SPECIALIST DISABILITY ACCOMMODATION (SDA)
ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA

Would SDA be more beneficial
than other supports alone in:

SDA is a costly support that will be provided to only a small number of NDIS participants,
so the rules used to determine a participant’s eligibility are rigorously applied. For the
exact wording of each rule, refer to the Summer Foundation’s Housing Plan Tool (SDA):
summerfoundation.org.au/housing-plan-tool

Mitigating or alleviating the
impact of their impairment?
(Rule 3.6bi)

To be considered for SDA, a participant must provide evidence to support EVERY criteria
along one of the pathways below.

OR
Preventing deterioration of
functional capacity?
(Rule 3.6bii)

EXTREME FUNCTIONAL IMPAIRMENT
Have all the other supports and mainstream housing
options been tested? (Rule 3.2)

Extreme
functional
impairment
requiring an SDA
response?
(Rule 3.4a)

Extremely
reduced capacity
for self care, selfmanagement and/
or mobility?
(Rule 3.5a)

OR
Very high need for
person to person
supports?
(Rule 3.5b)

Would SDA help
achieve goals,
objectives and
aspirations
(Rule 3.6a)

Could informal supports be sustained or developed
to the extent that SDA isn’t warranted:
(Rule 3.2b)

Improving functional
capacity? (Rule 3.6biii)
OR
Maintaining or promoting
the ability to build capacity?
(Rule 3.6biv)

Would SDA be
good value for
money compared
to alternatives?
(Rule 3.6c)

Would SDA
promote stability
and continuity of
supports?
(Rule 3.6d)

If assessed as being eligible
for SDA, The NDIA will
consider whether capacity
building supports should
be funded for a period
of time prior to SDA being
funded. (Rules 3.11 + 3.12)

OR

Are capacity building supports available and are they
likely to be effective?
(Rule 3.3a)

Maintaining or enhancing
opportunities to develop
skills? (Rule 3.6bv)

Is assistance with daily living available and is it likely
to be effective?
(Rule 3.3b)
Are home modifications or assistive technologies
possible and are they likely to be effective?
(Rule 3.3c)
Is life transition planning available – including
mentoring and peer support, focusing on individual skill
development – and is it likely to be effective?
(Rule 3.3d)

YES

Should support coordination be funded to explore
the availability and viability of mainstream housing
options and supports?
(Rule 3.2c)

NO

Would SDA be more beneficial
than other supports alone in:
Reducing the future need
for supports? (Rule 3.8bi)

VERY HIGH SUPPORT NEEDS
Very high support
needs most
appropriately
met by an SDA
response?
(Rule 3.4b)

What type of SDA is
recommended (including
an interim option if
necessary)? (Rule 4.1)

Would SDA
better achieve
stated goals and
aspirations
(Rule 3.8)

Has previously
living in SDA
impacted on
capacity to
transition to
alternatives?
(Rule 3.7a)
OR
A very high level
need for person to
person supports
(constantly or for
a significant part of
the day)?
(Rule 3.7b)

Are there
limitations in
the availability,
capacity or
sustainability of
the informal
support network?
(Rule 3.7bi)
OR
At risk or a risk to
others that would
be mitigated by
SDA?
(Rule 3.7bii)

OR
SDA design category (basic,
improved livability, fully
accessible, robust or high
physical support)?
(Rule 4.3)

Helping to pursue life goals
(Rule 3.8bii)
OR
Mitigating or alleviating the
impact of their impairment?
(Rule 3.8biii)
OR
Preventing deterioration
of functional capacity?
(Rule 3.8biv)
OR
Improving functional
capacity? (Rule 3.8bv)
OR
Maintaining or promoting
ability to build capacity?
(Rule 3.8bvi)

Would SDA be
better value for
money than
alternatives to
improve long-term
outcomes?
(Rule 3.8ci)

Would SDA be
better value for
money than
alternatives,
regarding cost of
providing supports?
(Rule 3.8cii)

Building type (apartment, villa/
duplex/townhouse, house or
group home)?
(Rules 4.5 and 4.6)

Support model? (Rule 4.7)

Appropriate location?
(Rules 4.8 and 4.9)

OR
Maintaining or enhancing
opportunities to develop
skills? (Rule 3.8bvii)

For more NDIS housing resources see:
summerfoundation.org.au/housing/resources

