


which bring together data from a range of government agencies and recognize the 
significance of the Australian Early Development Census. 
 
The discussion paper presents the idea of disadvantage, which leads not to “inequality”, but 
to a “gap”, to children “falling behind” and not being “on track”. This language assumes a 
norm, and may work against the valuing of cultural diversity. There have been many 
examples in the provision of social support programs and their enforcement where criteria 
have intentionally or unintentionally entrenched vulnerabilities. The use of algorithms, 
removing active human intervention at the point of interpretation of the data, can entrench 
vulnerabilities in a hidden and insidious way. We encourage the implementation of checks 
and balances in the development of any data collection process. By the same token, we are 
aware that the record-keeping, required as an essential part of a monitoring process, for 
example in education, health, social work and community development, may place an 
additional administrative burden on those professionals working with children. Any such 
requirement would need to be appropriately (and separately) resourced as part of a policy 
approach. 
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