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Important note 
This briefing note provides general information to help research teams understand the Accessible and Inclusive Communities theme.
It is intended as guidance only. It does not prescribe research topics, methods, or how applications should be written.
Applicants are responsible for developing their own research proposals, analysis and evidence base. Research teams should not rely solely on the information in this document.
All applications will be assessed against the published criteria for the 2026 NDRP Disability Research Funding round.
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This note
The National Disability Research Partnership (NDRP) Research Agenda was developed in collaboration with people with disability, their representative organisations and allies, over two years from 2021-2023.
The NDRP 2026 Disability Research Funding includes a focus on strengthening the quality and impact of research funded under the NDRP Research Agenda theme of accessible and inclusive communities. 
The NDRP consulted extensively with Disabled People’s Organisations (DPOs), Disability Representative Organisations (DROs), and government stakeholders across state, territory, and federal levels to shape this theme.
[bookmark: _Toc223885211]Other resources available on this topic
· Download What to expect from the 23 March Evidence to Action event document (Word).
· Watch What do we mean by accessible and inclusive communities? (Video).
· Watch What role do standards play in creating accessible and inclusive communities? (Video).
· Watch Understanding policy, programs and impact in Australia: A guide for disability research (Video).
· Watch How can research influence real change in policy and practice? (Video).
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Research teams could consider how their proposed research contributes to structural accessibility reform, rather than isolated improvements. Research can help influence systems such as planning frameworks, standards, regulation, procurement systems and infrastructure policy.
When considering the potential impact of a project, research teams may reflect on:
· What system change they seek
· Who holds authority to make that change
· What evidence may influence reform
· How the research could contribute to impact

Figure 1 Reform pathway to consider
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A useful test is to complete the following statement:
“If this research is successful, [specific decision-maker] will change [specific policy or regulatory mechanism], resulting in [specific accessibility or inclusion improvement].”
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Understanding the current evidence base is an important starting point.
Research teams may consider:Existing evidence

· What structural barrier are you addressing?
· What evidence already exists on this issue?
· Why has the existing evidence not been sufficient to drive change?
· Why has reform stalled or progressed slowly?
This step helps identify where evidence gaps remain and where further research could strengthen the case for reform.
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Many accessibility issues have already been examined through inquiries, reviews and reports.
Research teams may consider:
· What recommendations have already been made?Recommendations made

· Which organisations or authorities are responsible for responding to those recommendations?
· Have recommendations been adopted, partially adopted, or not implemented?
Understanding the history of recommendations can help clarify where research may add value.
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Sometimes recommendations exist but have not been implemented. Research may examine:
· What specific system lever may need to change? Examples could include:
· LegislationImplementation gap

· Regulation
· Policy guidelines
· Funding models
· Service standards
· Accreditation processes
· Complaints or oversight mechanisms
· Workforce frameworks
· Who has authority to change this system lever?
· What evidence could support implementation?
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Progress may stall if accountability mechanisms are weak. Research teams may consider:Accountability gap
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· Political resistance
· Regulatory inertia
· Workforce capability gaps
· Funding constraints
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Research may contribute to accountability through:
· reporting mechanisms
· public transparency
· legislative triggers
· alignment with oversight bodies.
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Research can play an important role in strengthening the evidence that supports reform. Research teams may consider:Opportunity for research

[bookmark: _Toc223885222]Lived experience and cultural authority
How are people directly affected embedded within the project?
Possible roles may include:
· advisory members
· co-design partners
· paid research team members
· decision-making roles within the project
· co-authors of outputs.
Teams may also reflect on:
· power-sharing arrangements
· cultural safety and rights-based approaches
· accessibility of outputs.
Inclusive perspectives
Research must consider the experiences of diverse communities, including:
· First Nations communities
· regional and remote communities
· culturally and linguistically diverse communities
· LGBTQIA+ communities
· people across different age groups.
Impact milestones
Research teams may consider what change could occur in the short term (within 12 months) and medium term (1–3 years). These milestones may relate to policy discussions, regulatory reviews, implementation pilots or adoption of evidence.
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	Source
	Type
	Link to NDRP Research Agenda
	Research teams may consider

	Australian Policy Online (APO)
	Research repository
	Academic and policy research on inclusion, accessibility, planning, transport, digital systems
	Has this barrier already been researched? What structural gap remains?

	Disability Royal Commission Final Report
	National inquiry
	Findings on exclusion in housing, transport, digital access, emergency response
	Which recommendations remain unimplemented? What reform levers were identified?

	Australia’s Disability Strategy (ADS) Outcome Area 2
	National policy framework
	Defines inclusive homes and communities priority
	How does your project directly contribute to Outcome Area 2?

	National Construction Code (NCC) & ABCB consultation papers
	Regulatory standards
	Built environment accessibility standards
	Where are the compliance gaps? What reform windows are active?

	State and territory planning legislation reviews
	Legislative reform
	Planning scheme accessibility requirements
	Are reforms underway? Is there an opportunity to influence a review?

	Disability Standards for Accessible Public Transport
	National standard
	Transport accessibility compliance framework
	What enforcement gaps exist? What implementation delays persist?

	Digital Accessibility Standards (WCAG & Government Digital Service Standards)
	Technical standard
	Online accessibility requirements
	Where is enforcement weak? How does procurement influence compliance?

	Infrastructure Australia / State Infrastructure Plans
	Strategic planning
	Capital investment priorities
	Are accessibility criteria embedded in funding decisions?

	Local government planning schemes
	Regulatory instruments
	Place-based implementation of accessibility
	How consistent are accessibility requirements across jurisdictions?

	Emergency management frameworks (state/territory)
	Policy framework
	Disability inclusion in preparedness and response
	Is inclusion embedded structurally or add-on?

	AIHW and ABS Data
	National data
	Participation rates, transport access, digital access disparities
	What quantitative gaps remain? Is data linked to reform decisions?

	First Nations-led reports
	Community-led evidence
	Intersectional and place-based accessibility barriers
	How do structural responses reflect cultural authority?

	Productivity Commission Reports
	Economic policy
	Economic implications of housing, infrastructure and service inclusion
	What fiscal arguments could strengthen reform case?
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