre - which 
will work specifically with culturally and linguistically diverse people throughout the State; therefore, regional 
and remote areas will also get a share of that funding.   

[11.50 am] 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer the minister to the grand total at the bottom of the table on page 954.  How does this 
budget differ from previous budgets?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for Girrawheen.  The biggest difference is that this budget provides the 
largest funding increase in the history of the Disability Services Commission.  Equally important is the fact that 
it is sustained growth.  In other words, although everybody knows that we are facing an election next year, this is 
not a budget shaped around an election year.  It is shaped around the needs of people with disabilities.  It offers a 
sustained increase over four years rather than peaks and troughs every time an election is imminent.  It also 
represents the largest share of the budget it has ever been allocated; in other words, its share of the budget has 
increased from something like 1.7 per cent to 2.2 per cent.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I refer the minister to the fifth dot point on page 959 and the first dot point on page 962, 
both of which refer to services for children with autism.  How many children are involved in the early 
intervention program referred to on page 959; how many are on the waiting list; what is the average number of 
hours for each child provided each week; and, what is the budget for that program?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member.  Funding is $1.5 million.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Has that increased this year?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Yes, it has.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  By how much?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The figure of $1.5 million is for 2003-04.  I am informed that we have not yet finalised the 
allocation for autism.  That will be done by tender.  The overall increase for all therapy and equipment in this 
year’s budget is $1.3 million.  
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Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I want to know about autism.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I will get Dr Shean to explain the process for allocating funding.  

Dr SHEAN:  To ensure that allocations are based on need, when the tender process goes forward, each agency 
demonstrates a need and is allocated according to relative need within diagnosis.  If autism is 50 per cent of the 
need, 50 per cent of the growth will go there.  However, it is not likely to be that high.  The budget shows growth 
from the previous financial year from $1.37 million to $1.5 million.  Some of that would have been growth to the 
service and some would have been indexation of the grant.  That money will be indexed and there will be a share 
of that new growth.  Until we see what the demand is, it is not allocated.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I understand the answer.  However, parents of children with autism are getting access to 
the early intervention programs, for I think, an average of only about two hours a week.  That is simply not 
enough.  In the past, a lot more time than that was offered in this State.  It has decreased in the past 20 years to 
the point at which parents with autistic children are almost forced to provide their own private support and 
programs.  I want to know what the minister is doing in this budget to increase services to parents and those 
children.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The 1998-99 budget was $863 000 and in 2003-04 it is almost double that at $1.5 million.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  How many parents are on a waiting list for services?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  There are 10 children waiting and there are six vacancies.  
Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Why do constituents tell me that they must wait months and months after diagnosis for a 
place in a program?  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I do not know why the member is being told that.  I am informed that those vacancies exist 
and that that many children are waiting.  It could be that they want more hours.  
Dr E. CONSTABLE:  They might need more hours; it might not be that they want more hours.   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  I do not know why they say that they have been waiting for months.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  It happens.  They are offered two hours a week for children who need daily intervention.  
Ms S.M. McHALE:  The fact that there is an extra $1.3 million for therapy and equipment is an indication of 
what we are trying to do about it.  We are trying to build the budget for therapy.  
Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Can I let them know that there is plenty of money in this budget to help with their 
children’s needs?   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  The member for Churchlands can let them know that there are six vacancies and that 10 
people are waitlisted. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Why are those parents spending money privately?   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  My question relates to the third dot point on page 954, which relates to the Commonwealth 
State/Territory Disability Agreement.  How does the commonwealth funding contribution relate to the provision 
in Western Australia’s budget?   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  The Commonwealth’s contribution is shameful.  If we were able to secure more 
commonwealth money, we might be able to fund the services we need.  The State Government has allocated 
$10.8 million worth of growth in 2004-05 and the Commonwealth is contributing $490 000.  Over the life of the 
five-year agreement, the State will have contributed $49 million worth of growth compared with $3.4 million in 
commonwealth funding.  The Government is doing its utmost to support families.  This is a record increase.  I 
doubt whether it will be enough to satisfy all the demand.  However, we are endeavouring to do that as much as 
possible.  We would be able to do much more if additional resources came from the Commonwealth 
Government.  

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I understand from that that the State is contributing about 93 per cent of the growth for 
accommodation and related support services compared with the amount the federal Government is giving.  Last 
week a family with a disabled child came to see me.  Their interpretation of conditions attached to the money 
that was announced in the federal budget is that it is matched money; that is, the federal funding will come 
through only if it is matched with state funding.  They also understand that applicants for federal funding will 
face specific means testing.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  An announcement in conjunction with the federal government budget related specifically to 
aged carers and the provision of respite for four weeks for carers of the aged over 70.  However, it is contingent 
upon the States matching that.  The State Government is prepared to have discussions with the Australian 
Government on its intentions with that money and how the States should match it.  We anticipate Western 
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Australia’s contribution will be about $7 million over four years.  However, it is a bit rich for the Australian 
Government to make budget commitments and announcements and then expect the States to fund half of it.  I am 
not sure which part of the Australian Government budget announcement the member was referring to regarding 
the means testing.  However, the major one was the respite for carers over the age of 70.  The member is 
absolutely right.  That is dependent upon the States negotiating with the Commonwealth Government. 

[12 noon] 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I have a follow-up question.  Surely, if we have established the Commonwealth State/Territory 
Disability Agreement, and there is a joint agreement between two levels of government, a new project such as 
that should have been negotiated through that agreement. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The member for Perth is absolutely right, and it is called a federal election, which is coming 
up in a couple of months.  We spent 18 months negotiating with the Commonwealth to get a better deal for 
families who have people with disabilities.  We got half the growth money that we got in the last agreement, and 
there was no discussion whatsoever about a package for carers.  It is good that there is that commitment; I am 
not knocking that.  However, it does not go to the heart of the real issue for families; that is, accommodation. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I refer to the sixth dot point of major achievements for 2003-04 on page 958.  A project 
has been commenced to map service provider capacity and potential service need in rural and remote areas.  I 
want to know how this project is progressing.  Are there any results regarding provider capacity and service 
needs in rural and remote areas? 

[Mrs D.J. Guise took the Chair.] 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am quite happy for the director general to give the member more information on the 
progress of that project. 

Dr SHEAN:  The project is called Covering WA.  It is being done in conjunction with the Activ Foundation, 
because ACTIV probably has the best rural coverage of all providers throughout the south west.  We have just 
commenced work on the project.  On Friday of this week there will be a full-day workshop regarding potential 
providers from the south west and future options.  One issue that we are also looking at, however, is problems 
with recruitment of board members into new agencies, and perhaps different ways of addressing how we would 
go about getting support for the development of new agencies through, say, a virtual board of people who could 
perhaps provide stewardship from a distance.   
One dilemma for us is not starting new agencies when existing ones can be expanded.  To that end, we are 
looking at increasing the accreditation of existing agencies for providing new types of services.  For example, a 
service in the south west might be an accommodation provider.  We may encourage it to apply for accreditation 
to perhaps become a post-school options provider.  In Albany, for example, a community living association and 
also a family support association are doing different types of work.  It may have been wise when they were first 
set up to consider the one agency providing the two types of service from the one base.  These are the types of 
matters that are being looked at in conjunction with existing and potential providers throughout the south west.  
The project is still in its infancy. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Are these measures aimed to reach the inland areas as well, while being serviced from 
places such as Bunbury and Albany? 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  I will ask Dr Shean to answer that question. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I am sorry, minister.  I just make that point because quite often, although things may be 
happening in Albany or Bunbury, the reality is that in the inland areas they are not happening.  That is why I 
asked the question. 
Dr SHEAN:  That is very much the intent of the program; that is, to get to those areas that are not being 
supported or serviced.  The member is quite right.  Places such as Bunbury and Albany are very well supported.  
The idea is to expand into those areas that currently have no supports.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  That is good. 

Mr S.R. HILL:  My question relates to the first dot point of major initiatives for 2004-05 on page 962.  What 
benefits will people living in regional and remote areas of Western Australia gain from this budget, including 
those funded through the local area coordination committees? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  We anticipate that we will be able to support an additional 250 families across the State.  I 
am advised that we have an increase of about $600 000 for the local area coordinators, which is quite a 
significant amount.  In 2003-04, it was $450 000.  Therefore, we have increased the amount of new funding.  In 
2003-04 we were able to respond to population growth through local area coordination funding to the Pilbara, to 
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Harvey-Collie, to the mid west, to the goldfields and the upper great southern regions, and in the metropolitan 
area as well.  We anticipate that the growth funds this year will be used to support LAC staff in the lower great 
southern, the upper great southern, Bunbury and the midlands region, as well as in the high population growth 
areas in the Perth metropolitan area.  The funds will be used to implement the remaining recommendations of the 
LAC review as well.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer the minister to the third dot point on page 955, which relates to the Commonwealth 
State/Territory Disability Agreement, or CSTDA, and the 16 per cent, which the minister made great capital of.  
Is it not a fact that the Commonwealth also funds disability pensions and provides funds for programs for 
disabled workers in the work force?  Are those funds included in the 16 per cent?  Secondly, given that the 
minister has mentioned that the Commonwealth will offer $7 million for aged carers, does the State Government 
intend to match that with the 84 per cent that it claims it puts in?  In other words, will the Government put in 
$42 million to match that $7 million? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Of course the Commonwealth Government funds disability pensions.  Everybody knows 
that.  However - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Are they in the 16 per cent? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  No, of course not. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Why did the minister not say so? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Because we are talking about the commission’s budget. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The minister is trying to beat up the Commonwealth all the time.  Let us have a bit of 
honesty. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Order!   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  We are dealing with the commission’s budget.  The commission does not deal with 
disability pensions.  However, more to the point - the member for Warren-Blackwood knows this - the issues 
confronting parents and people with disabilities are exactly those issues that the member for Churchlands has 
raised; that is, issues around therapy and accommodation support, in particular.  The member knows that. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is the Government going to match the $7 million? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Order!   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  It is a bit mischievous for the member to try to develop an argument - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  She is not answering my question. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I do not know what has been going on, but I am in the Chair now, and the member for 
Warren-Blackwood knows better.  Will he please allow the minister to finish her answer?  Then he will have the 
opportunity to ask a further question.  With a bit of courtesy, everyone will be able to ask their questions and 
have them answered. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I will answer the member for Warren-Blackwood’s final question.  We do not yet have the 
details from the Commonwealth.  The minister wrote to me on the day the budget was presented, telling me that 
the Commonwealth would announce initiatives for carers and that she would welcome discussions.  That is what 
we will do. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  My question relates to page 956.  The first line item under the output and appropriation 
summary is output 1, which relates to accommodation support.  What sort of assistance will individuals and 
families receive as a result of the increases outlined in the table on that page? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  We believe that this additional funding will help to support about 107 people with 
disabilities.  However, we also believe - we have shown it this year - that we will be able to support, through 
vacancies, another 19 or so people.  Our target for this financial year is a record 126 people who will be 
supported through accommodation support.  That is an increase of $5.7 million on last year’s growth figure.  It 
will also take away some of that dreadful pressure that families feel, and it will allow better planning.  Not 
everybody who applies for support in a particular year necessarily wants the support in that year, but those 
people want some peace of mind.  As I said at the outset, this is a sustained increase over the next four years.  
The Government will exceed the blueprint target, which has generally been recognised as a reasonable 
benchmark.   

[12.10 pm] 
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Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Given this increase, is it true that there is now greater flexibility in the accommodation 
options that can be offered?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The Government has been trying to maximise the number of accommodation options.  The 
Government has supported group homes and a number of hostels have been refurbished over the past few years.  
In some circumstances in the country a live-in support worker will be provided for in the home to support the 
family member.  The Government is looking to improve the overall quality of service and the range of services 
that are provided.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I refer to the first five dot points under significant issues and trends on pages 954 and 955 
of the Budget Statements.  The first five dot points refer to accommodation and carers and are related.  What is 
the total number of people who require some form of care, either with family members or other accommodation 
support?  It is said that 70 per cent of people rely on family members for support.  What is the total number of 
people who require support? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Is the member talking about accommodation support, or does she mean across the disability 
services sector?   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  The budget states that 70 per cent of all carers are provided by family members, and that 
figure is referred to again in the fifth dot point.  How many people require care of some sort, whether it is with 
their families or other sorts of accommodation?  It must be 70 per cent of something.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I have just been briefed by the director general.  I will defer to her to provide an answer, 
because they are different figures.   

Dr SHEAN:  The figure of 70 per cent relates to Australian Bureau of Statistics data from the census collection.  
I can provide those figures to which that relates and I can provide the member with local data for Western 
Australia.  That information is based on the 381 000 Western Australians with disabilities, of whom ABS 
estimates 66 000 have a severe disability.  The State supports around 20 000 of those people in one form or 
another.  The figure of 66 000 is a synthetic estimate.  My view is that it is a vastly inflated figure.  I hope that 
no-one from state Treasury is listening, because we always use these figures.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  They are.   

Dr SHEAN:  It is a very accurate estimate!  The difficulty is that until a headcount of people is done, we do not 
know exactly who they are.  We know the State supports some 20 000 people with severe disabilities.  Of that 
20 000, 3 500 receive some form of accommodation support from the Disability Services Commission.  The only 
data we have of demand over and above that are the people who come through the combined application process, 
and we are transparent on providing those figures.  Applications for about 133 people will be automatically 
submitted for the next round.  Those people would expect to be funded over the next few years.  Have I 
answered the member’s question? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  It goes a fair way to answering it.  I have a follow-up question about the ageing carers.  
Can the minister tell me how many people between the ages of 60 and 69, 70 and 79 and over the age of 80 are 
caring for people in their own homes; that is, caring for a disabled family member?  That relates to the first dot 
point, which is a very serious issue.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I can provide that information as supplementary information, as it is not available here.  
However, it will include people who are funded through the Disability Services Commission; therefore, it will be 
on the database.   

[Supplementary Information No A19.] 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  The information in the first five dot points has been known for a long time.  This is an 
urgent and looming issue.  In the next few years we will hit a crisis point with regard to ageing.  What comfort 
can the minister offer ageing carers?  They are probably mostly parents, but also siblings and others.  What 
comfort can the minister offer them regarding the future of their disabled family members?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The work the Government did on the blueprint examined ageing and took account of the 
data available on ageing parents.  The Government is responding to the blueprint.  The member is absolutely 
right: there is an increase in the number of ageing parents who are looking after their ageing sons and daughters.  
For the past two years the Government has allocated a minimum of 10 funding places.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  That is not many.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  It is not enough.  However, the member asked me what the Government has done.  For the 
first time in recognition of this, the Government has provided at least 10 of the funding places to aged parents 
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who care for a son or a daughter.  Based on the criteria or on the decision-making processes, they might not 
necessarily have been the most critically in need of that funding.  However, the Government has introduced age 
as a criterion to give weight to that problem.  We have guaranteed that that proportion of funding will be set 
aside for ageing parents.  It may not be enough, but it is the first time it has been done.  As Dr Shean has said, 
the accommodation blueprint analysis took into account the number of ageing parents that we know about, and 
has built that into the forward projections.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  There is not a lot of comfort for those ageing parents.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The increase in funding means that they can take comfort that the four-year budget is based 
on and exceeds the blueprint.  The blueprint took account of ageing parents.  They have greater comfort now 
than they did before this budget.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  That is not a lot.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I refer to the second dot point under major initiatives for 2004-05 on page 960 of the Budget 
Statements.  What assistance can families with young children with disabilities expect as a result of the increased 
funding for therapy services and equipment?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  This follows on from the member for Churchlands’ questions.  The Government anticipates 
that it will be able to provide therapy support for an additional 670 people.  The Government is placing a 
particular focus on early intervention and families with young children in recognition of the fact that once a 
diagnosis has been made - it is fair to say that a diagnosis is not always made as soon as a baby is born; a 
diagnosis may not occur until a couple of years later - we want to make sure that therapy - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Does that mean there is a problem with diagnostic services?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  No, a disability may not appear for 18 months or two years until a child starts to walk or 
talk.  No, member for Warren-Blackwood, that is not the case.  The Government believes that the additional 
funding will help families with young children.  The focus on early intervention in this budget is particularly 
good.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  As a follow-up question, I am told that a big issue for families with disabled children is that a 
lot of equipment gets upgraded and new technology makes equipment and aids better, more efficient and less 
cumbersome.  What dependence is there for aids and the upgrade for people with disabilities? 

[12.20 pm] 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am advised that an additional $245 000 will be allocated for specific aids, and that the 
Department of Health is also allocating additional funds to that. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  You mentioned a number of extra people getting therapy.  Will the minister provide that 
number again? 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  I think it was 670. 
Dr E. CONSTABLE:  How many hours of therapy per person does that buy? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy to answer that by way of supplementary information.  We will translate that 
figure into hours of additional therapy. 

[Supplementary Information No A20.] 
Mr T.K. WALDRON:  This question follows on from that put by the member for Churchlands, and it refers to 
page 954.  The first three dot points under significant issues and trends identify many factors contributing to the 
increasing and changing needs for support accommodation for people with disabilities.  The output and 
appropriation summary on page 956 does not provide a breakdown of the forward budget estimates, although the 
total forward estimates for those output areas are provided.  Will the forward estimates for accommodation 
support continue to increase to provide for the acute demand, and can the minister provide a breakdown of the 
estimates? 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  The answer is yes.  We have delved into the forward estimates funding to meet the 
blueprint and, as I said earlier, we have exceeded it.  There will be a similar increase each year, but that should 
be in the forward estimates. 
Mr T.K. WALDRON:  No.  The total outputs are shown, but they are not shown for accommodation support.  
We do not know what will be in the forward estimates for accommodation support.  Is it possible to get a 
breakdown? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  We do not allocate specific amounts, because we respond to the perceived or measured 
need each year through extensive consultation.  The forward estimates at the bottom of that page show the total 
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appropriation, and the breakdown will vary.  We have made the details of accommodation support available, 
with targets for each year.  We will certainly be meeting the blueprint targets for each year. 
Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The allocation for those four different outputs is quite fluid; is that correct? 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  It is only a little bit fluid.  It is not so fluid that it would run out, but we do not compute 
each allocation for four years, because we need to be able to respond.  For accommodation we will be following 
and exceeding the blueprint.  Our minimum is what is contained in the blueprint. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer the minister to page 956 and the additional business plan funding referred to under 
budget policy decisions.  I also refer the minister to page 1029 of last year’s budget papers concerning the same 
section, and to the statement by the Premier about the much-trumpeted $108 million boost for West Australians 
with disabilities, when he said that the budget would include an extra $68.2 million over the next four years for 
accommodation support, preventive services and so on.  I presume that is in relation to the business plan.  The 
budget for 2004-05 indicates that an amount of $3.758 million has been allocated for additional business plan 
funding, which is an increase on the projection for 2004-05 in last year’s budget of $1.308 million.  The forward 
estimate in this year’s budget for 2005-06 is $7.976 million, and last year’s estimate was $9.910 million.  This 
year’s budget indicates there will be expenditure of $12.788 million in 2006-07, and last year’s budget indicated 
an estimated amount of $17.370 million.  The forward estimates go to $26 million after that.  That is constant, 
even after last year.  That indicates that in this year’s budget there is $7 million less for the additional business 
plan funding in the out years than there was in last year’s budget.  Can the minister explain the difference? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I do not think that is right.  I am advised that it is not correct.  An amount of over 
$68 million has been committed in this year and the forward estimates.  It is not correct to say that it is 
$7 million less. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I will try to explain.  I have in front of me this year’s budget at page 956, and it has an 
identical heading to last year.  I have last year’s budget in front of me at page 1029.  The forward estimates show 
there is $7 million less, despite the minister’s $68 million additional.  I am not a Philadelphia lawyer, but I can 
show the minister if she would like. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy for Mr Ramanah to go through the detail. 

Mr RAMANAH:  The increase of $68 million is explained this way: if you add up the budget from last year’s 
budget paper and assume the same appropriation for the additional out year, you will find that it is $68 million 
less than what is shown in the current forward estimates.  It is a matter of taking the four years of last year away 
from this year.  With regard to the additional business plan funding, the line that refers to $3.758 million in the 
first year increasing to $26.166 million in the fourth year is in addition to what was already in the base estimates 
for last year.  That is in addition; it is new money.  It is an increase in the appropriation for growth funding. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I still need to be convinced. 

Mr S.R. HILL:  I refer the minister to page 962 and the first dot points under major achievements for 2003-04 
and major initiatives for 2004-05.  Where did the growth in the local area coordination go in 2003-04, and where 
is it envisaged that the 2004-05 increase will be utilised? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Broadly speaking, the money for population growth last year of $450 000 went to the 
Pilbara, Harvey-Collie, the mid west, the goldfields, the upper great southern and, of course, the metropolitan 
area, where the population growth is the most significant in the northern suburbs.  This year, additional growth 
will go to the lower great southern, upper great southern, Bunbury and Midland, as well as the high population 
areas in the Perth metropolitan area.  We are putting in an additional $600 000.  We will continue to meet the 
needs of people in the member’s region this financial year.  Of course, we also have other priority areas.   

[12.30 pm] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to page 954 and the delivery of outputs for the Disability Services Commission.  A 
letter was distributed in the South West Area Health Service last week from Dr Ron Chalmers, Director, Country 
Services Coordination, indicating that no new services would be provided by the Disability Services 
Commission to Warren District Hospital for adults or children with disabilities unless they had complex needs.  
Is the Disability Services Commission adopting the approach that it will not increase funding in the South West 
Area Health Service?  Subsequently, a memo was sent to all the health services that form part of the South West 
Area Health Service that they are not to increase funding for children with disabilities either, which means that 
people with disabilities in the south west will miss out on funding, particularly for therapy services.  I understand 
that an agreement was being worked on between the Disability Services Commission and the South West Area 
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Health Service, but that agreement has stalled.  Can the minister advise me, either now or by way of 
supplementary information, about the current situation?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for the question.  I will ask Dr Shean to answer the question.  However, 
I can assure the member that the needs of people in his area will continue to be met.  It is about the change of 
service delivery and the partnership with the Department of Health.  My understanding is that some difficulties 
were expressed by the Department of Health.  Those difficulties have been dealt with, and that impasse has now 
been removed.  I will ask the director general to assure the member also. 

Dr SHEAN:  The model that has been operating successfully in all other areas of Western Australia for some 
years now is a shared model with the health system.  The problem that we had was in trying to recruit therapists 
in regional areas, particularly the less populated areas, because we were competing with the Department of 
Health for the employment of the same people.  Some years ago, we decided that was not a sensible way to go, 
and, as the member may recall from his time as Minister for Disability Services, we talked with the Department 
of Health about a joint approach to therapy services.  The approach that has now been implemented throughout 
Western Australia, with the exception of the South West Area Health Service, is one by which we provide 
growth funding to the Health Department in return for specific outputs - in other words, children and adults 
receiving therapy services.  However, at the same time we also employ a specialist consultancy service so that if 
a person has complex needs - for example, a child with swallowing difficulties - our therapists can visit the 
therapists from regional centres and provide advice.  Twenty-seven per cent of the growth in funding for therapy 
services nominally goes towards people in the bush, although that depends, of course, on demonstrated need.  
We have been working for some time on extending the model to the South West Area Health Service.  The 
difference with the South West Area Health Service is that traditionally we ran our own parallel service.  
However, we decided that that was not making sense.  The member will recall that we received a lot of criticism 
about that service too.  For some time now we have been looking at a shared staff model.  That is going ahead.  
There have been some difficulties, as the minister said.  We will continue, however, to keep our expert staff to 
provide consultancy support to other therapists.  That will bring the South West Area Health Service in line with 
what is happening throughout the State.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I refer to page 960 and the third dot point under major initiatives for 2004-05.  Can the minister 
provide details about initiatives for indigenous people with disabilities, and also about whether the indigenous 
therapy assistant model, which I understand was trialled quite successfully, will be developed further?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for the question.  When I became the Minister for Disability Services, I 
was concerned that the Disability Services Commission was not reaching out enough to indigenous people, and 
Dr Shean agreed with me.  Therefore, for the past few years the DCS has been working to improve how we reach 
out to people with disabilities.  One initiative is the indigenous therapy assistant model.  It is still being trialled in 
the Kimberley.  Following that trial our plan is to adapt it to other parts of the State.  We appointed an 
indigenous policy officer in 2002-03.  We have also done some work on cultural competency training for local 
area coordinators so that they will understand and have the skills and knowledge required to provide culturally 
appropriate support to families.  We are doing some innovative work.  We are producing a video to assist 
indigenous communities to understand the range of disabilities and the available supports and services.  We are 
also working with the Ngaanyatjarra-Pitjantjatjara-Yankunytjara lands, in collaboration with the Northern 
Territory and the South Australian Government, to look at how we can better deliver services to those areas in 
which the Northern Territory and South Australia have an interest so that we can be more strategic in the 
delivery of services to remote Aboriginal communities.   

As that was the last question, I put on record my appreciation to Dr Shean and Denis Ramanah for their support 
and leadership in constructing the 2004-05 budget.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I am sure that sentiment is shared by all members.  Thank you for your attendance.   

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


