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EXISTING TOPIC: Country of Birth of Parents

Q2: TOPICS

Country of birth of parents.

Q3: DEFINE TOPIC / DESCRIBE MODIFICATION

Country of birth of parents and ancestry are both important topics that must be retained for the 2006 Census.  Both identify ethnicity in Australia and should not be deleted or separated from each other.

Both of these topics provide strong indicators about the extent of cultural diversity in Australia.

Q4: LOW PRIORITY TOPICS

This submission argues that three topic areas need to be retained in the 2006 Census (‘country of birth of birth of parents’, ‘main language other than English spoken at home/Proficiency in spoken English’ and ‘ancestry’) and two new topic areas (‘disability’ and ‘unpaid work’) need to be introduced.

On a review of the topics to be included in the 2006 Census, NEDA and MDAA would argue that the following topic areas have a lower priority:

· registered marital status

· internal migration

· journey to work

· number of motor vehicles garaged.

Q5a: SPECIFIC PURPOSES

Meaningful data about ethnicity and cultural origin are critical in the planning and delivery of disability and other community services that respond to the needs of a culturally diverse community.  If the government is serious about improving equity of access and equity of outcome for people from culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds, it will need data quantifying ethnicity and cultural origin in order to achieve this.

This information is also needed by service providers in the planning and delivery of ‘culturally appropriate’ services.  At this point in time one in four people with disability in Australia come from a NESB yet three out of four of these people do not access services due to cultural and linguistic barriers.

Importantly, it must be acknowledged that ethnic and cultural origin cannot be determined from a single question alone.  Country of birth and country of birth of parents are very strong indicators of ethnicity and cultural background.  However, these questions alone, without a link to ancestry, would assume that third generation Australians are to be classified as ‘Anglo-Australian’ in their ethnic and cultural identity and this would be incorrect.  This assumption would in fact contradict the foundation of multiculturalism as a concept.

Multiculturalism celebrates the diversity that exits in Australia and recognises the challenges and opportunities that come with it.  Multiculturalism has been an Australian government policy since the early 1980s, and it was formalised in 1989 in The National Agenda for a Multicultural Australia.  The current Australian government policy, A New Agenda for Multicultural Australia, is the most recent in a series of policies developed by successive governments to manage the far-reaching social implications of large-scale post-War migration to Australia.

Since 1945, over 6 million people have come to Australia as new settlers.  In 2001-2002 alone 88,900 new settlers arrived in Australia.  This has resulted in Australia having an extremely diverse population with people coming from over 200 different countries and speaking a wide variety of languages.  Australia has the highest proportion of overseas-born parents in the western world (estimates put it at 21.9%) which is higher than Canada (18.4%) and much higher than the United States (11.4%).

Those migrating to Australia make significant contributions to the economic and social development of this country i.e. filling skill shortages, investing in the economy, fostering international trade through knowledge of overseas markets, cultural practices and languages other than English.  As such, multiculturalism is seen as an ‘asset’ or perhaps ‘investment’ that Australia has made because of these positive contributions.

Given that one of the strengths of this country derives from its diversity, it is essential that the number of people from culturally diverse backgrounds are quantified so that policies and services that address their needs.

Since Federation, natural increase (number of births minus the number of deaths) has generally contributed more to Australia’s annual population growth than migration.  However, with declining fertility and an ageing population, this is likely to change over the next few decades.  Therefore, immigration will become a more important influence on population growth or decline so it imperative that accurate data is collected about country and birth.

Q5b: OUTPUT

As above for Q5b.

Q6: CLASSIFICATION CHANGES

It would be more useful if the specific country was requested rather than the current choice of ‘Australia’ or ‘Overseas’.

Alternatively, it could remain as it was in the 2001 census provided that the link to ancestry was maintained.

Q7: CROSS –CLASSIFICATION

As stated above, information about ethnicity and cultural origin would be gleaned from the following topics: country of birth, ancestry and main language other than English spoken at home / proficiency in spoken English.

The topic area pertaining to religion would also provide valuable information for the planning and delivery of services in culturally appropriate ways.

It would be useful to cross classify information about ethnicity and culture with the topic area of disability to estimate the number of people from a NESB with disability living in Australia.

Q8: GEOGRAPHICAL LEVEL

This information is needed for policy development and the planning of delivery of services and resource allocation at all levels: national, state, regional and local.

Without the availability of location specific data, the particular needs of the local communities will not be effectively addressed.  This information can only come from a regular and comprehensive collection of data which the Census provides.  For example, MDAA currently uses The People of NSW – Statistics from the 1996 Census on a daily basis and in all training and information programs with disability service providers across NSW.  This small area information assists disability service providers to measure the extent to which their service is meeting the needs of people from a NESB with disability in local area.

Q9: OTHER SOURCES

For NEDA and MDAA, the only information currently available to assist services in the planning of accessible and culturally appropriate services for clients in their geographical area is from data about ‘languages spoken’ at home.

This is not a reliable data source upon which to make a whole series of assumptions and to attempt to achieve equity of access and outcome for all people with a disability from culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds.

Q10: CONSEQUENCES

NEDA and MDAA would have to continue to rely on inaccurate figures and combinations from diverse data sets in order to determine whether services are being delivered to people from a NESB with disability, their families and carers in Australia.

EXISTING TOPIC: Ancestry

Q2: TOPICS

Ancestry

Q3: DEFINE TOPIC / DESCRIBE MODIFICATION

Ancestry and country of birth of parents are both important topics that must be retained for the 2006 Census.  Both identify ethnicity in Australia and should not be deleted or separated from each other.

Both of these topics provide strong indicators about the extent of cultural diversity in Australia.

Q4: LOW PRIORITY TOPICS

This submission argues that three topic areas need to be retained in the 2006 Census (‘country of birth of birth of parents’, ‘main language other than English spoken at home/Proficiency in spoken English’ and ‘ancestry’) and two new topic areas (‘disability’ and ‘unpaid work’) need to be introduced.

On a review of the topics to be included in the 2006 Census, NEDA and MDAA would argue that the following topic areas have a lower priority:

· registered marital status

· internal migration

· journey to work

· number of motor vehicles garaged.

Q5a: SPECIFIC PURPOSES

Meaningful data about ethnicity and cultural origin are critical in the planning and delivery of disability and other community services that respond to the needs of a culturally diverse community.  If the government is serious about improving equity of access and equity of outcome for people from culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds, it will need data quantifying ethnicity and cultural origin in order to achieve this.

This information is also needed by service providers in the planning and delivery of ‘culturally appropriate’ services.  At this point in time one in four people with disability in Australia come from a NESB yet three out of four of these people do not access services due to cultural and linguistic barriers.

Importantly, it must be acknowledged that ethnic and cultural origin cannot be determined from a single question alone.  Country of birth and country of birth of parents are very strong indicators of ethnicity and cultural background.  However, these questions alone, without a link to ancestry, would assume that third generation Australians are to be classified as ‘Anglo-Australian’ in their ethnic and cultural identity and this would be incorrect.  This assumption would in fact contradict the foundation of multiculturalism as a concept.

Multiculturalism celebrates the diversity that exits in Australia and recognises the challenges and opportunities that come with it.  Multiculturalism has been an Australian government policy since the early 1980s, and it was formalised in 1989 in The National Agenda for a Multicultural Australia.  The current Australian government policy, A New Agenda for Multicultural Australia, is the most recent in a series of policies developed by successive governments to manage the far-reaching social implications of large-scale post-War migration to Australia.

Since 1945, over 6 million people have come to Australia as new settlers.  In 2001-2002 alone 88,900 new settlers arrived in Australia.  This has resulted in Australia having an extremely diverse population with people coming from over 200 different countries and speaking a wide variety of languages.  Australia has the highest proportion of overseas-born parents in the western world (estimates put it at 21.9%) which is higher than Canada (18.4%) and much higher than the United States (11.4%).

Those migrating to Australia make significant contributions to the economic and social development of this country i.e. filling skill shortages, investing in the economy, fostering international trade through knowledge of overseas markets, cultural practices and languages other than English.  As such, multiculturalism is seen as an ‘asset’ or perhaps ‘investment’ that Australia has made because of these positive contributions.

Given that one of the strengths of this country derives from its diversity, it is essential that the number of people from culturally diverse backgrounds are quantified so that policies and services that address their needs.

Since Federation, natural increase (number of births minus the number of deaths) has generally contributed more to Australia’s annual population growth than migration.  However, with declining fertility and an ageing population, this is likely to change over the next few decades.  Therefore, immigration will become a more important influence on population growth or decline so it imperative that accurate data is collected about country and birth.

Q5b: OUTPUT

Remain as it was in the 2001 census.

Q6: CLASSIFICATION CHANGES

None.

Q7: CROSS –CLASSIFICATION

As stated above, information about ethnicity and cultural origin would be gleaned from the following topics: country of birth, ancestry and main language other than English spoken at home / proficiency in spoken English.

The topic area pertaining to religion would also provide valuable information for the planning and delivery of services in culturally appropriate ways.

It would be useful to cross classify information about ethnicity and culture with the topic area of disability to estimate the number of people from a NESB with disability living in Australia.

Q8: GEOGRAPHICAL LEVEL

This information is needed for policy development and the planning of delivery of services and resource allocation at all levels: national, state, regional and local.

Without the availability of location specific data, the particular needs of the local communities will not be effectively addressed.  This information can only come from a regular and comprehensive collection of data which the Census provides.  For example, MDAA currently uses The People of NSW – Statistics from the 1996 Census on a daily basis and in all training and information programs with disability service providers across NSW.  This small area information assists disability service providers to measure the extent to which their service is meeting the needs of people from a NESB with disability in local area.

Q9: OTHER SOURCES

For NEDA and MDAA, the only information currently available to assist services in the planning of accessible services and culturally appropriate services for clients in their geographical area is from data about ‘languages spoken’ at home.

This is not a reliable data source upon which to make a whole series of assumptions and to attempt to achieve equity of access and outcome for all people with a disability from culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds.

Q10: CONSEQUENCES

NEDA and MDAA would have to continue to rely on inaccurate figures and combinations from diverse data sets of whether services are being delivered to people from a NESB with disability, their families and carers in Australia.

EXISTING TOPIC: Language

NB: This papers supports and reflects position taken by the Federation of Ethnic Communities’ of Australia (FECCA) on this issue.

Q2: TOPICS

Main language other than English spoken at home / proficiency in spoken English.

Q3: DEFINE TOPIC / DESCRIBE MODIFICATION

It is proposed that the output categories for the Census question “Main language other than English spoken at home be reduced to only English and Other for the 2006 Census.  NEDA and MDDA do not support this proposal.

Data collections on Languages Spoken at Home and Language Proficiency are essential for effective policy development and service delivery across all portfolios, including disability, and at all levels of government.

Languages Spoken at Home and Language Proficiency are the two most important variables indicating the need for language services and need for information to be provided in different languages and alternative formats.  In order to anticipate changes to the language profile of the community, and to ensure cost-effectiveness in the allocation of interpreting and translating resources, service planners require timely access to ABS data on languages spoken in the home and the proficiency in English language.

In particular, translating and interpreting services are a vital aspect of settlement services and are central to implementing Access and Equity principles for immigrants and humanitarian program entrants.  Currently, 43% of our population were either born overseas, or have at least one parent born overseas.

Previous Census data shows us that there are some 200 languages spoken by Australians.  With such a culturally and linguistically diverse population, we need to ensure that Census data gives us a real indication of the needs for specific translating and interpreting services.  These services are vital to ensure all Australians are given the opportunity to participate fully in Australian life.

Q4: LOW PRIORITY TOPICS

This submission argues that three topic areas need to be retained in the 2006 Census (‘country of birth of birth of parents’, ‘main language other than English spoken at home/Proficiency in spoken English’ and ‘ancestry’) and two new topic areas (‘disability’ and ‘unpaid work’) need to be introduced.

On a review of the topics to be included in the 2006 Census, NEDA and MDAA would argue that the following topic areas have a lower priority:

· registered marital status

· internal migration

· journey to work

· number of motor vehicles garaged.

Q5a: SPECIFIC PURPOSES

Vital services such as health care interpreting, multilingual health education campaigns, and bilingual community development programs rely on detailed Census language data.  Current Census data allows for the targeting of information to communities identified as having particular needs.  People from a NESB with a disability and their families and carers are some of Australia’s most vulnerable and isolated people.  To effectively meet community need, services require data that includes detailed insight into the languages spoken in the home.  This will inform promotion activities, information dissemination, strategies, budget allocations for translating and interpreting, staff training needs etc.  It is also vital that the question output category of English Language Proficiency is included at five yearly intervals as English language skills vary dramatically amongst people from NESB backgrounds.

Monitoring detailed data from consecutive Census about changes in language other than English spoken at home, allow policy makers and service planners to gauge how language use changes over time and to detect and plan for the delivery of appropriate services for emerging language groups.  This kind of information assists disability and other services to ensure that emerging communities are not falling through a gap in service provision and access to information.

The Charter of Public Service in a Culturally Diverse Society aims to ensure that all government services are delivered in a way that is sensitive to the language and cultural needs of all Australians.  Detailed language data provided by the Census is an invaluable tool, enabling the development and implementation of targeted services nationally, which respond accurately to community needs.

A central plank of the Government’s policy A New Agenda for Multicultural Australia is that of “productive diversity”.  This acknowledges, promotes and seeks to foster the vast economic benefit to Australia that is derived from cultural and linguistic pluralism in contemporary Australia and which provides us with a competitive edge to our engagement with the globalised marketplace.  Indeed, productive diversity recognises the importance of capitalising on Australia’s wealth of both cultural and linguistic skills.

Data from the 2001 Census indicates that twenty five percent of the Australian workforce was born overseas, and those born in non-English speaking countries constitute 15% of the total workforce.  It is only by having detailed language data available every five years that both the government and non-government sectors can ensure their programs continue to effectively harness the economic benefits of a diverse workforce.

Q5b: OUTPUT

We would recommend the retention of the output categories for the question Does the person speak a language other than English at home that reflect the languages as reported most commonly spoken at home in the previous Census, as well as the ability to name the language spoken at home if it is not included in the list of response categories.

Country of birth, or birthplace of parents, are not adequate substitutes for the Languages Spoken at Home/ Language Proficiency question.  Country of Birth alone is not appropriate or adequate to define target groups for service provision, as many birthplaces are characterised by a complex mix of spoken languages.  Immigrants from a variety of countries speak numerous languages or dialects other than English.

Language spoken at home is often not easy to predict on the basis of birthplace data alone, either of the individual or the parents.  For example, where parents are from different non English speaking countries, the language spoken at home may be that of either parent or a third common language.  Families may also speak the language of immigrant grandparents at home. Individuals or their parents may also speak a language other than the predominate language of the country in which they were born.
Q6: CLASSIFICATION CHANGES

As for Question 5b above.

Q7: CROSS –CLASSIFICATION

The information provided from the existing Languages Spoken at Home response categories needs to be cross-classified with English language proficiency, country of birth, year of arrival in Australia, country of birth of parents and age, to provide as detailed a profile as possible of particular community groups.

Q8: GEOGRAPHICAL LEVEL

Tabulation of detailed information on Language other than English spoken at home is required for national, state and local government areas.

Without the availability of location specific data, the particular needs of the local communities will not be effectively addressed.  This information can only come from a regular and comprehensive collection of data which the Census provides.  For example, MDAA currently uses The People of NSW – Statistics from the 1996 Census on a daily basis and in all training and information programs with disability service providers across NSW.  This small area information assists disability service providers to measure the extent to which their service is meeting the needs of people from a NESB with disability in local area.

Language data are also vital in identifying and locating small and emerging communities residing within a particular local government area.  In many cases these communities have arrived within the last five to ten years and often under the Refugee and Humanitarian Program.  Their communities lack knowledge of Australian systems and services and they lack sustainable and/or established community structures and support networks.  A failure to accurately and appropriately record information about these communities will lead to a delay in service response and access to information and will add to the disadvantages experienced by many of these communities.  This in turn will severely affect their settlement process and result in social isolation and marginalisation. 

Q9: OTHER SOURCES

Although ABS collects language data in a number of other surveys, these do not replace the Census as a comprehensive and consistent source of data, especially for local areas.  Most agencies who plan for and provide human services cannot use overall state-level, or even statistical division-level, data. Local government, local community services, and even regional levels of state and federal government departments, all require data on their localised areas of operation.

Q10: CONSEQUENCES

The problems resulting from this proposed change are seen as a matter of major national importance.  Services nation-wide would be severely restricted in their ability to plan and implement services and programs which are culturally appropriate for diverse client groups.  Relying on data that is ten years old would result in an inability for services to keep up with changing and emerging language groups and their needs.

NEDA and MDAA recognise that there is a need for the ABS to keep the Census form at manageable length while at the same time allowing for the addition of new items proposed for collection in 2006.  If the changes proposed by the Australian Bureau of Statistics are adopted, they will seriously impede social research, policy development and service planning.
NEW TOPIC: Disability

Q2: TOPICS

Disability.

Q3: DEFINE TOPIC / DESCRIBE MODIFICATION

There is an urgent need to collect information about the:

· number of Australians with disability including type of disability

· extent to which a person’s disability impacts on their ability to carry out everyday activities

· number of Australians with disability who are completely reliant on family and friends because they cannot access disability services for support.

Whilst it is acknowledged that the information obtained via the Census may not be as reliable as a detailed questionnaire, the current situation of the lack of accurate data resulting in extrapolation and the necessity to formulate assumptions from unrelated data is sets is unacceptable for the development of appropriate policies and effective models of service delivery.

We also acknowledge that detailed questions relating to the quantity of services accessed by people with disability are similarly unrealistic for the Census.  However, in order to measure the extreme end of the unmet need scale in relation to accessing of services, NEDA and MDAA believe that people with disability should be able to indicate one of the following in the 2006 Census: ‘Yes, accessing some services’ or ‘Not accessing any services because all care needs are being met by family and friends’.

Q4: LOW PRIORITY TOPICS

This submission argues that three topic areas need to be retained in the 2006 Census (‘country of birth of birth of parents’, ‘main language other than English spoken at home/Proficiency in spoken English’ and ‘ancestry’) and two new topic areas (‘disability’ and ‘unpaid work’) need to be introduced.

On a review of the topics to be included in the 2006 Census, NEDA and MDAA would argue that the following topic areas have a lower priority:

· registered marital status

· internal migration

· journey to work

· number of motor vehicles garaged.

Q5a: SPECIFIC PURPOSES

According to the Disability, Ageing and Carers survey (Australian Bureau of Statistics, 1998), approximately 19% (3.6 million people) of Australians have a disability.  This comprises a significant percentage of the Australian population for which there is very little information.

At present there are no statistics available about the incidence of disability within NESB communities.  Using data from the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) and the Department of Family and Community Services (FaCS), NEDA and MDAA currently estimate that 4.6% of Australians (902,082 people) are people from a NESB with disability.

Outlined below is an example of the method upon which we currently derive figures in the absence of reliable data:

Different Definitions

There is very limited data available about people from NESB with disability.  When attempting to analyse what available data there is, the different definitions used when referring to 'NESB' create many problems. 

Example 1

The 1996 ABS statistics show that:

15.5% of the Australian population are people who speak a LOTE (language other than English) at home [ABS, 1996 Census].

From these figures, NEDA estimates that 15.5% of all people with a disability living in Australia speak a LOTE at home.

The 1998 statistics show that:

19% of the population in Australia has a disability [ABS, 1998 Disability, Ageing and Carers: Summary of Findings].

Using this information, NEDA estimates that 2.9% of the population or 568,385 people in Australia have a disability and speak a LOTE
.

Example 2

The Department of Family and Community Services latest data suggests that:

6.2% of consumers of Commonwealth funded disability employment services speak a LOTE at home [Dept of Family and Community Services, Disability Services Census, 1998].

From the information provided above it can be concluded that: 2 out of 3 people who speak a LOTE at home with disability miss out on receiving Commonwealth funded disability employment services.

At this point in time data is available form the Department of Family and Community Services (FaCS) in relation to recipients of relevant pensions and benefits.  However, as 3 out of 4 people form a NESB do not access services and many are not aware of the pensions and benefits they are entitled due to lack of access to information, the data that is available from the FaCS in relation to recipients of relevant pensions and benefits will not be accurate and reliable.

Apart from isolated data sets that contain very detailed information from a small geographical area, it is difficult to extrapolate and gain any meaningful sense of how data in order to plan and respond to needs of people with disability at a national, state and local level.  The responses to these questions are vital in the planning and delivery of services and development of policy

Disability spending is significant in Australia.  The Commonwealth, State and Territory governments share responsibility for providing specialist disability services under the Commonwealth-State Disability Agreement (CSDA).  Under the current five-year agreement which expires in June 2002 States and Territories are contributed an estimated $7.6 billion and the Commonwealth $3.2 billion.  This came to a total of $10.8 billion of public money spent.

Commonwealth funding is allocated to the States and Territories using a formula based on population-share of people with disability.  It would be useful if this formula was based on accurate large and small area data.
In Australia, Commonwealth, State and Territory governments are responsible for policy development and service delivery to people with disability.  The Commonwealth is responsible for providing employment assistance for people with disability.  The States and Territories are primarily responsible for providing accommodation support services, respite care services, community access programs such as day programs, education, post-school programs and equipment schemes.

Despite the amount of money spent on disability, many people with disability do not have their basic needs met or in other words, there is a significant unmet need.  In 1997, the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare estimated unmet need for accommodation, respite and day activities to be $300 million a year for people with disability.

In order for government to fully understand the extent of unmet need for people with disability in Australia and to provide adequate resourcing and targeted services it is imperative that the prevalence of disability within the Australian population is understood.

For long-term planning purposes, accurate data about disability is also essential.  It is our experience that in relation to disability, government tends to operate very much in short-term or ‘crisis’ mode.  Long-term planning is essential to ensure that the needs of people with disability continue to be met.

Finally, the limited data available currently suggests that disability rates are increasing.  It is assumed that this is related to Australia’s ageing populating and an increase in age-related disability.  Accurate data also needs be obtained to monitor this phenomenon as it will have significant implications for both government and the community.

Q5b: OUTPUT

1. Type of disability.

2. Impact of a person’s disability impairment on their daily activities.

3. Whether or not the person with a disability is accessing ‘some’ or ‘no’ services due to reliance on the family.

We realise that the ABS recently held focus groups to explore these questions and NEDA and MDAA are willing to be guided by them with regard to output because previous data has been unreliable.

Q6: CLASSIFICATION CHANGES

A scaled response about the impact of a person’s impairment on their daily living would be extremely useful and inform the development of community-based programs and health-policy.

For example, in the question asking about the degree of difficulty experienced in everyday activities (eg. activities such as showering, eating etc) we would suggest a scaled response:

1. none

2. a little

3. a lot

rather than a simple yes / no response which would provide ambiguous data.

With regard to the level of assistance currently being accessed by people with disability, we realise that this would require a significant number of sophisticated questions and may be unworkable for the 2006 Census.  However, we would find it critical to try and estimate the number of people currently not accessing any services instead relying exclusively on family support.

We have found, as mentioned previously, that 3 out of 4 people with a disability miss out on disability services due to cultural and language barriers.  An accurate estimation of this situation is urgently needed in order to develop appropriate policies and services to rectify this problem.

NEDA and MDAA strongly argue for a question that measures Yes, accessing some services (whatever services and level that would be) and Not accessing any services because all care needs are being met by family and friends.  This would complement data collected by the topic “unpaid work’.

Q7: CROSS –CLASSIFICATION

NEDA and its members would cross-classify this information with ethnic and cultural origin (country of birth, country of birth of parents and ancestry) and with main language other than English spoken at home/proficiency in spoken English.

In addition, this information could be cross-tabulated with information derived from the ‘unpaid work’ topic in order to estimate the number of people involved with unpaid work in the home due to caring full-time for a person with a disability.

Q8: GEOGRAPHICAL LEVEL

This information is needed for policy development and the planning of services and resource allocation at all levels: national, state, regional and local.

Q9: OTHER SOURCES

As mentioned above, information about disability is not available at a national or state-wide level.  While there is some data available from household surveys by the ABS which does provide some detailed information, big-picture information is vital for the development of policy and the delivery of services for all levels of government and service providers.

Q10: CONSEQUENCES

If this information is not collected then government and the community sectors will not be able to develop the necessary policies, procedures, practices and service delivery needed to deliver outcomes for people with disability and their families.

Q11: OTHER COMMENTS

If information was collected about disability, this would be the first time NEDA and its members could obtain meaningful data about the profile of people from a non-English speaking background with disability living in Australia.

People from a NESB with disability, their families and carers are a marginalised and disadvantaged group.  Governments at all levels already recognise this via their Access and Equity planning.  However, these plans will not be effective or meaningful if they lack basic information about the target population.

In addition, data is desperately required for the development of appropriate Federal and State government policies, the design and delivery of community-based programs and resource allocation.  This data would also be invaluable for the planning of service delivery at all levels.

NEW TOPIC: Unpaid Work

Q2: TOPICS

Unpaid Work

Q3: DEFINE TOPIC / DESCRIBE MODIFICATION

There are a significant number of people in our community currently engaged in different types of unpaid work such as caring for person from a NESB with disability.

Q4: LOW PRIORITY TOPICS

This submission argues that three topic areas need to be retained in the 2006 Census (‘country of birth of birth of parents’, ‘main language other than English spoken at home/Proficiency in spoken English’ and ‘ancestry’) and two new topic areas (‘disability’ and ‘unpaid work’) need to be introduced.

On a review of the topics to be included in the 2006 Census, NEDA and MDAA would argue that the following topic areas have a lower priority:

· registered marital status

· internal migration

· journey to work

· number of motor vehicles garaged.

Q5a: SPECIFIC PURPOSES

Information about the current unpaid work of carers could be used by policy makers and services to better understand the extent of this work and the needs of this group of people so that adequate resourcing be provided to them.

The data would be particularly useful in targeting resources to areas of greatest need, most particularly at a local and regional level and in planning the provision of services for carers from a NESB.  The data would also provide a sound evidence base for resource allocation.

A large number of Commonwealth and State government funded programs either target carers directly or assist them in some way.  For example, the Home and Community Care Program (which provides home-based support and respite for carers), Carer Payment and Carer Allowance and the National Respite for Carers Program (regionalised carer services providing information, education and training, support and respite).

In order to ascertain the number and characteristics of the carers who require and use these services and the appropriate forms that service delivery should take, all of these programs require small area data, as delivery of services takes place at local or regional levels.

Q5b: OUTPUT

In order to support the uses outlined above, government and community sectors require an accurate picture of the extent of involvement in and intensity of caring.  This information would be available by the production of a simple frequency tabulation of the proposed questions.

Second, we would require information on the same for small geographic areas.  This would require a breakdown of the categories by Statistical Local Areas (or Statistical Divisions if numbers are too small in SLA’s).

Third, cross-classification with many of the Census variables by SLA’s or SD’s (as outlined under Question 7) would provide detail on the various sub-groups of carers for whom specific or tailored interventions are necessary. 

Q6: CLASSIFICATION CHANGES

NB: NEDA and MDDA both support the recommendations put forward by Carers Australia on this issue.

Q1. Do you look after, or give any help or support to family members, friends or neighbours because of:

•
Long-term physical or mental ill health or disability, or

•
Problems related to old age?

* Do not include anything you do as part of your paid employment or volunteer work through an organisation

* A primary carer is the person who takes MOST of the responsibility for caring for a person

* children with caring responsibilities should also be included


  No – Go to Q3.


  Yes, I am a primary carer


  Yes, I am a non-primary carer

Q2. How many hours do you provide care in a typical week?

* combine hours of care provided to more than one person where applicable


 1-19 hours


 20 – 39 hours


 40 + hours a week

These options would be consistent with the Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers, which uses the categories ‘less than 20’, ‘20-39 hours’ and ’40 or more hours’.  We do not believe that these questions would be difficult to answer.

The definition of caring used in the Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers is different for co-resident and non co-resident carers.  The former are considered to be caring only if performing one or more of the core activities of communication, mobility and self-care. However, carers who are ex-resident from the care recipient are considered to be caring if assisting with tasks such as housework, shopping, laundry and other activities of daily living.  This inconsistency between the definitions of co-resident and non co-resident carers has been problematic.  It is also likely to mean that the extent of caring is underestimated in Australian society.  We believe that a consistent definition between the two groups of carers is necessary.  The Census questions proposed by Carers Australia would provide for such consistency.

Q7: CROSS –CLASSIFICATION

NEDA and MDAA would want cross-classifications with:

· country of birth of parents

· Ancestry

· main language other than English Spoken at home / proficiency in spoken English

· labour force status and hours worked.

Q8: GEOGRAPHICAL LEVEL

This information is needed for policy development and the planning of services and resource allocation at all levels: national, state, regional and local.

Q9: OTHER SOURCES

NEDA and MDDA appreciate that in its Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers, ABS collects information on carers.  However, some data is not collected for all carers.  For example, certain information is available only for primary carers.  Detailed data on other carers as well as primary carers for the purposes is also needed.

There are also number of major limitations in the Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers (see Carers Australia submission for full details).

Community service and health budgets now consume large proportions of government spending, at both the Federal and State levels.  Australia needs accurate information on both disability and caring by small areas so that this money is targeted appropriately and effectively for NESB carers.

APPENDIX 1: National Ethnic Disability Alliance

The National Ethnic Disability Alliance (NEDA) is the national consumer-based peak body for people from a non-English speaking background (NESB) with disability, their families and carers.
The overarching aim of NEDA is to advocate at a federal level, for the rights and interests of people from a NESB with disability, their families and carers.

All activities undertaken by NEDA include strong consumer involvement and is based on the following Objectives:

1. Represent the rights and interests of people from NESB with disability, their families and carers. 

2. Advocate on issues impacting on people from NESB with disability, their families and carers. 

3. Work towards securing equitable outcomes for people from NESB with disability, their families and carers. 

4. Co-ordinate policy advice to the Federal government and relevant peak bodies on the impact of policy and legislation on people from NESB with disability, their families and carers.

NEDA, because of its cross-sector role (disability and ethnicity) aims to collaborate with and work across a broad range of organisations to represent the interests of people from a NESB with disability
NEDA is governed by a Council, the majority of who are people from a NESB with disability.  NEDA Council members serve for one-year terms and are appointed via the NEDA membership.

For more information, please log onto www.neda.org.au.

APPENDIX 2: Multicultural Disability Advocacy Association of NSW

The Multicultural Disability Advocacy Association of NSW (MDAA) is the peak body for people from a non-English speaking background (NESB) with disability and their families and carers in NSW. MDAA is the only advocacy service in NSW available specifically to people from NESB with disability, their families and carers. 

MDAA aims to promote, protect and secure the rights and interests of people from a non-English speaking background with disability and their families and carers in NSW.

The overriding objectives of MDAA are: 

· Promoting and safeguarding the rights of people from a non-English speaking background with disability and their family/carers 

· Improving the quality of life for people from a non-English speaking background with disability and their family/carers 

· Increasing participation by people from a non-English speaking background with disability and their family/carers in community activities,

MDAA has three main service functions.  These are: 

· Individual Advocacy 

· Systemic Advocacy 

· Training, Community Education and Development.

For more information, log onto www.mdaa.org.au.

National Indigenous Disability Network











�  19% x 19.3 million (2001 projected pop'n of Australia)  = 3,667,000 people.  15.5% x 3,667,000 (people with disability in NSW) = 568,385 which = 2.9% x pop'n of Australia.
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