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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report presents the first national data using the Disability
and Wellbeing Monitoring Framework and Indicators developed
by the NHMRC Centre of Research Excellence in Disability
and Health (CRE-DH). The Monitoring Framework provides
a comprehensive structure for measuring and reporting
inequalities between people with and without disability in
relation to health and the social determinants of health. ‘Social
determinants of health’ are the upstream factors that affect
health through the conditions in which people are born, grow,
live, work, and age, and which are, in turn, shaped by political,
social, and economic forces.1 They include factors such as
socioeconomic status, social exclusion, housing, education and
employment. This first report, a major output for the CRE-DH,
paints a picture of disability-related inequalities in Australia
using the most recent available data, and serves as a baseline
for measuring change over time.
In the Monitoring Framework, indicators are grouped into 19
‘domains’, which are grouped under three broad ‘elements’
– Health, Social determinants of health, and the Service
system. For example, the Social determinants of health
element includes the Employment domain. Indicators in the
Employment domain include the percentage of adults who are
employed, the youth unemployment rate, and the percentage
of people who have experienced discrimination in finding work.
Baseline indicator data are presented for people aged 18
to 64 years with disability, making comparisons with people
without disability where data are available. Indicator data
are disaggregated by gender (female/male). Where possible,
data are also reported for the subgroup of people with
‘severe disability’.
The focus of the report is on the inequalities revealed by
comparisons between people with and without disability.
In most domains, outcomes for people with disability tend
to be less positive than for those without disability in terms
of health status, the social determinants of health, and access
to services. Among people with severe disability, inequalities
are even more apparent.
Some indicators highlight substantial inequalities. For example,
in the domain of Employment:
•

Only half of people with disability (49%) and a quarter of
those with severe disability (25%) had a job. By comparison,
the employment rate among people without disability
was 81%.

•

Young people with disability had an unemployment rate
of 24%, double the rate for young people without disability
(12%).

1

•

One in five people with disability (21%) said they had been
unsuccessful in a job application because of discrimination.
This was almost double the rate of discrimination reported
by people without disability (12%). For this indicator,
inequality was greater for men with disability than for
women with disability.

Similarly striking contrasts are evident in other domains.
For example, the percentage of people with disability who
reported ‘very good’ or ‘excellent’ health (35%) was half that
of people without disability (68%). The percentage was lower
still for people with severe disability: just 16% of this group
said their health was ‘very good’ or ‘excellent’.
This report also highlights gaps and limitations in national data
related to people with disability. Nearly all the data reported
come from national surveys and are based on information
reported by survey respondents. Administrative data
collections are important sources of information on contacts
with services and programs (e.g., hospital admissions), but for
most such collections it is not possible to disaggregate data by
disability status. Data are currently not available for about one
quarter of the Monitoring Framework indicators. In some cases,
data may be available for the general population but cannot be
disaggregated by disability. For some indicators, information
is available for people with disability, but comparison data for
people without disability are lacking.
The list of data gaps in each domain serves as a guide
for ongoing efforts in data development to build a more
comprehensive evidence base to support closing the disability
inequality gap. This is timely, as governments are increasingly
recognising the inadequacies of existing disability data for
informing policy in Australia. For example, work is underway
to develop a National Disability Data Asset, comprising linked,
de-identified data from multiple existing sources, to provide
a better understanding of outcomes for people with disability
and their engagement with services.
Measuring inequality is essential for identifying the barriers
faced by people with disability in exercising their human rights.
Evidence of disability-related inequalities can inform action to
remove barriers and reduce inequalities. Data in this report,
and in subsequent reports that monitor change over time, will
help to identify policy priorities, inform policy development,
evaluate the effectiveness of policies and programs, and hold
key actors to account.

Commission on Social Determinants of Health 2008. Closing The Gap in a Generation: Health Equity through Action on the Social Determinants of Health. Final Report of
the Commission on Social Determinants of Health. Geneva: World Health Organization.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Disability and Wellbeing Monitoring Framework and
Indicators was developed by the NHMRC Centre of Research
Excellence in Disability and Health (CRE-DH), drawing on the
expertise of people with lived experience of disability as well
as existing frameworks and indicator sets [1-3]. It provides
a comprehensive structure for measuring and reporting
inequalities between people with and without disability and
tracking changes over time. This report presents the first national
data on the Monitoring Framework indicators for Australians
aged 18 to 64 years. Data in this report, and in subsequent reports
that show change over time, will help to identify policy priorities,
inform policy development, evaluate the effectiveness of policies
and programs, and hold key actors to account.

1.1 Policy context
Australia ratified the United Nations Convention on the Rights of
Persons with Disabilities (CRPD) in 2008. The CRPD recognises
that “persons with disabilities continue to face barriers in their
participation as equal members of society and violations of
their human rights” [4]. It extends the general human rights
framework enshrined in the UN Charter and other covenants
and conventions, by specifically articulating the rights of people
with disability. These rights correspond to fundamental aspects
of life affecting people’s wellbeing, ranging from health and
housing to mobility and privacy. These are areas of persistent
inequality between those with and without disability [5].

The Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and
Exploitation of People with Disability, established in April
2019, has brought a sharp focus to the inequalities and rights
violations experienced by people with disability across all
settings and contexts within Australian society. In its final report,
to be delivered in September 2023, the Royal Commission will
“recommend how to improve laws, policies, structures and
practices to ensure a more inclusive and just society”.

1.2 The Disability and Wellbeing Monitoring
Framework and Indicators
The Disability and Wellbeing Monitoring Framework and
Indicators (hereafter called the Monitoring Framework) has
been developed to measure and track inequalities between
people with and without disability in Australia, with a focus on
health and the social determinants of health and wellbeing.
Social determinants affecting the health of individuals and
communities include factors such as socioeconomic status,
early life experiences, social exclusion, social capital, housing,
education, employment, and access to health services [7].
The process for developing the Monitoring Framework is
described in a Technical Report and article [1, 2]. Briefly, the
main steps were:
1. Developing a draft framework drawing on existing
frameworks and indicator sets.

The CRPD also imposes administrative obligations on Australia,
including:

2. Consulting on the draft framework with an Expert Panel of
Advice made up of 14 people with disability and 3 people
who have a close family member with complex disability.

•

3. Revising the draft framework based on feedback.

•

collecting statistical and research data to help formulate
and implement policies, to assess implementation of the
Convention, and to identify and address the barriers faced
by persons with disabilities in exercising their rights (Article
31); and
monitoring implementation of the Convention (Article 33).

Since ratifying the CRPD, there has been considerable disability
policy development in Australia. The National Disability
Strategy (2010-2020) was Australia’s first overarching disability
policy framework [6]. A major development during the term
of this first national strategy was the launch of the National
Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) in 2013, and its progressive
rollout across Australia from 2016 to 2020. Australia’s Disability
Strategy 2021-2031 was launched in late 2021. Its vision is “an
inclusive Australian society that ensures people with disability
can fulfil their potential, as equal members of the community”.
An associated outcomes framework and online dashboard
will enable annual reporting on progress against each of the
Strategy’s seven outcome areas, with a focus on measuring
the contribution of key systems such as healthcare, housing,
education and employment to achieving outcomes for people
with disability. Other recent policy initiatives include Australia’s
disability employment strategy Employ My Ability, and the
National Roadmap for Improving the Health of People with
Intellectual Disability.

4. Developing potential indicators and identifying national
data sources and data gaps.
5. Consulting with the Expert Panel of Advice on the revised
framework and indicators.
6. Refining the framework and indicator list based on
feedback and indicator selection criteria.
The Monitoring Framework has a hierarchical structure. Under
three broad ‘elements’ – Health, Social determinants of health,
and the Service system – are 19 ‘domains’ (Table 1). Each
domain contains one or more topics, each populated with
relevant indicators [1].
Some topics do not yet have indicators assigned. This is either
because no relevant indicators were identified in the sources
reviewed during development of the framework, or because the
Expert Panel of Advice and the CRE-DH research team concluded
that available indicators were not suitable for this framework [1].
Examples of topics whose indicators are yet to be assigned include
Access to food, Information accessibility, and Appropriateness of
health services. These topics remain in the framework structure
as placeholders, with the ambition for indicators to be developed
and reported on when appropriate data are available. These
topics are listed within relevant Monitoring Framework domains
with the note ‘indicators not assigned’.
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Table 1: Elements and domains in the Disability and Wellbeing Monitoring Framework

ELEMENTS
Health

DOMAINS
Subjective health and wellbeing
Morbidity
Mortality
Lifestyle factors
Personal biomedical factors

Social determinants of health

Physical environment
Transport
Food
Information and communications
Income and material resources
Housing
Employment
Education
Family and relationships
Social and civic involvement
Justice and safety

Service system

Health services
Disability services and supports
Mainstream services
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1.3 Measuring and monitoring disabilityrelated inequalities
The indicators selected for the Monitoring Framework are
measures that can be used to (a) monitor the disadvantage
experienced by people with disability and (b) inform policy
interventions to reduce inequalities and uphold the rights
of people with disability.
In this report, indicator data for people without disability are
age-standardised to allow comparison with data for people
with disability. Two measures of inequality are presented in
the data tables: ‘difference’ is a measure of absolute inequality
between people with and without disability, while ‘ratio’ is a
measure of relative inequality. These measures are explained
further in the guide to understanding the indicator data, below,
and in Appendix 1.

1.4 Data limitations and data development
opportunities
The standard for estimating disability prevalence in Australia,
and the richest source of national data on people with
disability, is the Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers,
conducted every three years by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS). Other national surveys (e.g., the National
Health Survey and the Survey of Income and Housing, both
from the ABS) also ask questions to identify respondents
who have disability, making it possible to report outcomes
separately for people with and without disability.
Surveys have some intrinsic limitations: the data are based on
a sample of the population, certain groups of people may not
be covered in the survey frame, and data collection occurs only
at certain points in time. Estimates for population subgroups
or small geographic areas often have high associated
uncertainty, due to small sample size. Nonetheless, at present,
surveys provide the most robust population-level information
available for people with disability in Australia.
A key role for the Monitoring Framework is to highlight the gaps
and limitations in national population data related to people
with disability, and to identify priorities for data development.
As described in Appendix 1, data for some indicators cannot
be reported because there is no national source of relevant
data. For others, national data exist for people with disability
but not for people without disability. All indicator data must be
interpreted with care, understanding the characteristics of the
data source, including how disability is identified and which
groups of people may be under-represented.

2

Varying definitions used in different data collections affect the
proportion of the population considered to have disability, and
therefore also affect measures of inequality between people
with and without disability [8]. This is further discussed in
Appendix 1 (see Table A1.2).
Governments are increasingly recognising the inadequacies
of existing disability data for informing policy in Australia. For
example, work is underway to develop a National Disability
Data Asset, comprising linked, de-identified data from multiple
existing sources (including administrative data), to provide
a better understanding of the life experiences of people with
disability and their engagement with services.

1.5 Structure of this report
This report paints a national-level picture of disability-related
inequalities for people aged 18-64 years living with disability
in Australia.
Section 2 covers the 19 domains of the Monitoring Framework.
For each domain, baseline indicator data are presented in a
table. Key messages are highlighted in accompanying text.
Indicator data are disaggregated by female/male. Where
possible, data are also reported for the subgroup of people
with ‘severe disability’.2 Several domains have ‘data gaps’,
indicators for which relevant data are either not available or
cannot be disaggregated by disability status.
A brief guide to understanding the indicator data is provided
below at 1.6.
Appendix 1 provides general information about the methods
used to produce the indicator data, including a description
of data sources, the measures reported, and advice on
interpreting the data presented.
Appendix 2 provides detailed specifications for each of the
indicators, so that the indicator data can be reproduced, and
future comparable data can be produced to monitor trends
over time.

In this report, the term ‘severe disability’ is used to mean people with severe or profound core activity limitation, defined as sometimes or always needing help with
daily self-care, mobility, or communication activities [8].
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1.6 Guide to understanding the indicator data
COLUMN A

COLUMN B

COLUMN C

COLUMN D

COLUMN E

Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Unemployment

All disability

% people who are unemployed

10% (8, 11)

4% (3, 4)

6 pt. (5, 7)

2.6 (2.2, 3.1)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years in the
labour force

F: 9% (8, 11)
M: 10% (8, 12)

F: 4% (4, 4)
M: 3% (3, 4)

F: 5 pt. (4, 7)
M: 7 pt. (5, 8)

F: 2.3 (1.9, 2.8)
M: 2.9 (2.3, 3.5)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Severe disability

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

12% (7, 16)

4% (4, 5)

8 pt. (3, 12)

2.8 (1.7, 3.8)

Ratio (95% CI)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point

Column A

• Indicator: Unemployment.
• Description of indicator: % people who are unemployed.
• Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who are in the labour force. If denominator is not specified it is ‘people aged
18-64 years’.
• (A lower value is better for this indicator): included for indicators that measure a negative state (e.g., unemployment),
where a lower value is desirable.
• Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers 2018: source of data used for this indicator.

Column B

• Percentages for people with disability and severe disability are crude percentages; these data have not been
age-standardised.

Column C

• Percentages for people with ‘no disability’ are age-standardised; these should be interpreted as the hypothetical
percentages that would be observed if the population without disability had the same age structure as the relevant
comparator disability population. For some indicators, the different age structures of the population of people with
disability and the population of people with severe disability result in different age-standardised percentages for
people with no disability.

Column D

• ‘Difference’ is a measure of absolute inequality. It is calculated as: [% for people with disability] – [% for people without
disability].
Note: differences are calculated using unrounded percentages; the unit is ‘percentage points’ (pt.).

Column E

• ‘Ratio’ is a measure of relative inequality. It is calculated as: [% for people with disability] / [% for people without disability]
Note: ratios are calculated using unrounded percentages.

95% CI

• 95% confidence intervals are presented in brackets for each measure: (lower bound of interval, upper bound of interval).
The true population value for the measure is expected to lie between the lower and upper bound of the interval.

See Appendix 1 for more information about the data sources, methods, and interpretation.
See Appendix 2 for detailed indicator specifications.
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2.

BASELINE INDICATOR DATA FOR
THE DISABILITY AND WELLBEING
MONITORING FRAMEWORK
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HEALTH

Health

Subjective health and wellbeing
Morbidity
Mortality
Lifestyle factors
Personal biomedical factors

Social determinants of health

Physical environment
Transport
Food
Information and communications
Income and material resources
Housing
Employment
Education
Family and relationships
Social and civic involvement
Justice and safety

Service system

Health services
Disability services and supports
Mainstream services
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HEALTH
Subjective health and wellbeing
Baseline data for indicators in the Subjective health and
wellbeing domain are presented in Table D1. This domain
covers three topics:
1.1

Self-rated health

1.2

Self-rated wellbeing

1.3

Self-rated mental health

Data gap
Disability-disaggregated data are not available for the
following indicator:
1.2

Self-rated wellbeing: Subjective wellbeing

Key messages:
•

The percentage of people with disability who reported their
health to be ‘very good’ or ‘excellent’ (35%) was half that of
people without disability (68%). The percentage was lower
still for people with severe disability: just 16% of this group
said their health was ‘very good’ or ‘excellent’.

•

Only 40% of people with disability reported experiencing
low levels of psychological distress, compared with 74%
for people without disability. Again, those with severe
disability were worse off: only 24% reported low levels of
psychological distress.

•

Inequalities were less pronounced for life satisfaction. 66%
of people with disability and 47% of people with severe
disability rated their overall life satisfaction as 7 out of 10 or
higher. This compared with 85% of people without disability.

•

Outcomes were similar for women and men with disability
across these three indicators.
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Table D1: Subjective health and wellbeing – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

1.1 Self-rated health
Self-rated health

All disability

% people who reported their health to be
‘very good’ or ‘excellent’

35% (34, 37)
F: 34% (31, 37)
M: 37% (34, 39)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

68% (67, 70)
F: 69% (67, 71)
M: 68% (66, 70)

-33 pt. (-35, -31)
F: -35 pt. (-39, -31)
M: -31 pt. (-34, -28)

0.5 (0.5, 0.5)
F: 0.5 (0.4, 0.5)
M: 0.5 (0.5, 0.6)

68% (66, 69)

-52 pt. (-58, -46)

0.2 (0.2, 0.3)

85% (83, 86)
F: 85% (83, 87)
M: 85% (82, 87)

-19 pt. (-22, -16)
F: -18 pt. (-22, -14)
M:-20 pt. (-24, -15)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)
F: 0.8 (0.7, 0.8)
M: 0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

85% (83, 86)

-38 pt. (-47, -29)

0.6 (0.4, 0.7)

Severe disability
16% (10, 21)

1.2 Self-rated wellbeing
Life satisfaction

All disability

% people who rated their overall life
satisfaction as 7 or higher on a scale of 0 to 10

66% (63, 68)
F: 67% (63, 70)
M: 65% (61, 69)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability
47% (38, 55)

Subjective well-being

Disability-disaggregated data not available

1.3 Self-rated mental health
Self-rated mental health

All disability

% people with low levels of psychological
distress (based on Kessler 10 score)

40% (38, 42)
F: 38% (36, 41)
M: 43% (39, 46)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

74% (72, 75)
F: 71% (69, 73)
M: 77% (76, 79)

-34 pt. (-36, -31)
F: -32 pt. (-36, -29)
M:-35 pt. (-39, -31)

0.5 (0.5, 0.6)
F: 0.5 (0.5, 0.6)
M: 0.5 (0.5, 0.6)

75% (73, 76)

-51 pt. (-57, -45)

0.3 (0.2, 0.4)

Severe disability
24% (18, 30)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: National Health Survey, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015) Microdata:
General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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HEALTH
Morbidity
Baseline data for indicators in the Morbidity domain are
presented in Table D2. ‘Morbidity’ is a term meaning the state of
being ill or having a disease. This domain covers three topics:
2.1

Incidence of selected health conditions

2.2

Prevalence of selected health conditions

2.3

Cause-specific hospitalisation

Prevalence refers to the number of people in (or proportion
of) a population who have a specific characteristic. Incidence
refers to the number of new cases of a characteristic occurring
in a population during a specified time.
Key messages:
•

Prevalence of depression for people with disability (20%)
was 5 times the rate for people without disability (4%).
Among people with severe disability, it was 36%, or 8.6
times the rate for people without disability.

•

Prevalence of anxiety for people with disability (29%) was
3.4 times that for people without disability (9%). Among
people with severe disability, it was 46%, or 5.6 times the
rate for people without disability.

•

Gender differences were evident across mental health
condition indicators. Among people with and without
disability, women had higher prevalence than men of
depression and anxiety. For example, prevalence of anxiety
for women with disability was 1.5 times that for men with
disability (34% vs 23%).

•

For depression and anxiety, disability-related relative
inequality was greater for men than for women. Men
with disability had 6.3 times the rate of depression and
4.3 times the rate of anxiety compared with men without
disability. Among women with and without disability, the
corresponding ratios were 3.9 and 3.0, respectively.

•

Prevalence of diabetes for people with disability (7%) was
1.7 times that for people without disability (4%). Among
people with severe disability, it was 12%, or 3 times the rate
for people without disability.

•

Prevalence of asthma for people with disability (18%)
was double that for people without disability (9%).
Among people with severe disability, it was 26%, or
3 times the rate for people without disability.

•

Women with disability had higher asthma prevalence than
men with disability (22% vs 14%). They also had greater
disability-related inequality on this indicator: asthma
prevalence was 13 percentage points higher for women
with disability than for women without disability, whereas
for men the difference was 6 percentage points.

Data gaps
Disability-disaggregated data are not available for the
following indicators:
2.1

Incidence of selected health conditions:
Incidence of heart attacks

2.1

Incidence of selected health conditions:
Incidence of selected cancers

2.1

Incidence of selected health conditions:
Notification rates of sexually transmissible
infections and blood-borne viruses

2.1

Incidence of selected health conditions:
Incidence of end-stage kidney disease

2.2. Prevalence of selected health conditions:
Prevalence of poor dental health
2.3. Cause-specific hospitalisation: Hospitalisation
for injury and poisoning
Note: Except for Prevalence of poor dental health,
all of the indicators listed here are reported for the
whole Australian population under Australia’s health
performance framework [9], using national data
sources including the National Hospital Morbidity
Database, National Mortality Database, and Australian
Cancer Database. There is no disability identifier in
these data sources.
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Table D2: Morbidity – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

2.1 Incidence of selected health conditions
Incidence of heart attacks

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Incidence of selected cancers

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Notification rates of sexually transmissible
infections and blood-borne viruses

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Incidence of end-stage kidney disease

Disability-disaggregated data not available

2.2. Prevalence of selected health conditions
Depression

All disability

% people who reported having current and
long-term depression

20% (18, 21)
F: 22% (19, 24)
M: 18% (15, 20)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

36% (30, 42)
All disability

% people who reported having current and
long-term anxiety-related problems

29% (27, 31)
F: 34% (32, 37)
M: 23% (21, 26)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

46% (39, 53)
All disability

% people who reported having current and
long-term diabetes

7% (6, 7)
F: 6% (5, 7)
M: 7% (6, 9)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

12% (8, 16)
All disability

% people who reported having current and
long-term asthma

18% (16, 19)
F: 22% (20, 25)
M: 14% (11, 16)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

4% (4, 5)

32 pt. (26, 38)

8.6 (6.8, 10.4)

9% (8, 9)
F: 12% (10, 13)
M: 5% (5, 6)

20 pt. (18, 22)
F: 23 pt. (19, 26)
M: 18 pt. (15, 21)

3.4 (2.9, 3.8)
F: 3.0 (2.5, 3.4)
M: 4.3 (3.5, 5.1)

8% (7, 9)

38 pt. (31, 45)

5.6 (4.7, 6.6)

4% (3, 4)
F: 3% (2, 4)
M: 4% (3, 5)

3 pt. (2, 4)
F: 3 pt. (1, 4)
M: 3 pt. (1, 4)

1.7 (1.4, 2.1)
F: 1.9 (1.3, 2.5)
M: 1.6 (1.1, 2.1)

4% (3, 5)

8 pt. (4, 12)

3.0 (1.9, 4.2)

9% (8, 10)
F: 10% (8, 11)
M: 8% (7, 9)

9 pt. (7, 11)
F: 13 pt. (10, 15)
M: 6 pt. (3, 8)

2.0 (1.7, 2.4)
F: 2.3 (1.9, 2.7)
M: 1.7 (1.3, 2.1)

9% (8, 10)

18 pt. (12, 23)

3.0 (2.3, 3.7)

Severe disability

Asthma

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

4.7 (3.9, 5.4)
F: 3.9 (3.2, 4.7)
M: 6.3 (4.1, 8.4)

Severe disability

Diabetes

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

15 pt. (14, 17)
F: 16 pt. (14, 19)
M: 15 pt. (12, 17)

Severe disability

Anxiety

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

4% (4, 5)
F: 5% (5, 6)
M: 3% (2, 4)

Severe disability
26% (21, 31)

Prevalence of poor dental health

Disability-disaggregated data not available

2.3 Cause-specific hospitalisation
Hospitalisation for injury and poisoning

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: National Health Survey, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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HEALTH
Mortality
The Mortality domain covers four topics:
3.1

All-cause mortality (Indicators not assigned)

3.2

Cause-specific mortality (Indicators not assigned)

3.3

Life expectancy (Indicators not assigned)

3.4

Suicide

As the indicators and data are yet to be developed for this
domain, no data are included in this report.

Data gap
Disability-disaggregated data are not available for the
following indicator:
3.4

Suicide: Suicide rate
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HEALTH
Lifestyle factors
Baseline data for indicators in the Lifestyle factors domain are
presented in Table D4. This domain covers five topics:
4.1

Physical activity

4.2

Smoking

4.3

Alcohol consumption

4.4

Diet

4.5

Drug use (Indicators not assigned)

•

Fruit and vegetable consumption was another area
where the salient distinction relates to gender rather than
disability status. For example, there were no disability
inequalities in the percentage of people who met the
national guidelines for consumption of both fruit and
vegetables: a mere 4-5% in all groups, with and without
disability. Similarly for consumption specifically of
vegetables: 7-9% in all groups. However, on these measures
women ate more healthily than men. Regardless of
disability status, only 3% of men ate the recommended five
serves of vegetables daily, compared with 11% of women.

•

All groups achieved better compliance with the national
guidelines on fruit consumption compared with vegetable
consumption: 45% of people with disability and 41% of
those with severe disability met the fruit consumption
guidelines, lagging slightly behind people without disability
(52%). Results for women with and without disability were
higher than for men.

Key messages:
•

Australians were generally sedentary. Only 16% of those
without disability met the national guidelines on physical
activity; however, the percentage was even lower for people
with disability (10%) and especially for those with severe
disability (5%).

•

Smoking rates have fallen over recent years.3 However,
the data here show that nearly a quarter of people with
disability (23%) smoked every day, double the rate in
people without disability (12%). Smoking is one of the few
indicators for which inequality was not greater for people
with severe disability, who smoked at about the same
rate (24%) as people with disability overall. Regardless of
disability status, smoking was more common for men than
for women.

•

Risky alcohol consumption by people with disability (18%)
was around the same as for people without disability (17%).
People with severe disability had a lower rate, 10%. For
both people with and without disability, men had much
higher rates of risky alcohol consumption than women.

3

Australian Institute of Health and Welfare 2021. Tobacco smoking. https://www.aihw.gov.au/reports/australias-health/tobacco-smoking.
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Table D4: Lifestyle factors – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

4.1 Physical activity
Physical activity level

All disability

% people who met the Physical Activity
Guidelines 2014

10% (9, 11)
F: 10% (8, 12)
M: 10% (8, 12)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

16% (15, 17)
F: 16% (14, 17)
M: 16% (15, 18)

-6 pt. (-8, -4)
F: -6 pt. (-8, -3)
M: -6 pt. (-9, -4)

0.6 (0.5, 0.7)
F: 0.6 (0.5, 0.8)
M: 0.6 (0.5, 0.7)

16% (14, 17)

-11 pt. (-14, -7)

0.3 (0.1, 0.5)

12% (12, 13)
F: 10% (9, 11)
M: 15% (13, 16)

10 pt. (9, 12)
F: 9 pt. (6, 11)
M: 12 pt. (9, 15)

1.8 (1.7, 2.0)
F: 1.9 (1.6, 2.1)
M: 1.8 (1.5, 2.1)

12% (12, 13)

11 pt. (7, 16)

1.9 (1.5, 2.3)

17% (16, 18)
F: 10% (9, 11)
M: 24% (23, 26)

1 pt. (-1, 3)
F: -2 pt. (-4, 0)
M: 3 pt. (-1, 6)

1.0 (0.9, 1.2)
F: 0.8 (0.6, 1.0)
M: 1.1 (1.0, 1.2)

18% (16, 19)

-8 pt. (-11, -4)

0.6 (0.4, 0.7)

5% (5, 6)
F: 8% (7, 9)
M: 2% (2, 3)

1 pt. (-2, 0)
F: -1 pt. (-3, 1)
M: 0 pt. (-1, 1)

0.9 (0.7, 1.1)
F: 0.9 (0.6, 1.1)
M: 0.9 (0.5, 1.3)

5% (5, 6)

0 pt. (-3, 3)

1.0 (0.5, 1.5)

7% (7, 8)
F: 11% (10, 12)
M: 3% (2, 4)

0 pt. (-2, 1)
F: 0 pt. (-3, 2)
M: 0 pt. (-1, 1)

0.9 (0.8, 1.1)
F: 1.0 (0.8, 1.2)
M: 0.9 (0.6, 1.2)

7% (7, 8)

1 pt. (-2, 5)

1.2 (0.7, 1.7)

52% (50, 53)
F: 57% (55, 58)
M: 47% (44, 49)

-7 pt. (-10, -4)
F: -8 pt. (-12, -4)
M: -5 pt. (-9, -1)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)

52% (51, 54)

-11 pt. (-17, -5)

0.8 (0.7, 0.9)

Severe disability
5% (2, 8)

4.2 Smoking
Smoker status

All disability

% people who currently smoke every day

23% (21, 24)
F: 19% (17, 21)
M: 26% (24, 29)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Severe disability
24% (19, 28)

4.3 Alcohol consumption
Risky alcohol consumption

All disability

% people who exceeded the lifetime alcohol
risk level - 7 day average (2009 guidelines)

18% (16, 19)
F: 8% (7, 10)
M: 27% (24, 30)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Severe disability
10% (7, 13)

4.4 Diet
Fruit and vegetable consumption

All disability

% people who met both fruit and
vegetable consumption guidelines
(2013 NHRMC guidelines)

4% (4, 5)
F: 7% (5, 8)
M: 2% (1, 3)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Severe disability
5% (2, 8)

Vegetable consumption

All disability

% people who met vegetable consumption
guidelines (2013 NHRMC guidelines)

7% (6, 8)
F: 11% (9, 13)
M: 3% (2, 4)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Severe disability
9% (5, 12)

Fruit consumption

All disability

% people who met fruit consumption
guidelines (2013 NHRMC guidelines)

45% (43, 48)
F: 48% (45, 51)
M: 42% (39, 45)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Severe disability
41% (35, 47)

4.5 Drug use

(Indicators not assigned)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: National Health Survey, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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HEALTH
Personal biomedical factors
Baseline data for indicators in the Personal biomedical factors
domain of are presented in Table D5. This domain covers
three topics:
5.1

BMI/obesity

5.2

Blood pressure (Indicators not assigned)

5.3

Blood glucose (Indicators not assigned)

Key messages:
•

Overweight or obesity affected about three-quarters
of people with disability (72%) and people with severe
disability (77%). These results were, respectively, 1.1 and
1.2 times the overweight/obesity rate of people without
disability (66%).

•

Men with disability were more often overweight or obese
(77%) than women with disability (66%). However, in terms
of disability inequality, women with disability fared the
worst, as their rate was 1.2 times that of women without
disability (56%). Men with and without disability had the
same rates of overweight and obesity.

Table D5: Personal biomedical factors – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

5.1 BMI/obesity
Body Mass Index (BMI)

All disability

% people who are overweight or obese based
on BMI measurement

72% (70, 73)
F: 66% (64, 69)
M: 77% (74, 79)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

66% (64, 67)
F: 56% (54, 58)
M: 76% (74, 78)

6 pt. (4, 8)
F: 10 pt. (7, 13)
M: 1 pt. (-2, 4)

1.1 (1.1, 1.1)
F: 1.2 (1.1, 1.2)
M: 1.0 (1.0, 1.1)

67% (65, 68)

10 pt. (5, 16)

1.2 (1.1, 1.2)

Severe disability
77% (72, 82)

5.2 Blood pressure

(Indicators not assigned)

5.3 Blood glucose

(Indicators not assigned)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: National Health Survey, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH

Health

Subjective health and wellbeing
Morbidity
Mortality
Lifestyle factors
Personal biomedical factors

Social determinants of health

Physical environment
Transport
Food
Information and communications
Income and material resources
Housing
Employment
Education
Family and relationships
Social and civic involvement
Justice and safety

Service system

Health services
Disability services and supports
Mainstream services
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Physical environment
Baseline data for indicators in the Physical environment domain
are presented in Table D6. This domain covers three topics:
6.1

Air, water and noise (Indicators not assigned)

6.2

Built environment accessibility

6.3

Access to the natural environment
(Indicators not assigned)

Key messages:
•

Two thirds of people with communication or mobility
disability (67% of women and 68% of men) had no difficulty
gaining access to buildings or facilities. This suggests that
one-third did have difficulties. Among people with severe
disability, nearly 40% had difficulty with building access.

•

85% of people with communication or mobility disability
reported no difficulty in accessing social venues like
restaurants, bars, theatres and recreation venues. Those
with severe disability were a few percentage points
behind at 82%.

•

When it came to visiting other people’s homes, at least
90% of people with communication or mobility disability
(including those with severe disability) reported no
difficulty with access.

Data gaps
For the following indicators, data reported for people
with disability are from the 2018 Survey of Disability,
Ageing and Carers; comparison data for people without
disability are not available:
6.2

Built environment accessibility:
Accessing buildings or facilities

6.2

Built environment accessibility:
Accessing social venues

6.2

Built environment accessibility:
Housing visitability
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Table D6: Physical environment – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

6.1 Air, water and noise

Ratio (95% CI)

(Indicators not assigned)

6.2 Built environment accessibility
Accessing buildings or facilities

All disability

% people who had no difficulty accessing
buildings or facilities in last 12 months

67% (65, 70)
F: 67% (64, 70)
M: 68% (63, 72)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who,
because of disability, (a) need assistance or
have difficulty communicating with someone
they do not know, or (b) need assistance or
have difficulty with mobility

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
62% (58, 65)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Accessing social venues

All disability

% people who had no difficulty accessing
social venues in last 12 months (Restaurants
or cafés; Bars, clubs or pubs; Public parks or
recreation venues; Movies, concerts, theatres
or other performing arts events)

85% (83, 87)
F: 83% (80, 86)
M: 87% (84, 90)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who,
because of disability, (a) need assistance or
have difficulty communicating with someone
they do not know, or (b) need assistance or
have difficulty with mobility

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
82% (79, 85)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Housing visitability

All disability

% people who had no access difficulties
when visiting other people’s homes in last
12 months

91% (90, 93)
F: 91% (89, 94)
M: 92% (89, 94)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who,
because of disability, (a) need assistance or
have difficulty communicating with someone
they do not know, or (b) need assistance or
have difficulty with mobility

Severe disability

Comparison data for people without disability not available

90% (87, 92)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
6.3 Access to the natural environment

(indicators not assigned)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: National Health Survey, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Transport
Baseline data for indicators in the Transport domain are
presented in Table D7. This domain covers one topic:
7.1

Transport availability and accessibility

Key messages:
•

Nearly 9 out of 10 people with disability were able to use
some form of public transport; this dropped to 7 out of 10
for people with severe disability.

•

Over 80% of people with disability (including people
with severe disability) reported that public transport was
available in their area.

•

84% of people with disability had access to a private motor
vehicle to drive, 9 percentage points behind people without
disability (93%). This disability inequality gap more than
doubled for people with severe disability, of whom only
72% had access to a vehicle.

•

Among people with disability who knew how to drive, 81%
said they had a license and drove at least once a month.
However, people with severe disability lagged far behind
on this indicator: only 55% of those who knew how to drive
had a licence and drove regularly.

•

People with severe disability experienced major inequality
in relation to transport in general: only 51% reported
they could easily get to the places they need to go. This
represents a dramatic mobility gap compared with all
people with disability (77%), and especially compared to
people without disability, 90% of whom said they could
easily get where they needed to go.

Data gaps
For the following indicators, data reported for people
with disability are from the 2018 Survey of Disability,
Ageing and Carers; comparison data for people without
disability are not available:
7.1

Transport availability and accessibility:
Public transport use

7.1

Transport availability and accessibility:
Public transport availability

7.1

Transport availability and accessibility:
Access to private motor vehicle (% people who
have a licence and drive monthly or more often)

www.credh.org.au 23

Table D7: Transport – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

7.1 Transport availability and accessibility
Public transport use

All disability

% people who are able to use some form
of public transport

88% (87, 90)
F: 89% (87, 90)
M: 88% (87, 90)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
71% (67, 75)

Public transport availability

All disability

% people who said public transport is
available in their area

83% (81, 85)
F: 84% (82, 86)
M: 81% (79, 84)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
80% (76, 83)

Access to private motor vehicle

All disability

% people who have access to motor vehicle/s
to drive

84% (82, 87
F: 82% (79, 86)
M: 87% (84, 90)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
know how to drive a car

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 0.9)

94% (93, 95)

-22 pt. (-28, -15)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

All disability
81% (80, 82)
F: 82% (80, 84)
M: 80% (78, 82)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Severe disability

Transport – general

All disability

% people who can easily get to places they
need to go

77% (74, 80)
F: 75% (71, 79)
M: 79% (75, 82)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

-9 pt. (-11, -6)
F: -10 pt. (-14, -6)
M: -8 pt. (-10, -5)

Severe disability
72% (66, 79)

% people who have a licence and drive
monthly or more often

93% (92, 94)
F: 92% (90, 93)
M: 94% (93, 96)

Comparison data for people without disability not available

55% (52, 59)
90% (89, 91)
F: 89% (88, 91)
M: 90% (88, 92)

-13 pt. (-16, -10)
F: -14 pt. (-19, -10)
M: -11 pt. (-15, -8)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.8 (0.8, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)

90% (89, 91)

-39 pt. (-47, -31)

0.6 (0.5, 0.7)

Severe disability
51% (43, 59)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015)
Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Food
The Food domain covers two topics:
8.1

Access to food (Indicators not assigned)

8.2

Cost of food (Indicators not assigned)

As the indicators are yet to be developed for this domain,
no data are included in this report.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Information and communications
Baseline data for indicators in the Information and
communications domain are presented in Table D9.
This domain covers three topics:
9.1

Information accessibility (Indicators not assigned)

9.2

Internet and phone access

9.3

Health literacy

Key messages:
•

Internet access at home was available to 93% of people
with disability, compared with 98% for people without
disability.

•

88% of people with disability – but only 78% of those with
severe disability – had used the internet in the last three
months. Comparison data for people without disability
were not available.

•

Four out of five people with disability (80%) reported it was
easy to find good health information; for people without
disability the proportion was close to nine out of ten (87%).
People with severe disability were further behind at 72%.

•

Finding health care was harder than finding health
information. 75% of people with disability reported they could
easily find the right heath care, well behind those without
disability at 84%. Among people with severe disability, only
64% said it was easy to find the right health care.

Data gap
For the following indicator, data reported for people
with disability are from the 2018 Survey of Disability,
Ageing and Carers; comparison data for people without
disability are not available:
9.2

Internet and phone access: Internet use
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Table D9: Information and communications – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

9.1 Information accessibility

Ratio (95% CI)

(Indicators not assigned)

9.2 Internet and phone access
Internet access

All disability

% people who have access to the internet
at home

93% (92, 95)
F: 95% (94, 96)
M: 91% (89, 94)

Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey,
Wave 2018
Internet use

All disability

% people who used the internet in the last
3 months

88% (87, 89)
F: 91% (89, 92)
M: 85% (83, 87)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

98% (97, 98)
F: 98% (97, 98)
M: 98% (97, 98)

-4 pt. (-6, -3)
F: -2 pt. (-4, -1)
M: -6 pt. (-9, -4)

1.0 (0.9, 1.0)
F: 1.0 (1.0, 1.0)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
78% (75, 81)

9.3 Health literacy
Health literacy

All disability

% people who said it was always or usually
easy to find good health information

80% (76, 83)
F: 80% (75, 84)
M: 80% (76, 84)

Source: National Health Survey, 2017-18
(Health Literacy Survey 2018)

Source: National Health Survey, 2017-18
(Health Literacy Survey 2018)

-8 pt. (-12, -3)
F: -9 pt. (-14, -3)
M: -6 pt. (-11, -1)

0.9 (0.9, 1.0)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)

87% (85, 89)

-15 pt. (-26, -4)

0.8 (0.7, 0.9)

84% (82, 86)
F: 83% (80, 86)
M:85% (82, 88)

-9 pt. (-13, -4)
F: -9 pt. (-15, -3)
M: -8 pt. (-15, -1)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)

85% (82, 87)

-21 pt. (-34, -9)

0.7 (0.6, 0.9)

Severe disability
72% (61, 83)

% people who said it was always or usually
easy to find the right health care

87% (85, 89)
F: 88% (86, 91)
M: 86% (83, 89)

All disability
75% (71, 79)
F: 74% (69, 78)
M: 77% (71, 83)
Severe disability
64% (52, 75)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019)
Microdata: National Health Survey, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Melbourne Institute: Household Income and Labour Dynamics Australia Survey (HILDA), 2018.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Income and material resources
Baseline data for indicators in the Income and material
resources domain are presented in Table D10. This domain
covers 4 topics:

•

People with disability were 5 times more likely to rely on
a government pension or allowance, compared with nondisabled people (37% vs 7%). Inequality was more marked
for men than for women with disability. Men with disability
were 7.3 times more likely to rely on government support
than non-disabled men. For women with disability the
corresponding ratio was 3.9. Among people with severe
disability the ratio was 8.8, with 66% of this group relying
on government income support.

•

88% of people with severe disability lived in a household
with one or more motor vehicles, compared with 96%
for people without severe disability. (This indicator was
reported using Census data, so could be reported for people
with severe disability but not for all people with disability).

•

One in 5 people with disability (20%) lived in a household
that had difficulty paying bills in the last 12 months. This
was double the rate for people without disability (10%).
The proportion was still higher for people with severe
disability at 28%.

•

People with disability experienced more financial stress than
those without disability. 70% of people with disability, and
56% of people with severe disability, lived in households
reporting no cash-flow problems in the last 12 months. These
rates were, respectively, 12 and 27 percentage points below
the rate for non-disabled people (82%).

•

77% of people with disability, and 62% of people with
severe disability, lived in households that could raise
$2000 within a week for an emergency. These rates were,
respectively, 13 and 28 percentage points below the rate
for people without disability (90%).

10.1 Income
10.2 Wealth (Indicators not assigned)
10.3 Material assets
10.4 Future economic security (Indicators not assigned)
Key messages:
•

•

•

Almost a quarter of people with disability (23%) and a third
of those with severe disability (32%) lived in low-income
households. Compared with people without disability,
people with disability were more than twice as likely, and
people with severe disability were more than three times as
likely, to be living in low-income households. (Low-income
households were defined as those in the bottom 20% of
equivalised household disposable weekly income. For
information about the calculation of income see [10].)
People with disability had lower personal incomes than
their non-disabled counterparts in every age group.
Inequalities increased with age, peaking in the age group
50-64 years. People with disability in that age group had
a median weekly disposable income of $526, which was
40% less than non-disabled people ($909). Their peers with
severe disability had a median weekly disposable income
of $382, 60% less than for people without disability.
Personal income was generally lower for women than for
men. However, income inequality between people with and
without disability was greater for men than for women. For
example, women with disability aged 25-49 years earned
$152 less than those without disability. Among men in this
age group the gap was much wider, as men with disability
earned $318 less than those without disability.
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Table D10: Income and material resources – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

10.1 Income
Household income

All disability

% people living in low-income households
(in the bottom 20% of equivalised household
disposable weekly income3)

23% (21, 26)
F: 24% (21, 26)
M: 23% (20, 26)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Severe disability

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

32% (26, 38)

Personal income – age 15-24 years

All disability

Median current weekly disposable income
($4), people aged 15-24 years

$250
F: $267
M: $249

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

Personal income – age 25-49 years

All disability

Median current weekly disposable income
($4), people aged 25-49 years

$718
F: $681
M: $785

Personal income – age 50-64 years

All disability

Median current weekly disposable income
($4), people aged 50-64 years

$526
F: $509
M: $614

10% (9, 11)

22 pt. (15, 28)

3.1 (2.5, 3.7)

$296
F: $288
M: $300

- $46
F: - $21
M: - $51

0.8
F: 0.9
M: 0.8

$296

- $109

0.6

$954
F: $833
M: $1,103

- $237
F: -$152
M: -$318

0.8
F: 0.8
M: 0.7

$954

-$493

0.5

$909
F: $739
M: $1,164

-$383
F: -$230
M: -$550

0.6
F: 0.7
M: 0.5

$909

-$527

0.4

7% (7, 8)
F: 10% (9, 11)
M: 5% (4, 6)

29 pt. (27, 31)
F: 29 pt. (26, 32)
M: 30 pt. (27, 33)

4.9 (4.4, 5.4)
F: 3.9 (3.4, 4.4)
M: 7.3 (5.8, 8.8)

7% (7, 8)

58 pt. (54, 63)

8.8 (7.9, 9.8)

Severe disability
$382

Source of income

All disability

% people for whom a Government pension or
allowance is main source of current income

37% (35, 39)
F: 39% (36, 41)
M: 35% (32, 38)

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

2.3 (2, 2.6)
F: 2.2 (1.9, 2.4)
M: 2.5 (2.1, 2.9)

Severe disability
$461

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

13 pt. (11, 16)
F: 13 pt. (10, 15)
M: 14 pt. (10, 17)

Severe disability
$187

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

10% (9, 11)
F: 11% (10, 12)
M: 9% (8, 10)

Severe disability
66% (62, 70)

10.2 Wealth

(Indicators not assigned)

10.3 Material assets
Motor vehicles

Severe disability

% people living in a household with one or
more motor vehicles5

88% (88, 89)

96% (96, 96)

-8 pt. (-8, -7)

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)

10% (9, 12)
F: 11% (10, 13)
M: 10% (8, 12)

10 pt. (6, 13)
F: 10 pt. (6, 14)
M: 9 pt. (4, 13)

1.9 (1.6, 2.3)
F: 1.9 (1.5, 2.3)
M: 1.9 (1.3, 2.4)

10% (9, 12)

17 pt. (10, 25)

2.7 (1.9, 3.5)

Source: Census of Population and Housing, 2016
Difficulty paying bills on time

All disability

% people living in a household that reported
having difficulty paying bills in last 12 months

20% (17, 23)
F: 21% (18, 25)
M: 19% (15, 22)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability
28% (21, 35)

(continued)
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Table D10 (continued): Income and material resources – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Household finances

All disability

% people living in a household that reported
no cash-flow problems in the last 12 months

70% (67, 73)
F: 69% (64, 73)
M: 71% (67, 75)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

82% (80, 84)
F: 81% (78, 83)
M: 83% (81, 86)

-12 pt. (-16, -8)
F: -12 pt. (-17, -7)
M: -12 pt. (-17, -7)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)

82% (81, 84)

-27 pt. (-35, -19)

0.7 (0.6, 0.8)

90% (89, 91)
F: 89% (88, 90)
M: 91% (89, 93)

-13 pt. (-16, -10)
F: -15 pt. (-19, -11)
M: -11 pt. (-15, -7)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.8 (0.8, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)

90% (89, 92)

-28 pt. (-36, -20)

0.7 (0.6, 0.8)

Severe disability
56% (48, 64)

Access to emergency funds

All disability

% people living in a household that could
raise $2000 within a week for an emergency

77% (74, 79)
F: 74% (70, 77)
M: 80% (76, 83)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Ratio (95% CI)

Severe disability
62% (55, 70)

10.4 Future economic security

(Indicators not assigned)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
3. For information about the calculation of income see [10].
4. Income reported in 2017 Australian dollars.
5. This indicator is reported using Census data, so can be reported for people with severe disability but not for all people with disability. The comparison ‘no disability’
population for this indicator includes all people who reported no need for help or supervision with self-care, mobility or communication, because of a long-term health
condition, a disability, or old age.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Income and Housing, Australia, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015)
Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Census of Population and Housing, 2016
[DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Housing
Baseline data for indicators in the Housing domain are
presented in Table D11. This domain covers 5 topics:

•

Around half of people with disability (48%) were home
owners (with or without a mortgage). The corresponding
rate for people with severe disability was 39%. By
comparison, nearly two-thirds of people without disability
(61%) owned their own home.

•

77% of people with disability had never been homeless.
This represents a lag of 11 percentage points behind nondisabled people (88%). For people with severe disability
the gap was 19 percentage points, as 69% of this group had
never been homeless. These figures imply that nearly a
quarter of people with disability, and nearly a third of those
with severe disability, have been homeless at some point.

11.1 Housing affordability
11.2 Housing conditions
11.3 Living arrangements
11.4 Housing tenure
11.5 Homelessness
Key messages:
•

One in 8 people with disability (13%) experienced housing
stress, which was 1.6 times the rate for those without
disability (8%). People who experience housing stress are
defined as those who live in a household with equivalised
household disposable income in the bottom 40%, where
housing costs account for more than 30% of household
disposable income.

•

People with and without disability had the same rate (5%)
of housing overcrowding, defined as needing at least one
additional bedroom.

•

Lack of suitable accommodation results in many relatively
young people with disability living in aged care facilities.
In September 2021, 3676 people aged under 65 years and
91 people aged under 45 years were living in permanent
residential aged care.
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Table D11: Housing – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

11.1 Housing affordability
Housing stress

All disability

% people living in a household with
equivalised household disposable income in
the bottom 40%, where housing costs account
for more than 30% of disposable income

13% (11, 15)
F: 13% (11, 15)
M: 12% (10, 15)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

14% (11, 17)

8% (7, 9)
F: 9% (8, 10)
M: 8% (7, 9)

5 pt. (3, 6)
F: 5 pt. (3, 7)
M: 5 pt. (2, 7)

1.6 (1.4, 1.8)
F: 1.5 (1.3, 1.8)
M: 1.6 (1.3, 1.9)

8% (7, 9)

6 pt. (3, 9)

1.7 (1.3, 2.2)

5% (4, 6)
F: 5% (4, 6)
M: 5% (4, 6)

0 pt. (-2, 1)
F: 0 pt. (-2, 2)
M: 0 pt. (-2, 2)

1.0 (0.7, 1.3)
F: 1.0 (0.6, 1.3)
M: 1.0 (0.6, 1.3)

5% (4, 6)

1 pt. (-2, 4)

1.2 (0.7, 1.7)

61% (60, 63)
F: 63% (61, 65)
M: 60% (58, 61)

-14 pt. (-16, -12)
F: -15 pt. (-19, -12)
M: -12 pt. (-15, -9)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)
F: 0.8 (0.7, 0.8)
M: 0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

61% (60, 62)

-22 pt. (-26, -18)

0.6 (0.6, 0.7)

88% (87, 89)
F: 89% (87, 90)
M: 87% (85, 89)

-11 pt. (-13, -8)
F: -11 pt. (-15, -7)
M: -10 pt. (-14, -7)

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)

88% (87, 90)

-19 pt. (-25, -14)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

Severe disability

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017
11.2 Housing conditions
Overcrowding

All disability

% people living in a household where 1
or more additional bedroom/s is needed
(Canadian National Occupancy Standard)

5% (4, 7)
F: 5% (3, 7)
M: 5% (4, 7)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Severe disability

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

6% (3, 9)

11.3 Living arrangements
Younger people in residential aged care
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: AIHW 2021 (data at 30 September 2021)

Number of people aged under 65 years living in
permanent residential aged care: 3676
Number of people aged under 45 years living in
permanent residential aged care: 91

11.4 Housing tenure
Tenure type

All disability

% people who were home owners (with or
without a mortgage)

48% (45, 50)
F: 48% (45, 50)
M: 48% (45, 50)

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

Severe disability
39% (35, 43)

11.5 Homelessness
Homelessness

All disability

% people who have never experienced
homelessness

77% (75, 80)
F: 78% (74, 81)
M: 77% (74, 80)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability
69% (63, 74)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Income and Housing, Australia, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015)
Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; AIHW (2021). Younger people in residential aged care. https://www.gen-agedcaredata.gov.
au/Resources/Younger-people-in-residential-aged-care, accessed March 2022.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Employment
Baseline data for indicators in the Employment domain are
presented in Table D12. This domain covers eight topics:

•

People in employment with and without disability had
similar rates of leave entitlements, around 80%. A higher
percentage of men than women with disability had leave
entitlements (84% vs 71%).

•

The percentage of workers in high skill jobs was also similar
for people with and without disability, around 50%. Again,
there was a gender inequality gap. For both people with
and without disability, women lagged 13 to 16 percentage
points behind men.

•

One in 5 people with disability (21%) said they had been
unsuccessful in a job application because of discrimination.
This was almost double the rate of such discrimination
reported by people without disability (12%). For men with
disability, 25% said they had missed out on a job because
of discrimination, more than double the rate for nondisabled men (11%). Women with disability reported less
discrimination than men with disability, and the disability
inequality gap was smaller for women (4 percentage points)
than for men (14 percentage points).

•

In terms of discrimination in the workplace, 5% of people
with disability and 7% of those with severe disability
reported that they had experienced unfair treatment or
discrimination due to disability in the past 12 months from
their employer and/or work colleagues.

12.1 Labour force participation
12.2 Employment
12.3 Unemployment
12.4 Underemployment
12.5 Job conditions
12.6 Pay (Indicators not assigned)
12.7 Employment accommodations
12.8 Attitudes and discrimination in the workplace
Key messages:
•

Only half of people with disability (49%) and a quarter of
those with severe disability (25%) had a job. By comparison,
the employment rate for people without disability was 81%.

•

‘Labour force participation’ includes people who are either
employed or seeking employment. The participation rate
for people with disability (54%) was 30 percentage points
behind that for people without disability (84%), and lower
still for people with severe disability at 28%.

•

Results were almost identical for ‘engagement in
employment, education and training’: 53% for people
with disability versus 84% for people without disability,
and just 29% for people with severe disability.

•

The unemployment rate is calculated as the proportion
of those in the labour force who are not employed but are
currently seeking employment. Unemployment among
people with disability was 10%, 2.6 times the rate for
people without disability (4%). Young people (aged 15-24
years) with disability had an unemployment rate of 24%,
double the rate for young people without disability (12%).

•

Long-term unemployment (at least 12 months) for people
with disability in the labour force (2.3%) was 3.5 times the
rate for people without disability (0.7%).

•

Among people with disability who had jobs, 13% were
underemployed (working 34 hours or less per week and
wanting to work more hours). This was nearly double the
underemployment rate for people without disability (7%).
The underemployment rate was higher for women (16%)
than men (10%) with disability.

Data gap
Disability-disaggregated data are not available for the
following indicator:
12.7 Employment accommodations:
Job modifications and reasonable adjustments
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Table D12: Employment – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

12.1 Labour force participation
Labour force participation

All disability

% people in the labour force (employed or
seeking employment)

54% (53, 56)
F: 51% (49, 54)
M: 58% (55, 60)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

84% (84, 85)
F: 79% (78, 80)
M: 90% (88, 90)

-30 pt. (-32, -28)
F: -28 pt. (-30, -25)
M: -32 pt. (-35, -30)

0.6 (0.6, 0.7)
F: 0.7 (0.6, 0.7)
M: 0.6 (0.6, 0.7)

84% (83, 85)

-56 pt. (-59, -53)

0.3 (0.3, 0.4)

81% (81, 82)
F: 76% (75, 77)
M: 87% (86, 88)

-32 pt. (-34, -30)
F: -29 pt. (-32, -27)
M: -35 pt. (-38, -32)

0.6 (0.6, 0.6)
F: 0.6 (0.6, 0.6)
M: 0.6 (0.6, 0.6)

81% (80, 81)

-56 pt. (-59, -52)

0.3 (0.3, 0.3)

84% (84, 85)
F: 79% (79, 80)
M: 89% (89, 90)

-31 pt. (-33, -29)
F: -28 pt. (-30, -25)
M: -34 pt. (-37, -32)

0.6 (0.6, 0.7)
F: 0.7 (0.6, 0.7)
M:0.6 (0.6, 0.6)

84% (84, 85)

-55 pt. (-59, -52)

0.3 (0.3, 0.4)

4% (3, 4)
F: 4% (4, 4)
M: 3% (3, 4)

6 pt. (5, 7)
F: 5 pt. (4, 7)
M: 7 pt. (5, 8)

2.6 (2.2, 3.1)
F: 2.3 (1.9, 2.8)
M: 2.9 (2.3, 3.5)

4% (4, 5)

8 pt. (3, 12)

2.8 (1.7, 3.8)

12% (10, 13)
F: 11% (9, 12)
M: 12% (11, 14)

13 pt. (7, 19)
F: 10 pt. (2, 18)
M: 15 pt. (6, 24)

2.1 (1.5, 2.6)
F: 1.9 (1.2, 2.7)
M: 2.2 (1.5, 3.0)

12% (10, 13)

12 pt. (1, 23)

2.0 (1.1, 3.0)

0.7% (0.5, 0.8)
F: 0.8% (0.6, 0.9)
M:0.6% (0.4,0.8)

1.6 pt. (0.9, 2.3)
F: 1.3 pt. (0.3, 2.2)
M: 2.0 pt. (1.0, 3.0)

3.5 (2.2, 4.7)
F: 2.7 (1.3, 4.0)
M: 4.4 (2.2, 6.6)

Severe disability
28% (25, 31)

12.2 Employment
Employment

All disability

% people employed

49% (48, 51)
F: 47% (44, 49)
M: 52% (49, 54)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Severe disability
25% (21, 28)

Engagement in employment, education
or training

All disability

% people engaged in employment, education
or training

53% (52, 55)
F: 52% (50, 54)
M: 55% (53, 57)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Severe disability
29% (26, 33)

12.3 Unemployment
Unemployment

All disability

% people who are unemployed

10% (8, 11)
F: 9% (8, 11)
M: 10% (8, 12)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
are in the labour force
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Severe disability
12% (7, 16)

Youth unemployment

All disability

% people aged 15-24 years who are
unemployed3

24% (18, 30)
F: 21% (13, 28)
M: 28% (19, 37)

Denominator: people aged 15-24 years who
are in the labour force
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Severe disability
24% (13, 35)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Long-term unemployment

All disability

% people who have been looking for work for
12 months or more

2.3% (1.6, 3.0)
F: 2.0% (1.1, 2.9)
M: 2.6% (1.6, 3.6)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
are in the labour force
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Severe disability
(sample size too small)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
(continued)
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Table D12 (continued): Employment – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

12.4 Underemployment
Underemployment

All disability

% people employed who usually work 34
hours or less per week and would like a job
with more hours

13% (11, 14)
F: 16% (13, 19)
M: 10% (8, 12)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
are employed

Severe disability
12% (8, 16)

7% (7, 7)
F: 9% (9, 10)
M: 5% (4, 5)

6 pt. (4, 7)
F: 6 pt. (4, 9)
M: 5 pt. (3, 7)

1.8 (1.6, 2.1)
F: 1.7 (1.4, 2.0)
M: 2.0 (1.5, 2.4)

8% (8, 9)

4 pt. (0, 8)

1.5 (1.0, 2.0)

80% (78, 82)
F: 78% (75, 82)
M: 81% (78, 84)

-2 pt. (-6, 2)
F: -7 pt. (-14, 0)
M: 3 pt. (-3, 9)

1.0 (0.9, 1.0)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
M: 1.0 (1.0, 1.1)

81% (79, 84)

6 (-21, 9)

0.9 (0.7, 1.1)

52% (51, 53)
F: 44% (43, 46)
M: 60% (58, 61)

-3 pt. (-5, 0)
F: -1 pt. (-5, 2)
M: -4 pt. (-7, 0)

0.9 (0.9, 1.0)
F: 1.0 (0.9, 1.0)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)

51% (50, 52)

-7 pt. (-15, 1)

0.9 (0.7, 1.0)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
12.5 Job conditions
Leave entitlements

All disability

% employees who have leave entitlements in
their main job

78% (74, 81)
F: 71% (65, 77)
M: 84% (80, 88)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
are employees

Severe disability

Source: General Social Survey 2014

75% (60, 90)

Employment in high skill jobs

All disability

% people employed who are in high skill jobs
(Managers, Professionals, Technicians and
Trades Workers)

50% (47, 52)
F: 43% (40, 46)
M: 56% (53, 59)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
are employed

Severe disability
44% (36, 52)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
12.6 Pay

(Indicators not assigned)

12.7 Employment accommodations
Job modifications and reasonable
adjustments

Disability-disaggregated data not available
(continued)
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Table D12 (continued): Employment – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

12.8 Attitudes and discrimination in the workplace
Workplace disability discrimination

All disability

% people who experienced unfair treatment
or discrimination due to disability in the
past 12 months from their employer and/or
work colleagues

5% (4, 6)
F: 6% (5, 7)
M: 5% (4, 6)

Denominator: survey respondents aged 18-64
years who completed a personal interview

7% (5, 10)

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable
for this indicator

Severe disability

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Discrimination in finding work

All disability

% people unsuccessful in job application due
to discrimination

21% (17, 25)
F: 17% (13, 20)
M: 25% (19, 32)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

12% (10, 14)
F: 13% (10, 15)
M: 11% (9, 13)

9 pt. (5, 13)
F: 4 pt. (-1, 8)
M: 14 pt. (8, 21)

1.7 (1.3, 2.2)
F: 1.3 (0.9, 1.7)
M: 2.3 (1.7, 3.0)

Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey,
Wave 2018
Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015)
Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Melbourne Institute: Household Income and Labour Dynamics Australia Survey (HILDA), 2018.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Education
Baseline data for indicators in the Education domain are
presented in Table D13. This domain covers three topics:
13.1 Educational attainment
13.2 Access to education and training
13.3 Attitudes and discrimination in education
Key messages:
•

Fewer than half of people with disability (46%) had
completed Year 12 schooling, compared with nearly twothirds of people without disability (64%). Women with and
without disability had higher rates of school completion
than men: for example, 49% of women with disability
completed Year 12, compared with 42% for men with
disability. School completion among those with severe
disability was 41%, 24 percentage points behind nondisabled people.

•

Disability inequalities were less marked for non-school
educational qualifications. 62% of people with disability
and 48% of people with severe disability had attained a
non-school qualification, lagging behind people without
disability by 8 and 19 percentage points, respectively.

•

10% of adults with disability were studying in 2018,
slightly behind people without disability at 11%. Women
with and without disability had higher rates of participation
in education than men: for example, 11% of women
with disability were studying, compared with 8% for
men with disability. 7% of people with severe disability
were studying.

Data gap
National data are not available for the following indicator:
13.3 Attitudes and discrimination in education:
Experience of disability-related discrimination
in educational settings
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Table D13: Education – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

13.1 Educational attainment
Educational attainment

All disability

% people who have completed Year 12

46% (44, 47)
F: 49% (47, 51)
M: 42% (39, 45)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

64% (63, 65)
F: 66% (65, 67)
M: 62% (61, 63)

-19 pt. (-21, -17)
F: -17 pt. (-20, -15)
M: -20 pt. (-24, -17)

0.7 (0.7, 0.7)
F: 0.7 (0.7, 0.8)
M: 0.7 (0.6, 0.7)

65% (64, 66)

-24 pt. (-28, -20)

0.6 (0.6, 0.7)

69% (68, 70)
F: 69% (68, 70)
M: 69% (68, 70)

-8 pt. (-10, -6)
F: -6 pt. (-8, -4)
M: -10 pt. (-13, -7)

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)

68% (67, 68)

-19 pt. (-22, -16)

0.7 (0.7, 0.8)

11% (10, 11)
F: 12% (11, 12)
M: 10% (9, 10)

-1 pt. (-2, 0)
F: -1 pt. (-2, 1)
M: -2 pt. (-4, 0)

0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 1.1)
M: 0.8 (0.6, 1.0)

13% (12, 13)

-5 pt. (-8, -3)

0.6 (0.4, 0.7)

Severe disability
41% (37, 44)
All disability

% people with non-school educational
qualification
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

62% (60, 63)
F: 63% (61, 65)
M: 60% (57, 62)
Severe disability
48% (45, 51)

13.2 Access to education and training
Current participation in education

All disability

% people currently studying

10% (9, 10)
F: 11% (10, 12)
M: 8% (6, 9)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Severe disability
7% (5, 9)

13.3 Attitudes and discrimination in education
Experience of disability-related
discrimination in educational settings

Data not available

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Family and relationships
Baseline data for indicators in the Family and relationships
domain are presented in Table D14. This domain covers
three topics:
14.1 Intimate relationships
14.2 Parenting and caring roles
14.3 Involvement with child protection

Data gap
Disability-disaggregated data are not available for the
following indicator:
14.3 Involvement with child protection:
Children placed in out-of-home care

Key messages:
•

Half of people with disability (52%) were classified as married
(in a registered marriage or de facto relationship), compared
with over two-thirds of people without disability (70%).
Among those with severe disability, 46% were married.

•

29% of people with disability were parenting children,
compared with 36% for people without disability. Women
with disability were 5 percentage points behind non-disabled
women on this indicator (30% vs 35%), whereas for men the
corresponding gap was twice as large (27% vs 36%).

•

Although people with disability were less likely to have
parenting responsibilities, they were twice as likely as
non-disabled people to be a primary carer for someone
with disability. One in nine people with disability (11%),
and one in 10 of those with severe disability (10%), was a
primary carer, compared with one in 20 (5%) for people
without disability. Women with and without disability
were primary carers at more than twice the rate of their
male counterparts.
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Table D14: Family and relationships – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

14.1 Intimate relationships
Social marital status

All disability

% people who are married in a registered or
de facto marriage

52% (50, 53)
F: 52% (50, 54)
M: 52% (50, 55)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

70% (69, 71)
F: 69% (68, 70)
M: 71% (70, 72)

-18 pt. (-20, -16)
F: -17 pt. (-19, -15)
M: -19 pt. (-22, -16)

0.7 (0.7, 0.8)
F: 0.8 (0.7, 0.8)
M: 0.7 (0.7, 0.8)

67% (66, 68)

-21 pt. (-24, -18)

0.7 (0.6, 0.7)

36% (34, 37)
F: 35% (33, 37)
M: 36% (35, 38)

-7 pt. (-10, -4)
F: -5 pt. (-8, -2)
M: -10 pt. (-13, -6)

0.8 (0.7, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
M: 0.7 (0.6, 0.8)

5% (4, 5)
F: 7% (6, 7)
M: 2% (2, 3)

6 pt. (5, 7)
F: 8 pt. (6, 9)
M: 4 pt. (3, 6)

2.3 (2.0, 2.6)
F: 2.2 (1.9, 2.5)
M: 2.8 (2.1, 3.5)

4% (4, 5)

5 pt. (3, 8)

2.2 (1.6, 2.8)

Severe disability
46% (43, 48)

14.2 Parenting and caring roles
Parenting role

All disability

% people with parenting responsibilities for
child/ren aged 17 years or less

29% (26, 31)
F: 30% (27, 33)
M: 27% (24, 30)

Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey,
Wave 2018
Caring role
% people who are primary carers

All disability
3

(note: includes ‘unconfirmed primary carer’)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

11% (10, 12)
F: 14% (13, 16)
M: 7% (5, 8)
Severe disability
10% (7, 12)

14.3 Involvement with child protection
Children placed in out-of-home care

Disability-disaggregated data not available

(for parents with and without disability)
Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
3. A carer is defined as a person who provides informal assistance to people with disability or older people. A primary carer is a person who provides the most informal
assistance to a person with disability for the core activities of mobility, self-care and communication [11].
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Melbourne Institute: Household Income and
Labour Dynamics Australia Survey (HILDA), 2018.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Social and civic involvement
Baseline data for indicators in the Social and civic involvement
domain are presented in Table D15. This domain covers
two topics:

•

Two-thirds of people with disability (68%) saw friends or
family at least once a week, and the same proportion used
the internet for social networking. Among those with severe
disability, the corresponding rates were 62% and 57%.
Women were more active socially than men, for example,
76% of women with disability used social media, compared
with 60% for men with disability. No comparison data are
available for people without disability on these indicators.

•

Nine out of ten people with disability (89%) said they have
someone outside their household to confide in, almost the
same rate as for non-disabled people (92%). People with
severe disability were 12 percentage points behind nondisabled people at 80%.

•

Nine out of ten people with disability (92%) said they could
call on someone from outside the household for support in
a crisis, compared with 96% for people without disability.
Those with severe disability were 13% percentage points
behind at 83%.

15.1 Participation in social and civic activities
15.2 Social connectedness
Key messages:
•

People with disability generally lagged slightly behind those
without disability in terms of social and civil involvement;
but for people with severe disability the inequality gap was
more marked.

•

Half of people with disability (47%) were involved in
community or social groups, slightly less than for people
without disability (51%). Among those with severe disability,
just over a third (37%) were involved in such groups.

•

Eight out of 10 people with disability (82%) attended
cultural venues or events, compared with nine out of 10
non-disabled people (90%). Among people with severe
disability the rate was 68%, representing a disability
inequality gap of 21 percentage points.

•

47% of people with disability and 36% of those with severe
disability attended sporting events as spectators, compared
with 55% of non-disabled people. The inequality gap was
larger for men with disability (12 percentage points) than
for women (5 percentage points).

•

•

People with and without disability were involved in civic and
political groups at the same rate, 15%. Of people with severe
disability, 11% were involved in a civic or political group.
Around one-third of people with and without disability
(30% and 32%, respectively) volunteered with an
organisation, as did nearly a quarter of people with severe
disability (23%). Women with and without disability were
more involved in volunteering than men.

Data gaps
Disability-disaggregated data are not available for the
following indicator:
15.1 Participation in social and civic activities:
Participation in religious or spiritual
group activities
For the following indicators, data reported for people
with disability are from the 2018 Survey of Disability,
Ageing and Carers; comparison data for people without
disability are not available:
15.2 Social connectedness: Seeing friends/family
not living in the same household
15.2 Social connectedness: Social media use
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Table D15: Social and civic involvement – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

15.1 Participation in social and civic activities
Participation in community or social groups
or activities

All disability

Participation in community or social groups
or activities

47% (44, 50)
F: 49% (44, 54)
M: 45% (40, 49)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability
37% (29, 44)

Participation in cultural, recreation and
leisure pursuits

82% (80, 84)
F: 85% (82, 87)
M: 79% (75, 83)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability
68% (61, 75)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

-4 pt. (-8, 0)
F: -1 pt. (-6, 5)
M: -7 pt. (-13, -2)

0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
F: 1.0 (0.9, 1.1)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)

51% (48, 53)

-14 pt. (-23, -6)

0.7 (0.6, 0.9)

90% (88, 91)
F: 93% (92, 94)
M: 86% (84, 88)

-8 pt. (-10, -6)
F: -8 pt. (-11, -6)
M: -7 pt. (-12, -3)

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)

89% (87, 91)

-21 pt. (-28, -15)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

55% (53, 57)
F: 50% (47, 53)
M: 60% (57, 63)

-8 pt. (-11, -5)
F: -5 pt. (-9, 0)
M:-12 pt. (-17, -6)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
M: 0.8 (0.7, 0.9)

54% (52, 57)

-18 pt. (-26, -11)

0.7 (0.5, 0.8)

15% (13, 17)
F: 14% (12, 16)
M: 16% (14, 18)

0 pt. (-3, 3)
F: 2 pt. (-2, 6)
M: -2 pt. (-5, 2)

1.0 (0.8, 1.2)
F: 1.1 (0.8, 1.4)
M: 0.9 (0.7, 1.1)

15% (14, 17)

-5 pt. (-9, 0)

0.7 (0.4, 1.0)

All disability

% people who attended selected cultural
venues and events in the last 12 months

% people who attended sporting events as a
spectator in the last 12 months

51% (49, 53)
F: 50% (47, 53)
M: 52% (49, 55)

All disability
47% (44, 50)
F: 46% (42, 49)
M: 49% (44, 53)
Severe disability
36% (29, 43)

Participation in civic or political activities

All disability

% people who were involved in a civic or
political group in the last 12 months

15% (13, 17)
F: 16% (13, 19)
M: 14% (11, 17)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability
11% (7, 15)

Participation in religious or spiritual
group activities

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Volunteering

All disability

% people who did unpaid voluntary work in
the last 12 months through an organisation

30% (27, 33)
F: 31% (27, 36)
M: 28% (24, 32)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

32% (30, 34)
F: 35% (32, 38)
M: 29% (26, 32)

-2 pt. (-5, 1)
F: -3 pt. (-8, 2)
M: -1 pt. (-7, 5)

0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)
M: 1.0 (0.8, 1.2)

31% (29, 34)

-8 pt. (-16, -1)

0.7 (0.5, 1.0)

Severe disability
23% (15, 31)

(continued)
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Table D15 (continued): Social and civic involvement – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

15.2 Social connectedness
Seeing friends/family not living in the
same household
% people who see family or friends not living
in same household once a week or more often

All disability
68% (66, 69)
F: 70% (67, 72)
M: 66% (63, 68)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Severe disability

Social media use

All disability

% people who accessed the internet in the
last 3 months for social networking

68% (66, 70)
F: 76% (74, 78)
M: 60% (57, 63)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not available

62% (58, 65)
Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
57% (53, 61)

Having people to confide in

All disability

% people who have someone outside their
household to confide in

89% (87, 91)
F: 89% (86, 92)
M: 89% (86, 91)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

-4 pt. (-6, -1)
F: -6 pt. (-10, -2)
M: -1 pt. (-5, 3)

1.0 (0.9, 1.0)
F: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)
M: 1.0 (1.0, 1.0)

92% (91, 93)

12 pt. (-19, -5)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)

96% (95, 96)
F: 96% (94, 97)
M: 95% (94, 97)

-4 pt. (-5, -2)
F: -4 pt. (-6, -2)
M: -4 pt. (-6, -1)

1.0 (0.9, 1.0)
F: 1.0 (0.9, 1.0)
M: 1.0 (0.9, 1.0)

95% (95, 96)

-13 pt. (-17, -8)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)

Severe disability
80% (73, 87)

Availability of social network support in
times of crisis

92% (91, 93)
F: 95% (93, 96)
M: 90% (88, 91)

All disability

Availability of social network support in times
of crisis

92% (90, 93)
F: 92% (90, 93)
M: 92% (90, 94)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability
83% (78, 88)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015)
Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
Justice and safety
Baseline data for indicators in the Justice and safety domain
are presented in Table D16. This domain covers five topics:

•

84% of people with disability felt safe at home alone after
dark, compared with 92% for people without disability.
Among those with severe disability, only 68% felt safe.
Women with and without disability felt less safe than men;
for example, 79% of women with disability felt safe at home
alone after dark, compared with 90% of men with disability.
The disability inequality gap for women was 9 percentage
points on this indicator, compared with 6 points for men.

•

92% of people with disability felt safe at home alone
during the day, as did 84% of people with severe disability.
Comparison data for people without disability were not
available for this indicator.

•

Half of people with disability (50%) felt safe walking alone
in their local area after dark, compared with 59% of nondisabled people. For people with severe disability, only 33%
felt safe walking alone after dark. The overall figure of 50%
for people with disability hides a strong gender difference:
only one in three women with disability (31%) felt safe
walking alone after dark, compared with more than twice
that rate for men (70%).

16.1 Experience of discrimination
16.2 Experience of violence and abuse
16.3 Feelings of safety
16.4 Involvement with the criminal justice system
16.5 Disaster preparedness (Indicators not assigned)
Key messages:
•

The data in this domain showed clearly that people
with disability experienced substantially higher levels
of discrimination, violence and abuse than people
without disability, and felt less safe in their homes
and neighbourhoods.

•

71% of people with disability had not been discriminated
against or treated unfairly, lagging 12 percentage points
behind non-disabled people at 83%. Among those
with severe disability, only 60% had not experienced
discrimination or unfairness.

•

85% of people with disability, and 68% of those with severe
disability, had not suffered disability-related discrimination.

•

74% of people with disability and 65% of those with severe
disability had not experienced violence by an intimate
partner, compared with 86% for people without disability.
Women with and without disability experienced violence
more often than men. For example, 85% of men with
disability, but only 64% of women with disability, said
they had not experienced intimate partner violence.
The disability inequality gap for women (15 percentage
points) was twice that for men (7 percentage points).

•

88% of people with disability and 86% of those with severe
disability had not been a victim of physical violence in
the previous 12 months, compared with 93% for people
without disability.

•

80% of people with disability and 70% of those with severe
disability had not experienced sexual violence after the
age of 15, compared with 90% for non-disabled people.
Women with and without disability experienced sexual
violence more than men, and the disability inequality gap
for women (15 percentage points) was three times that for
men (5 percentage points).

•

Data gaps
Disability-disaggregated data are not available for the
following indicators:
16.2 Experience of violence and abuse:
Experience of bullying or harassment
16.2 Experience of violence and abuse:
Experience of financial abuse
16.3 Feelings of safety: Feelings of safety on
public transport
16.4 Involvement with criminal justice system:
Incarceration rate
For the following indicators, data reported for people with
disability are from the 2018 Survey of Disability, Ageing
and Carers; comparison data for people without disability
are not available:
16.3 Feelings of safety: Feelings of safety at home
(alone during the day)

69% of people with disability and 58% of those with severe
disability had not experienced emotional abuse by a
current or previous partner, compared with 82% for people
without disability.

44 CRE-DH | Disability and Wellbeing Monitoring Framework: Baseline indicator data for Australians aged 18-64 years

Table D16: Justice and safety – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

16.1 Experience of discrimination
Experience of discrimination or being
treated unfairly

All disability

% people who have not experienced
discrimination or been treated unfairly

71% (68, 74)
F: 67% (63, 72)
M: 74% (70, 78)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability

Experience of disability-related
discrimination

All disability

60% (54, 67)

% people who had not experienced
discrimination due to disability in the last
12 months
Denominator: survey respondents aged 18-64
years who completed a personal interview

85% (83, 86)
F: 83% (82, 85)
M: 86% (84, 88)

83% (81, 84)
F: 82% (80, 84)
M: 83% (81, 86)

-12 pt. (-15, -9)
F -15 pt. (-20, -10)
M -9 pt. (-14, -4)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.8 (0.8, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)

83% (82, 85)

-23 pt. (-30, -16)

0.7 (0.6, 0.8)

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable
for this indicator

Severe disability
68% (64, 72)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
16.2 Experience of violence and abuse
Experience of bullying or harassment

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Experience of partner violence

All disability

% people who did not experience violence by
an intimate partner since age 15 years

74% (73, 76)
F: 64% (61, 66)
M: 85% (83, 88)

Source: Personal Safety Survey 2016

Experience of physical violence

All disability

% people who were not a victim of physical
or threatened violence in last 12 months

88% (85, 90)
F: 88% (85, 91)
M: 87% (84, 90)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.8 (0.8, 0.8)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)

85% (84, 86)

-20 pt. (-27, -14)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

93% (92, 94)
F: 95% (93, 96)
M: 91% (90, 93)

-5 pt. (-8, -3)
F -7 pt. (-9, -4)
M -4 pt. (-7, 0)

0.9 (0.9, 1.0)
F: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)
M: 1.0 (0.9, 1.0)

93% (92, 94)

-7 pt. (-12, -2)

0.9 (0.9, 1.0)

90% (89, 91)
F: 84% (82, 85)
M: 97% (96, 98)

-10 pt. (-12, -8)
F -15 pt. (-18, -12)
M -5 pt. (-8, -3)

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
F: 0.8 (0.8, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)

90% (89, 91)

-20 pt. (-26, -14)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

Severe disability
86% (82, 91)

Experience of sexual violence

All disability

% people who did not experience sexual
violence since age 15 years

80% (78, 82)
F: 69% (66, 71)
M: 91% (89, 94)

Source: Personal Safety Survey 2016

-11 pt. (-13, -9)
F -15 pt. (-18, -12)
M -7 pt. (-10, -4)

Severe disability
65% (59, 71)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

86% (85, 87)
F: 79% (78, 80)
M: 93% (92, 94)

Severe disability
70% (65, 76)

(continued)
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Table D16 (continued): Justice and safety – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Experience of emotional abuse

All disability

% people who did not experience emotional
abuse by a current partner and/or previous
partner since age 15 years

69% (67, 71)
F: 63% (61, 65)
M: 76% (73, 79)

Source: Personal Safety Survey 2016

Severe disability
58% (53, 64)

Experience of financial abuse

Ratio (95% CI)

82% (81, 83)
F: 79% (78, 80)
M: 85% (83, 87)

-12 pt. (-15, -10)
F -16 pt. (-18, -13)
M -9 pt. (-13, -6)

0.8 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.8 (0.8, 0.8)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 0.9)

81% (80, 82)

-23 pt. (-28, -17)

0.7 (0.7, 0.8)

Disability-disaggregated data not available

16.3 Feelings of safety
Feelings of safety at home

All disability

% people who feel safe or very safe at home
alone after dark

84% (82, 86)
F: 79% (75, 82)
M: 90% (87, 92)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 1.0)

92% (91, 93)

-24 pt. (-33, -15)

0.7 (0.6, 0.8)

All disability

Denominator: survey respondents aged 18-64
years who completed a personal interview

92% (91, 93)
F: 91% (89, 92)
M: 93% (91, 94)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Severe disability

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

84% (81, 87)

Feelings of safety in neighbourhood

All disability

% people who feel safe or very safe walking
alone in local area after dark

50% (48, 53)
F: 31% (27, 35)
M: 70% (66, 74)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

-8 pt. (-10, -5)
F -9 pt. (-12, -5)
M -6 pt. (-10, -3)

Severe disability
68% (59, 77)

% people who feel safe or very safe at home
alone during the day

92% (91, 93)
F: 88% (86, 89)
M: 96% (95, 97)

Comparison data for people without disability not available

59% (57, 61)
F: 40% (38, 43)
M: 78% (75, 80)

-8 pt. (-12, -5)
F -10 pt. (-15, -5)
M -8 pt. (-12, -3)

0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
F: 0.8 (0.7, 0.9)
M :0.9 (0.8, 1.0)

59% (57, 61)

-26 pt. (-34, -18)

0.6 (0.4, 0.7)

Severe disability
33% (25, 40)

Feelings of safety on public transport

Disability-disaggregated data not available

16.4 Involvement with the criminal justice system
Incarceration rate
16.5 Disaster preparedness

Disability-disaggregated data not available
(Indicators not assigned)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015)
Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2018) Microdata: Personal Safety, Australia, 2016 [DataLab],
accessed July 2021.
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SERVICE SYSTEM

Health

Subjective health and wellbeing
Morbidity
Mortality
Lifestyle factors
Personal biomedical factors

Social determinants of health

Physical environment
Transport
Food
Information and communications
Income and material resources
Housing
Employment
Education
Family and relationships
Social and civic involvement
Justice and safety

Service system

Health services
Disability services and supports
Mainstream services
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SERVICE SYSTEM
Health services
Baseline data for indicators in the Health services domain are
presented in Table D17. This domain covers 6 topics:

•

A stark difference was seen in the use of emergency or
casualty departments. One in five people with disability
(18%), and one third of those with severe disability (31%),
had visited an emergency department in the previous 12
months. These rates were, respectively, 2.5 and 4.5 times
the rate for people without disability (7%).

•

Access to healthcare was barrier-free for 85% of people
with disability, 12 percentage points behind those without
disability (97%). For people with severe disability this
inequality gap was 21 points.

•

Asked whether their needs for health services (i.e., GP,
medical specialist, and hospital admission) have been met,
67% of people with disability reported no unmet needs in
the previous 12 months. Men were better served (70%) than
women (64%). Among people with severe disability, 63%
said they had no unmet needs for health services.

•

The highest rate of met needs for health services was
for hospitals: 95% of people with disability, and 91% of
those with severe disability, reported no unmet need for
hospital admission.

•

In relation to medical specialists, 85% of people with
disability, and 81% of those with severe disability, reported
no unmet need for specialist services.

•

Rates of met need were lower for GP services: 74% of people
with disability, and 72% of those with severe disability,
reported no unmet need to see a GP in the last 12 months.

•

For dental services, 72% of people with disability and
people with severe disability reported no unmet need.

•

Nearly half of people with disability (46%) had seen a
dentist in the previous 12 months, slightly behind people
without disability (48%). With and without disability,
women were 8 percentage points ahead of men on use
of dental services. Among people with severe disability,
44% had seen a dentist.

•

People with disability who saw three or more health
professionals for the same condition were asked whether
any problems arose from lack of communication among
those professionals. About a quarter of people had
experienced issues due to lack of communication among
those professionals; 78% of respondents with disability and
72% of those with severe disability reported no such issues.

•

One in 12 people with disability (8%) reported cost had
prevented them from seeing a GP, or caused them to delay
the visit, in the previous 12 months. Women faced this
barrier more than men (10% vs 7%). Among people with
severe disability the rate was 7%.

•

One in nine people with disability (11%) could not afford
dental treatment when they needed it. This was nearly
three times the rate for people without disability (4%).

17.1 Access to health services
17.2 Effectiveness of health services
17.3 Appropriateness of health services
(Indicators not assigned)
17.4 Safety of health services
17.5 Continuity of health care
17.6 Cost of health services and medicines
Key messages:
•

People with and without disability had similar rates of
screening for some health conditions.

•

In the previous two years, nine out of 10 people aged 18-64
years with and without disability had their blood pressure
checked, while three out of 10 people aged 50-64 years
had been screened for bowel cancer. With and without
disability, women had higher rates of blood pressure
screening than men, while men had higher rates of bowel
cancer screening.

•

Women with disability had slightly lower rates of breast
cancer screening (53%) than those without disability (57%);
while the rate of screening for women with severe disability
lagged behind at 46%.

•

People with disability, especially those with severe
disability, tended to use health services more than those
without disability.

•

The least variation by disability status was for the use of
general practitioner (GP) services. Nine out of 10 people
with disability (92%) had consulted a GP in the previous
12 months, compared with eight out of 10 people without
disability (83%). People with severe disability had almost
all (97%) seen a GP.

•

Specialist medical services were used by three-quarters
of people with severe disability (73%) in the previous 12
months, 2.4 times the rate for people without disability
(30%). People with disability used these services at 1.7
times the rate of those without disability.

•

People with disability used allied health services (e.g.,
audiologists, physiotherapists, dieticians, social workers) at
double the rate for people without disability (37% vs 19%).
Allied health service use was higher still for people with
severe disability, at 53% or nearly triple the rate for people
without disability.

•

People with disability were admitted to hospital at more
than double the rate of non-disabled people (18% vs 8%).
For men, the comparison was almost triple: 17% vs 6%.
Among people with severe disability, nearly one third (30%)
had been admitted to hospital in the past 12 months, 3.7
times the rate for those without disability (8%).
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Data gaps

Data gaps (continued)

Disability-disaggregated data are not available for the
following indicators:

For the following indicators, data reported for people
with disability are from the 2018 Survey of Disability,
Ageing and Carers; comparison data for people without
disability are not available:

17.1 Access to health services: Selected potentially
avoidable GP-type presentations to
emergency departments
17.1 Access to health services: Met need for allied
health services
17.1 Access to health services: Met need for
pharmaceuticals
17.1 Access to health services: Access to mental
health services
17.1 Access to health services: Waiting time for
GP services
17.1 Access to health services: Proportion of
pregnancies with an antenatal visit in the
first trimester

17.1 Access to health services: Met need for
GP services
17.1 Access to health services: Met need for
hospital services
17.1 Access to health services: Met need for
health services
17.1 Access to health services: Met need for
dental services
17.5 Continuity of health care: Communication
between health professionals

17.1 Access to health services: Access to specific
hospital procedures
17.1 Access to health services: Waiting time for
elective surgery
17.2 Effectiveness of health services: Selected
potentially preventable hospitalisations
17.2 Effectiveness of health services: Survival of
people diagnosed with cancer
17.2 Effectiveness of health services: Potentially
avoidable deaths
17.4 Safety of health services: Adverse events
treated in hospital
17.4 Safety of health services: Falls resulting in
patient harm in hospitals
17.5 Continuity of health care: Proportion of people
with asthma with a written asthma action plan
17.5 Continuity of health care: Proportion of people
with mental illness with a GP care plan
17.5 Continuity of health care: Proportion of people
with diabetes with a GP annual cycle of care
17.6 Cost of health services and medicines:
Bulk-billing for GP attendances
17.6 Cost of health services and medicines:
Expenditure on medications
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Table D17: Health services – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

17.1 Access to health services
Blood pressure screening

All disability

% people who reported that they had their
blood pressure checked in the last 2 years

93% (91, 94)
F: 95% (94, 97)
M: 90% (88, 92)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

89% (88, 90)
F: 91% (90, 92)
M: 86% (85, 88)

4 pt. (2, 6)
F: 4 pt. (3, 6)
M: 4 pt. (1, 6)

1.0 (1.0, 1.1)
F: 1.0 (1.0, 1.1)
M: 1.0 (1.0, 1.1)

89% (88, 90)

7 pt. (4, 10)

1.1 (1.0, 1.1)

57% (53, 61)

-4 pt. (-10, 3)

0.9 (0.8, 1.0)

57% (53, 61)

-11 pt. (-24, 2)

0.8 (0.6, 1.0)

30% (28, 33)
F: 28% (24, 32)
M: 33% (29, 37)

2 pt. (-2, 6)
F: 0 pt. (-5, 5)
M: 4 pt. (-2, 9)

1.1 (0.9, 1.2)
F: 1.0 (0.8, 1.2)
M: 1.1 (0.9, 1.3)

30% (28, 33)

0 pt. (-10, 9)

1.0 (0.7, 1.3)

83% (82, 84)
F: 88% (87, 90)
M: 78% (76, 79)

9 pt. (8, 11)
F: 8 pt. (6, 9)
M: 11 pt. (8, 13)

1.1 (1.1, 1.1)
F: 1.1 (1.1, 1.1)
M: 1.1 (1.1, 1.2)

83% (82, 85)

14 pt. (11, 17)

1.2 (1.1, 1.2)

29% (28, 31)
F: 31% (30, 33)
M: 28% (26, 30)

20 pt. (18, 22)
F: 23 pt. (20, 26)
M: 17 pt. (13, 20)

1.7 (1.6, 1.8)
F: 1.7 (1.6, 1.9)
M: 1.6 (1.5, 1.8)

30% (29, 32)

43 pt. (36, 49)

2.4 (2.2, 2.6)

19% (17, 20)
F: 23% (20, 25)
M: 14% (13, 16)

19 pt. (16, 21)
F: 19 pt. (16, 23)
M: 18 pt. (15, 20)

2.0 (1.8, 2.2)
F: 1.9 (1.6, 2.1)
M: 2.2 (2.0, 2.5)

19% (18, 21)

34 pt. (27, 41)

2.8 (2.3, 3.2)

8% (7, 9)
F: 10% (9, 12)
M: 6% (5, 7)

10 pt. (8, 12)
F: 9 pt. (6, 12)
M: 10 pt. (8, 13)

2.2 (1.9, 2.5)
F: 1.9 (1.5, 2.2)
M: 2.7 (2.1, 3.3)

8% (7, 9)

22 pt. (15, 29)

3.7 (2.9, 4.5)

7% (6, 8)
F: 8% (6, 9)
M: 7% (6, 8)

11 pt. (9, 13)
F: 12 pt. (9, 14)
M: 10 pt. (7, 13)

2.5 (2.1, 2.8)
F: 2.5 (2.1, 3)
M: 2.4 (1.8, 2.9)

7% (6, 8)

24 pt. (17, 32)

4.5 (3.3, 5.7)

Severe disability
96% (94, 99)

Breast cancer screening (women aged 50-64 years) All disability
% women aged 50-64 years who had been
screened for breast cancer in the last 2 years3

53% (48, 59)

Denominator: women aged 50-64 years

46% (35, 57)

Severe disability

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15
Bowel cancer screening (people aged 50-64 years) All disability
% people aged 50-64 years who had been
screened for bowel cancer in the last 2 years3
Denominator: people aged 50-64 years
Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

32% (29, 36)
F: 28% (23, 33)
M: 37% (33, 41)
Severe disability
31% (21, 40)

Use of GP services

All disability

% people who consulted a GP in the last
12 months

92% (91, 94)
F: 96% (95, 97)
M: 88% (86, 91)

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

Severe disability
97% (94, 100)

Use of specialist services

All disability

% people who consulted a specialist in the
last 12 months

50% (48, 52)
F: 55% (52, 57)
M: 44% (42, 47)

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

Severe disability
73% (67, 79)

Use of allied health services

All disability

% people who consulted an allied health
professional in the last 12 months

37% (35, 40)
F: 42% (39, 45)
M: 32% (30, 35)

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

Severe disability
53% (46, 60)

Use of hospitals services

All disability

% people who had been admitted to hospital
as inpatient in last 12 months

18% (16, 20)
F: 19% (17, 22)
M: 17% (14, 19)

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

Severe disability
30% (24, 37)

Use of emergency department services

All disability

% people who had visited emergency/
casualty department in last 12 months

18% (16, 20)
F: 19% (17, 21)
M: 17% (14, 19)

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

Severe disability
31% (24, 39)

(continued)
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Table D17 (continued): Health services – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Accessing healthcare

All disability

% people who had experienced no barrier to
accessing healthcare when needed in the last
12 months

85% (83, 87)
F: 83% (80, 87)
M: 86% (83, 89)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Severe disability
76% (70, 82)

Selected potentially avoidable GP-type
presentations to emergency departments

97% (96, 98)
F: 96% (95, 97)
M: 98% (97, 99)

-12 pt. (-14, -10)
F: -13 pt. (-16, -9)
M: -12 pt. (-14, -9)

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
F: 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)
M: 0.9 (0.9, 0.9)

97% (96, 98)

-21 pt. (-27, -15)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Met need for GP services

All disability

% people who reported no unmet need to see
a GP in the last 12 months

74% (72, 76)
F: 71% (69, 74)
M: 77% (74, 79)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Ratio (95% CI)

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
72% (69, 75)

Met need for specialist services

All disability

% people who reported no unmet need for
services of a medical specialist in the last
12 months

85% (84, 86)
F: 84% (82, 86)
M: 86% (85, 88)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Severe disability
81% (78, 84)

Met need for allied health services

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Met need for hospital services

All disability

% people who reported no unmet need for
hospital admission in the last 12 months

95% (94, 96)
F: 94% (93, 95)
M: 96% (95, 97)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
91% (88, 93)

Met need for health services

All disability

% people who reported no unmet need to
see a GP, for medical specialist services, or for
hospital admission in the last 12 months

67% (65, 69)
F: 64% (61, 66)
M: 70% (68, 72)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Severe disability

Comparison data for people without disability not available

63% (59, 66)

Met need for pharmaceuticals

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Access to mental health services

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Waiting time for GP services

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Proportion of pregnancies with an antenatal
visit in the first trimester

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Access to specific hospital procedures

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Waiting time for elective surgery

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Use of dental services

All disability

% people who consulted a dentist in the last
12 months

46% (44, 49)
F: 50% (48, 53)
M: 42% (38, 46)

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

48% (46, 50)
F: 52% (50, 54)
M: 44% (42, 47)

-2 pt. (-5, 1)
F: -1 pt. (-4, 2)
M: -3 pt. (-7, 2)

1.0 (0.9, 1.0)
F: 1.0 (0.9, 1.0)
M: 0.9 (0.8, 1.0)

49% (47, 51)

-5 pt. (-12, 2)

0.9 (0.8, 1.0)

Severe disability
44% (37, 51)

(continued)
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Table D17 (continued): Health services – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Met need for dental services

All disability

% people who reported no unmet need to see
a dental professional in the last 12 months

72% (70, 74)
F: 71% (69, 73)
M: 73% (70, 75)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Ratio (95% CI)

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
72% (69, 76)

17.2 Effectiveness of health services
Selected potentially preventable
hospitalisations

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Survival of people diagnosed with cancer

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Potentially avoidable deaths

Disability-disaggregated data not available

17.3 Appropriateness of health services

(Indicators not assigned)

17.4 Safety of health services
Adverse events treated in hospital

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Falls resulting in patient harm in hospitals

Disability-disaggregated data not available

17.5 Continuity of health care
Proportion of people with asthma with a
written asthma action plan

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Proportion of people with mental illness
with a GP care plan

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Proportion of people with diabetes with a GP
annual cycle of care

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Communication between health professionals

All disability

% people who had seen 3 or more health
professionals for the same condition in the
last 12 months and who reported no issues
caused by a lack of communication between
those health professionals

78% (75, 80)
F: 79% (76, 82)
M: 76% (72, 80)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
had seen 3 or more health professionals for
the same condition in last 12 months

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Severe disability
72% (68, 77)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
(continued)
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Table D17 (continued): Health services – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

17.6 Cost of health services and medicines
Bulk-billing for GP attendances

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Cost as barrier to accessing health services

All disability

% people who delayed seeing or did not see a
GP in the last 12 months because of cost
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

8% (7, 9)
F: 10% (9, 12)
M: 7% (5, 8)

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

7% (6, 9)

Severe disability

Cost as barrier to accessing dental services

All disability

% people who could not afford to get dental
treatment when they needed it

11% (9, 13)
F: 11% (9, 13)
M: 11% (9, 13)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Comparison data for people without disability not available

4% (3, 4)
F: 4% (3, 5)
M: 3% (3, 4)

7 pt. (5, 9)
F: 7 pt. (5, 9)
M: 8 pt. (5, 10)

2.9 (2.3, 3.5)
F: 2.7 (2.0, 3.4)
M: 3.2 (2.4, 4.0)

Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey,
Wave 2018
Expenditure on medications

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and
ratios have been calculated using unrounded percentages.
3. Rates for people without disability not age-standardised because this indicator relates to people in a specific age group (50-64 years).
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019)
Microdata: National Health Survey, 2017-18 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2016) Microdata: National Health Survey, 2014-15 [DataLab], accessed
July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015) Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2018) Microdata:
Personal Safety, Australia, 2016 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Melbourne Institute: Household Income and Labour Dynamics Australia Survey (HILDA), 2018.
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SERVICE SYSTEM
Disability services and supports
Baseline data for indicators in the Disability services and
supports domain are presented in Table D18. This domain
covers 5 topics:

•

Among those who needed assistance with the core
activities of Mobility, Self-care, or Oral communication,
23% had unmet needs. A higher proportion of women than
men had unmet need for assistance with core activities:
27% vs 19%. (All people who need assistance with core
activities are people with severe disability, by definition;
therefore, the data for ‘All disability’ and ‘Severe disability’
are the same for this indicator.)

•

Among those who received assistance with core activities
from organised services, 39% needed more assistance.

•

6% of people with disability had unmet needs for assistive
products. Unmet need was more than twice as high (15%)
among people with severe disability.

18.1 Access to disability support services
18.2 Appropriateness of disability services
(Indicators not assigned)
18.3 Met/unmet need for support
18.4 Met/unmet need for assistive products
18.5 Quality of disability services (Indicators not assigned)
Key messages:
•

97% of people with disability, and 90% of those with
severe disability, said they had no difficulty accessing
disability services.

•

Among those who needed assistance with activities,
four out of ten people with disability (42%) had unmet
needs for assistance in areas such as Mobility, Self-care,
Communication, Health care, Cognitive or emotional
tasks, Household chores, Property maintenance, Meal
preparation, Reading or writing, or Private transport.
Almost half of those with severe disability (48%) had
unmet needs.

•

Data gap
National data are not available for the following indicator:
18.1 Access to disability support services:
Proportion of people with disability accessing
disability services

Among people who received assistance with non-core
activities from organised services, 35% of people with
disability, and the 40% of people with severe disability,
said they needed more assistance.
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Table D18: Disability services and supports – baseline indicator data1
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

18.1 Access to disability support services
Ease of access to specialist disability services

All disability

% people who had no difficulty accessing
disability services

97% (96, 98)
F: 96% (94, 98)
M: 98% (97, 99)

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable
for this indicator

Severe disability
90% (85, 94)

Proportion of people with disability
accessing disability services

Data not available

18.2 Appropriateness of disability services

(Indicators not assigned)

18.3 Met/unmet need for support
Unmet need for assistance with activities

All disability

% people with unmet need for assistance in
one or more area of activity (Mobility, Selfcare, Communication, Health care, Cognitive
or emotional tasks, Household chores,
Property maintenance, Meal preparation,
Reading or writing, Private transport)

42% (39, 44)
F: 44% (41, 48)
M: 39% (35, 42)

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable
for this indicator

Severe disability
48% (44, 52)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years
who need assistance with one or more
area of activity
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Need for more assistance with non-core
activities from organised services
% people who need more assistance
with at least one non-core activity from
organised services
Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
receive assistance with non-core activities
from organised services

All disability
35% (32, 38)
F: 34% (30, 38)
M: 37% (32, 41)

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable
for this indicator

Severe disability
40% (34, 45)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Unmet need for assistance with core activities All disability
% people with unmet need for assistance
for core activities (Mobility, Self-care, Oral
communication)2

23% (20, 27)
F: 27% (21, 32)
M: 19% (15, 24)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
need assistance with one or more core activities

Severe disability

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable
for this indicator

23% (20, 27)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
(continued)
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Table D18 (continued): Disability services and supports – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Need for more assistance with core activities
from organised services

All disability

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
receive assistance with core activities from
organised services

Severe disability

39% (29, 49)
% people who need more assistance with at
F: 40% (27, 54)
least one core activity from organised services2 M: 38% (23, 53)

Ratio (95% CI)

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable
for this indicator

39% (29, 49)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
18.4 Met/unmet need for assistive products
Unmet need for assistive products

All disability

% people who need additional aid(s)

6% (5, 7)
F: 7% (5, 8)
M: 6% (5, 7)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable
for this indicator

Severe disability
15% (13, 18)

18.5 Quality of disability services

(Indicators not assigned)

Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
1. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator.
2. All people who need assistance with core activities are people with severe disability, by definition; therefore, the data for ‘All disability’ and ‘Severe disability’ are the
same for this indicator.
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) Microdata: Disability, Ageing and Carers, Australia, 2018 [DataLab], accessed July 2021; Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015)
Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
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SERVICE SYSTEM
Mainstream services
Baseline data for indicators in the Mainstream services domain
are presented in Table D19.
This domain covers one topic:
19.1 Access to mainstream services

Key messages:
•

72% of people with disability had no difficulty accessing
services such as banks, Centrelink, employment services,
and utilities providers. This compared with 81% for people
without disability. Among people with severe disability,
61% had no difficulty accessing these services, representing
a disability inequality gap of 20 percentage points
compared with non-disabled people.

Table D19: Mainstream services – baseline indicator data1,2
Topics and Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

19.1 Access to mainstream services
Accessing services

All disability

% people who had no difficulty accessing
services (any of: Banks or other financial
institutions; Centrelink; Employment services;
Family Assistance Office; Legal services;
Telecommunication services; Motor vehicle
registry; Utilities providers; Housing services;
Other service)

72% (69, 75)
F 72% (69, 76)
M 72% (68, 76)

81% (79, 82)
F 79% (76, 81)
M 83% (81, 85)

-9 pt. (-12, -5)
F -6 pt. (-10, -2)
M -11 pt. (-15, -7)

0.9 (0.9, 0.9)
F 0.9 (0.9, 1)
M 0.9 (0.8, 0.9)

81% (79, 83)

-20 pt. (-28, -12)

0.8 (0.7, 0.8)

Severe disability
61% (53, 68)

Source: General Social Survey 2014
Key: CI=confidence interval; F=female; M=male; pt.=percentage point
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (2015) Microdata: General Social Survey, Australia, 2014 [DataLab], accessed July 2021.
1. Rates for people without disability have been age-standardised using the age structure of the specific comparison group of people with disability.
2. Unless otherwise stated, the denominator for percentages is all people aged 18-64 years living in private dwellings. Individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item have been excluded from the denominator, with weightings for age standardisation adjusted accordingly. Differences and ratios
have been calculated using unrounded percentages
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APPENDIX 1
ABOUT THE DATA PRESENTED IN THIS REPORT
A1.1 Rationale for data sources used and choice
of disability measure
Most of the data presented in Section 2 of this report were
drawn from Australian national population surveys that
include disability identification.
The ABS Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers (SDAC) is
regarded as the ‘gold standard’ for the estimation of disability
prevalence in Australia, and is a valuable source of information
on outcomes for people with disability, including in relation
to income, housing, education, employment, transport, social
participation, and the need for and receipt of disability-related
support. SDAC uses over 160 questions to identify disability
and distinguish different subgroups of the population of
people with disability. It includes questions relating to broad
impairment types, underlying conditions causing limitations,
difficulty with activities, need for help or supervision, use of
aids, and restrictions in education and employment.
Several other ABS social surveys identify disability using a
‘Short Disability Module’ of 16 questions that aims to identify
people with disability, and to distinguish different severities
of disability, in a way that aligns with SDAC. However, in
comparison to SDAC, the Short Disability Module overestimates
the number of people with less severe forms of disability, and
thus the overall prevalence of disability [8]. Therefore, in data
from surveys that use the Short Disability Module, differences
between those with disability and without disability may be
biased (that is, underestimated or overestimated, depending
on how the outcome of interest varies between people with
disability and people without disability as identified by SDAC,
and the additional people identified as having disability by the
Short Disability Module).
Both SDAC and ABS surveys that use the Short Disability
Module allow the identification of people who experience more
severe disability, that is, greater degrees of restriction in their
everyday life:
•

•

People with a ‘severe or profound core activity limitation’
are those who cannot do, or sometimes or always
need help with, at least one of the core activities
(self-care, communication and mobility), or have difficulty
understanding or being understood by family or friends,
or can communicate more easily using sign language or
other non-spoken forms of communication.
People with a ‘specific limitation or restriction’ are those
who have a limitation with self-care, communication or
mobility, or a restriction that affects their schooling or
employment capability.

The ABS suggests use of the ‘specific limitation or restriction’
group as a broad disability measure that provides the most
consistent alignment between SDAC and surveys using the
Short Disability Module [8].
Table A1.1 presents summary information about each of the
surveys used to report baseline indicator data, including
the percentage of people aged 18-64 years with disability
according to different disability measures. Using the broad ‘all
disability’ measure, the proportion of people with disability
varies greatly, from 13% in SDAC to 30% in the National
Health Surveys. The proportion with a ‘specific limitation or
restriction’ varies somewhat less, from 11% (SDAC) to 18%
(NHS 2017-18), while there is least variation in the proportion
with a ‘severe or profound core activity limitation’, from 3.0%
(SDAC and NHS 2017-18) to 3.5% (GSS 2014).
Table A1.2 illustrates how using different disability measures
can affect findings on inequalities between people with and
without disability. For both indicators shown (‘Unemployment’
and ‘Self-rated mental health’), the estimated absolute
and relative inequalities between people with and without
disability are greater when the narrower, ‘specific restrictions’
definition of disability is used.
For the baseline indicator data in this report, we use the broad
‘all disability’ measure, because this is the measure most
often used for reporting disability data in Australia. It includes
all people with limitations, restrictions or impairments
that have lasted or are likely to last for at least 6 months
and restrict everyday activities, and an equivalent measure
of disability is used in the Household Income and Labour
Dynamics Australia Survey (HILDA). Data are disaggregated
by gender, as recommended by the Expert Panel of Advice [3].
Data on women with disability are of particular relevance for
monitoring Australia’s performance in relation to CRPD Article
6 ‘Women with disabilities’.
Where possible, data are reported for the subgroup of people
with ‘severe disability’, that is, people who have severe or
profound core activity limitation. Due to higher standard
errors associated with small sample sizes, data are not further
disaggregated by gender for people with severe disability.
For some indicators, data are available from more than
one data source. In deciding which data source to use, the
CRE-DH team agreed that ABS data sources should be given
preference over other sources (e.g., the HILDA survey) because
of consistent approach to disability identification across ABS
sources and the expectation of stability and replication of
data capture methodology over time. Other factors taken into
consideration in choosing which data source to use were the
sample size (a larger sample size allows greater certainty of
estimates) and most recent data available.
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The indicator ‘Motor vehicles’ (% people who live in a
household with one or more motor vehicles) is reported
using data from the 2016 Australian Census of Population
and Housing. A ‘Core Activity Need for Assistance’ module has
been included in the Australian Census since 2006, to measure
the number of people needing help or supervision in one or
more of the three core activity areas of self-care, mobility and
communication, because of a long-term health condition
(lasting six months or more), a disability (lasting six months or
more), or old age [12]. It is designed to align conceptually with
severe or profound core activity limitation in SDAC. Census
data corresponding to the broad ‘all disability’ measure are
not available.

The indicator ‘Younger people in residential aged care’ is
reported based on AIHW analysis of the Department of Health’s
Ageing and Aged Care Data Warehouse [13].
As the data sources used in this report relate to different
years, the data may be affected by variation over time in the
prevailing economic, social and policy context. All survey data
were collected before the COVID-19 pandemic.

Table A1.1: Summary of survey data sources used for reporting Monitoring Framework baseline indicator data

Data source and custodian

Disability identification and data collection

Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers Disability identified using over 160 questions.
(SDAC) 2018
Where possible, each person with disability in
Australian Bureau of Statistics [14]
household interviewed.
Sample size aged 18-64 years = 32,310

% People aged 18-64 years
with disability
All disability: 12.9%
Specific restrictions: 10.9%
Severe disability: 3.0%

General Social Survey (GSS) 2014

Disability identified using ABS Short Disability Module.

All disability: 26.3%

Australian Bureau of Statistics [15]

One adult per household interviewed.

Specific restrictions: 16.0%

Sample size aged 18-64 years = 9,700

Severe disability: 3.5%

National Health Survey (NHS), 2017-18

Disability identified using ABS Short Disability Module.

All disability: 30.0%

Australian Bureau of Statistics [16]

One adult and one child per household interviewed.

Specific restrictions: 18.2%

Sample size aged 18-64 years = 12,180

Severe disability: 3.0%

National Health Survey (NHS), 2014–5

Disability identified using ABS Short Disability Module.

All disability: 30.2%

Australian Bureau of Statistics [17]

One adult and one child per household interviewed

Specific restrictions: 17.0%

Sample size aged 18-64 years = 11,300

Severe disability: 3.1%

Disability identified using ABS Short Disability Module.

All disability: 19.5%

All usual residents in a household interviewed.

Specific restrictions: 12.2%

Survey of Income and Housing (SIH),
2017-18
Australian Bureau of Statistics [18]

Sample size aged 18-64 years = 19,860

Severe disability: 3.1%

Personal Safety Survey (PSS), 2016

Disability identified using ABS Short Disability Module.

All disability: 25.3%

Australian Bureau of Statistics [19]

One adult per household interviewed. Proxy interviews
not conducted.

Specific restrictions: 15.9%

Sample size aged 18-64 years = 4,540
Household Income and Labour
Dynamics Australia Survey (HILDA),
2018
Melbourne Institute [20]

Panel survey conducted annually from 2001.

Severe disability: 3.1%
All disability: 22.5%

Participation requires a moderate degree of intellectual
ability and an ability to communicate responses to
others; this will have led to the exclusion of some people
with more severe disabilities.
Interviews conducted with all household members aged
15 and over; plus self-completion questionnaire.
Sample size aged 18-64 years = 14,110
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Table A1.2: The impact of different disability measures on estimated inequalities between people with and without disability
Indicators

Disability (95% CI) No disability (95% CI) Difference (95% CI)

Unemployment

All disability

% people who are unemployed

10% (8, 11)

Denominator: people aged 18-64 years who
are in the labour force

Specific restrictions

Ratio (95% CI)

4% (3, 4)

6 (5, 7)

2.6 (2.2, 3.1)

4% (3, 4)

7 (6, 9)

3.0 (2.5, 3.5)

74% (72, 75)

-34 pt. (-36, -31)

0.5 (0.5, 0.6)

71% (70, 73)

-39 pt. (-42, -36)

0.4 (0.4, 0.5)

1

11% (9, 13)

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Self-rated mental health

All disability

% people with low levels of psychological
distress (based on Kessler 10 score)

40% (38, 42)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

32% (29, 35)

Specific restrictions

2

1. To produce the Specific restrictions group in the Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers 2018, the disability status category ‘Has disability and not limited in core
activities, or restricted in schooling or employment’ is excluded, and combined with the categories ‘Has long-term health condition but no disability’ and ‘Has no disability
or long-term health condition’ to form the No disability group.
2. To produce the Specific restrictions group in the National Health Survey 2017-18, the disability status category ‘Has no limitation or specific restriction’ is excluded, and
combined with the category ‘Has no disability or long-term health condition’ to form the No disability group.

A1.2 Data gaps and limitations
It is important to note that all data sources have limitations,
and key groups of people with disability may be missing from
specific survey and administrative data sources. For example,
people who live in ‘non private dwellings’ (e.g., disability group
homes, prisons, and boarding houses) are not included in most
population surveys. In the course of developing the Monitoring
Framework, four types of data gaps were identified:
•

The absence of any national data source for some
indicators – for example, no national data currently exist
on the experience of bullying and harassment for people
aged 18-64 years.

•

The absence of disability identifiers in some national data
sources – for example, the National Hospital Morbidity
Database does not include a disability identifier, so potential
disability-related inequalities cannot be determined
(e.g., for rates of hospitalisation for injury and poisoning).

•

Certain groups of people with disability may be missing or
under-represented in data sources that include disability
identification – for example, many ABS surveys do not cover
people living in Very Remote Areas, in discrete Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander communities, or in non-private
dwellings. (The ABS list of non-private dwellings includes
boarding houses, hospitals, psychiatric hospitals or
institutions, hostels for the disabled, nursing homes,
accommodation for people who are homeless, prisons,
and other welfare institutions, including group homes
for people with disability [12]).

•

People with disability who are not able to answer survey
questions themselves may be inadequately represented –
ABS survey user guides advise that, where a selected adult
is not able to answer for themselves due to significant longterm illness or disability, a proxy person may be interviewed
on their behalf, provided the interviewer is assured that
this is acceptable to the selected person [16]. However, use
of proxy respondents can affect the data produced and
may compromise data validity, particularly for subjective
measures such as self-rated health [21]. In the ABS Personal
Safety Survey, the sensitive voluntary component of the
survey (covering issues such as experience of violence and
abuse and feelings of safety) was not included for proxy
interviews [19].

All survey data presented in this report relate to people living
in private households. SDAC provides limited data on people
who live in health establishments that provide long-term
cared accommodation, but the questionnaire used for this
survey component was much shorter (focusing on health
conditions, core activities, use of aids, and assistance provided)
and was completed by a staff member for each selected
occupant; the data do not cover broader topics relevant to
social and economic outcomes. Therefore, data from the cared
accommodation component of SDAC are not included in the
baseline indicator data.
Appendix 2 provides information on how each indicator
is specified, in relation to data items and categories in the
relevant data source. It also identifies indicators that cannot
be reported because no data on people with disability are
available, either due to lack of disability identifiers in relevant
data sources or the absence of any national data source.
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A1.3 Reporting data for indicators and
measuring inequality
Most indicators are reported as the percentage of the relevant
population group who have a specific characteristic, for
example, ‘% people who feel safe or very safe at home alone
after dark’. Usually, the denominator is all people aged 18 to
64 years in the relevant population group (e.g., people with
disability, women with disability). For some indicators, a
subgroup of the relevant population group is used. For example,
the indicator ‘% people who are unemployed’ is calculated
using as the denominator all people aged 18 to 64 years who
are in the labour force (i.e., in work or actively looking for work);
people not in the labour force are excluded from the calculation
of unemployment rate. Any restrictions to the denominator are
noted alongside the indicator data presented.
Missing values (such as ‘don’t know’ or ‘not stated’ response
categories) are excluded when producing the indicator data.
Inequalities between people with and without disability are
calculated in two ways:
Difference. The percentage point difference between the
percentage for people with and without disability reveals
what is commonly called the absolute inequality between
these two groups:
[% for people with disability] – [% for people without disability]
This difference is sometimes referred to as a ‘gap’.
Ratio. The ratio, calculated as the percentage for people
with disability divided by the percentage for people without
disability, reveals what is commonly called the relative
inequality between these two groups:
[% for people with disability] / [% for people without disability]
Differences and ratios can also be calculated in an equivalent
way for indicators that are reported using measures other than
the percentage of the population with a given characteristic,
for example, dollars ($) for the indicator ‘Median current
weekly disposable income’.
Note that both the differences and the ratios reported in the data
tables are calculated using unrounded percentages. However,
the data presented in the data tables are rounded. Percentages
and percentage point differences are rounded to the nearest
whole number (or to one decimal place if the percentage is very
low). Ratios are rounded to one decimal place.
If inequality between people with and without disability were
to reduce over time for a given indicator, trend data would
show percentage point differences moving towards 0, and
ratios moving towards 1 (perfect equality).

For indicators that are positively stated (e.g., ‘% people
employed’), a percentage point difference of less than 0
(i.e., a negative difference) and a ratio of less than 1 suggests
disability-related disadvantage for that indicator. Positively
stated indicators are often referred to as attainment indicators,
and a higher value is considered better for these indicators.
Most indicators in the Monitoring Framework are attainment
indicators. For attainment indicators, percentage point
differences moving up towards 0 and ratios moving up towards
1 over time would demonstrate progress in reducing disabilityrelated disadvantage.
For indicators that are negatively stated (e.g., ‘% people who
are unemployed’), a percentage point difference of more
than 0 (i.e., a positive difference) and a ratio of more than 1
suggests disability-related disadvantage. Negatively stated
indicators are often referred to as shortfall or deficit indicators,
and a lower value is considered better for these indicators.
For shortfall indicators, percentage point differences moving
down towards 0 and ratios moving down towards 1 over time
would demonstrate progress in reducing disability-related
disadvantage.
Ratios can be interpreted as the multiplication factor required
to achieve equality between people with and without
disability. For example, a ratio of 0.6 means that the percentage
of people with disability who have a given characteristic is sixtenths of that for people without disability. A ratio of 1.4 means
that the percentage of people with disability who have that
characteristic is 1.4 times that for people without disability.
Some care is required when interpreting ratios. In the case
of indicators for which the percentage for people with disability
is lower than the percentage for people without disability
(as is usually found for attainment indicators), the ratio can vary
between 0 and 1. A ratio of 0.5 means that the percentage of
people with disability who have a given characteristic is half that
for people without disability or, conversely, the percentage of
people without disability who have that characteristic is twice
that for people with disability. In the case of indicators for which
the percentage is higher for people with disability than for people
without disability (as is usually found for shortfall indicators),
the ratio can vary between 1 and infinity. A ratio of 2.0 means
that the percentage of people with disability who have a given
characteristic is twice that for people without disability.
For a given indicator, the percentage point difference
and the ratio provide different but related measures of
(dis)advantage. To fully understand how inequalities are
changing over time, it is important to consider both the change
in the overall prevalence of an outcome (e.g., ‘% people who
are unemployed’) and the change in inequalities according to
different measures.
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A hypothetical example is given in Table A1.3 for
unemployment, a shortfall indicator. Between Time 1 and
Time 2, the unemployment rate has gone down for people
with disability, which is a positive trend for this outcome.
There has been no change in the percentage point difference
between people with and without disability, suggesting that
absolute inequality has remained stable. However, the ratio
has increased from 2.0 to 3.0: people with disability went from
being twice as likely to three times as likely to be unemployed,
compared with people without disability. Thus, relative
inequality increased over this time period, and disabilityrelated disadvantage worsened on this measure.
It should be noted that interpretation of change over time in
ratios can require careful thought; regard should be had to
whether the indicator is an attainment or shortfall measure,
and the magnitude of the underlying population percentages
(e.g., for an uncommon outcome there could be a very small
percentage point difference but a very large ratio, and this
should be considered when interpreting change over time) [22].
Table A1.3: Hypothetical trend data for percentage of
people unemployed, by disability status

Time 1
unemployment

Time 2
unemployment

People with
disability

20%

15%

People without
disability

10%

5%

Difference

10 pt.

10 pt.

Ratio

2.0

3.0

As data on the Monitoring Framework indicators become
available over time from ongoing collections, it will be possible
to determine whether absolute and/or relative inequalities are
reducing, remaining unchanged, or worsening over time for
people with disability compared with their non-disabled peers.
As data become available on indicators which currently have
no data, baseline data, and subsequently trend data, will
be reported.

A1.4 Confidence intervals
Survey data are used to estimate the prevalence of a
characteristic for the whole population based on the
prevalence observed within the survey sample. Therefore,
sampling error affects confidence in the reported baseline
indicator data. For this reason, 95% confidence intervals
have been calculated to provide a measure of the uncertainty
around each estimated percentage, percentage point
difference or ratio. There is a 95% chance the true population
value lies between the lower and upper boundaries of the
confidence interval.
Confidence intervals can be used to provide an indication of
how confident we are, given the available data, that there is
in fact an inequality between two groups. If the confidence
intervals for the percentage for people with disability and
people without disability do not overlap, we would be very
confident that the actual population percentages are likely
to be different.
If the confidence interval for a percentage point difference
contains the value ‘0’, we cannot be confident, based on the
available data, that an absolute inequality exists between
people with and without disability for that indicator.
If the confidence interval for a ratio contains the value ‘1.0’,
we cannot be confident, based on the available data, that a
relative inequality exists between people with and without
disability for that indicator.
Because of small survey sample sizes, some confidence
intervals are very wide. In such cases, important differences
may exist, but we may not have enough observations to
confidently conclude this

A1.5 Age standardisation
Different population groups have different age structures.
The population of people with disability has a greater
proportion of people in older age groups, compared to the
population of people without disability (Figure A1.1). Different
age structures can make it difficult to compare percentages
between populations, because people in particular age groups
are likely to be more or less ‘at risk’ in relation to certain
outcomes (e.g., unemployment) than people in other age
groups. The confounding effect of population age structure
can be controlled for using age standardisation, allowing more
meaningful comparison between different populations.
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Figure A1.1: Age distribution (% of people in each age group) for people aged 18-64 years living in households:
people with severe disability, all people with disability, and people with no disability.
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Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers 2018

In this report, we present ‘crude’ or un-standardised
percentages for people with disability and agestandardised percentages for people without disability.
Percentages for people without disability are standardised to
the age structure of the population with disability. To do this,
the age-specific rates (percentages within 5-year age groups)
for people without disability are weighted according to the age
structure of the population with disability then summed to
produce the overall age-standardised percentage [23].
Percentages for people without disability are standardised to
the age structure for the specific group of people with disability
to whom the indicator relates, e.g., women with disability,
people with severe disability, or people with disability who
are in the labour force. Thus, percentages for people with
disability can be interpreted as the actual percent of people
within that group (e.g., the actual percentage of people with
severe disability who are employed). Percentages for people
without disability are the hypothetical percentages that would
have been observed if the population without disability had
the same age structure as the population with disability. In this
way, the percentages presented can be meaningfully compared
for people with and without disability, knowing that any
differences are not due to different population age structures.

Age-standardised percentages for people without disability
are used to calculate the percentage point differences
and ratios reported. For some indicators, the different age
structures of the population of people with disability and the
population of people with severe disability result in different
age-standardised percentages for people with no disability.
Table A1.4 illustrates the effect of age-standardising
percentages for people without disability. For ‘Labour force
participation’, the crude percentage for people without
disability is 86%, while the age-standardised percentage
is 84%. If the crude percentage were used to calculate the
percentage point difference between people with and
without disability, the difference would be 32 points, that is,
greater than the 30 point difference obtained when the agestandardised percentage is used. The additional 2 percentage
point difference when the crude percentage is used is due to
the different age structures of the two populations.
A few indicators are reported for narrower age ranges
(e.g., people aged 15–24 years or aged 50–64 years).
In such cases, age standardisation is not applied, and
crude percentages are reported for both people with
and without disability.
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Table A1.4: Labour force participation: crude percentages for people with disability, and crude versus age-standardised
percentages for people without disability, people aged 18-64 years
Disability (95% CI)

No disability (95% CI)

Crude rate:

Age-standardised rate:

54% (53, 56)

84% (84, 85)

Crude rate:

Crude rate:

54% (53, 56)

86% (86–87)

Difference (95% CI)

Ratio (95% CI)

-30 pt. (-32, -28)

0.6 (0.6, 0.7)

-32 pt. (-34, -30)

0.6 (0.6, 0.7)

A1.6 Indicators that relate only to people
with disability
As well as reporting on inequalities between people with
and without disability, it is important to report on outcomes
that relate specifically to people with disability, where such
outcomes provide insights into the disadvantage experienced
by people with disability. For this reason, the Monitoring
Framework includes some indicators that are relevant
only for people with disability, for example, ‘% people who
had not experienced discrimination due to disability in
the last 12 months’ and ‘% people who need additional
aid(s)’. Examining trend data over time will be important,
for example to determine whether the percentage of people
who had not experienced discrimination due to disability
in the last 12 months is increasing (a positive trend) or
decreasing (a negative trend). Also, it is relevant to investigate
whether inequalities exist between different groups within
the population of people with disability, e.g., by gender,
impairment type, cultural and linguistic background, or urban
or rural location.
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APPENDIX 2
DISABILITY AND WELLBEING MONITORING
FRAMEWORK INDICATOR SPECIFICATION
Table A2.1 presents details of how indicators are specified
based on data item categories within data sources. The
intention is to enable the baseline data to be reproduced, and
to enable comparable data to be produced from subsequent
survey years to monitor trends over time.
For each indicator, the data source used is given in the
left column. The right column provides information on
the data items (with variable names in parentheses) and
categories used to produce baseline data for that indicator,
and the denominator population. For many indicators the
denominator is ‘People aged 18-64’. Where applicable, the
denominator is further restricted in order to:
•

include only those people for whom the relevant survey
question was asked (e.g., 18.3 ‘% people who need more
assistance with at least one core activity from organised
services’); and/or

•

align with the indicator definition (e.g., 12.3 ‘% people who
are unemployed’); and/or

•

exclude individuals for whom a ‘not stated’ or ‘not known’
response was given for the relevant data item (e.g., 4.1 ‘%
people who met the Physical Activity Guidelines 2014’).

Any denominator restrictions are applied when producing
the age structure of the population with disability used to age
standardise rates for people without disability (as described
in Appendix 1). That is, for a given indicator, rates for people
without disability are standardised to the age structure of the
population with disability included in the denominator for
that indicator.
Most indicators are positively stated ‘attainment’ indicators.
In Table A2.1, negatively stated ‘shortfall’ indicators are flagged
in the left column by the statement ‘(A lower value is better for
this indicator)’.
Table A2.2 presents details of how ‘All disability’ and ‘Severe
disability’ groupings are defined based on data item categories
within data sources.
For each survey data source, survey weights supplied by the
data custodian were used when producing the indicator data.
Survey weights are values that indicate how many population
units are represented by a given sample unit. Where available,
replicate weights were used to enable accurate estimation of
confidence intervals.

Denominators are further restricted according to the population
for whom the indicator is being reported (e.g., by disability
status or gender).
Table A2.1: Indicator specifications: details of how indicators were specified based on data item categories within data sources

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

HEALTH
1. Subjective health and wellbeing
1.2 Self-rated wellbeing
Self-rated health

Self-assessed health (SF12Q2) = 1. Excellent OR 2. Very good

% people who reported their health to be ‘very
good’ or ‘excellent’

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
1.2 Self-rated wellbeing
Life satisfaction
% people who rated their overall life satisfaction
as 7 or higher on a scale of 0 to 10

Overall life satisfaction (OLIFESAT) >=7 AND <=10 (0 ‘not at all satisfied’,
10 ‘completely satisfied’)
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
Subjective well-being

Disability-disaggregated data not available

1.3 Self-rated mental health
Self-rated mental health

Kessler 10 score – categorised (K10CATEG) = 1. Low distress level

% people with low levels of psychological
distress (based on Kessler 10 score)

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Kessler 10 score – categorised
(K10CATEG) = 8. Not asked OR 9. Unable to determine score

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
(continued)
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

2. Morbidity
2.1 Incidence of selected health conditions
Incidence of heart attacks

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Incidence of selected cancers

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Notification rates of sexually transmissible
infections and blood-borne viruses

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Incidence of end-stage kidney disease

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Incidence of heart attacks

Disability-disaggregated data not available

2.2. Prevalence of selected health conditions
Depression
% people who reported having current and longterm depression

Condition status (CONDSTAT) =1. Ever told has condition, still current and long-term OR 4.
Not known or not ever told, but condition current and long-term
AND

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Type of condition ICD10 (EVERCDDL) = ICD_40 (Depression)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Anxiety

Condition status (CONDSTAT) = 1. Ever told has condition, still current and long-term
OR 4. Not known or not ever told, but condition current and long-term

% people who reported having current and
long-term anxiety-related problems
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

AND
Type of condition ICD10 (EVERCDDL) = ICD_44 (Feeling anxious, nervous or tense) OR
ICD_45 (Anxiety disorder, including generalised anxiety disorder) OR ICD_46 (Panic
Disorder) OR ICD_47 (Panic Attacks) OR ICD_48 (Phobic anxiety disorders) OR ICD_49
(Obsessive Compulsive disorder) OR ICD_50 (Post Traumatic Stress disorder) OR ICD_51
(Other anxiety related disorder)
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Diabetes
% people who reported having current and
long-term diabetes
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
Asthma
% people who reported having current and
long-term asthma

Condition status (CONDSTAT) = 1. Ever told has condition, still current and long-term
OR 4. Not known or not ever told, but condition current and long-term
AND
Type of condition ICD10 (EVERCDDL) = ICD_27 (Type A Diabetes mellitus) OR ICD_28
(Type B Diabetes mellitus) OR ICD_29 (Type unknown Diabetes mellitus)
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
Condition status (CONDSTAT) = 1. Ever told has condition, still current and long-term
OR 4. Not known or not ever told, but condition current and long-term
AND

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Type of condition ICD10 (EVERCDDL) = ICD_109 (Asthma)

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Prevalence of poor dental health

Disability-disaggregated data not available

2.3 Cause-specific hospitalisation
Hospitalisation for injury and poisoning

Disability-disaggregated data not available

3. Mortality
3.1 All-cause mortality

(Indicators not assigned)

3.2 Cause-specific mortality

(Indicators not assigned)

3.3 Life expectancy

(Indicators not assigned)

3.4 Suicide
Suicide rate

Disability-disaggregated data not available

4. Lifestyle factors
4.1 Physical activity
Physical activity level
% people who met the Physical Activity
Guidelines 2014
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Physical Activity Guidelines 2014 - age group 18-64 years (PAG18T64) = 1. Met 2014 physical
activity guideline for age group 18-64 years
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Physical Activity Guidelines 2014 - age
group 18-64 years (PAG18T64) = 8. Not known if met 2014 physical activity guideline for
age group 18-64 years
(continued)
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

4.2 Smoking
Smoker status

Daily smoker status (SMKDAILY) = 1. Current daily smoker

% people who current smoke every day

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
4.3 Alcohol consumption
Risky alcohol consumption
% people who exceeded the lifetime alcohol risk
level - 7 day average (2009 guidelines)
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Lifetime alcohol risk level - 7 day average (2009 guidelines) (ALCLTR7D) = 1.
Exceeded guidelines
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Lifetime alcohol risk level - 7 day
average (2009 guidelines) (ALCLTR7D) = 9. Time since last consumed alcohol not known

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
4.4 Diet
Fruit and vegetable consumption
% people who met both fruit and
vegetable consumption guidelines
(2013 NHRMC guidelines)

Whether fruit and vegetable consumption met recommended guidelines (2013 NHRMC
guidelines) (RDI2013) = 1. Met both fruit and vegetable guidelines
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
Vegetable consumption
% people who met vegetable consumption
guidelines (2013 NHRMC guidelines)

Whether vegetable consumption met recommended guidelines (2013 NHRMC guidelines)
(RDIVEG) = 1. Met recommended guidelines
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
Fruit consumption
% people who met fruit consumption guidelines
(2013 NHRMC guidelines)

Whether fruit consumption met recommended guidelines (2013 NHRMC guidelines)
(RDIFRUIT) = 1. Met recommended guidelines
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
4.5 Drug use

(Indicators not assigned)

5. Personal biomedical factors
5.1 BMI/obesity
Body Mass Index (BMI)
% people who are overweight or obese based on
BMI measurement
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Body Mass Index - measured - categories (whole years scale for all ages) (BMICATWY) =
16. Overweight OR 7. Obese Class 1 OR 8. Obese Class 2 (Adult only) OR 9. Obese Class 3
(Adult only)
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18
5.2 Blood pressure

(Indicators not assigned)

5.3 Blood glucose

(Indicators not assigned)

SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH
6. Physical environment
6.1 Air, water and noise

(Indicators not assigned)

6.2 Built environment accessibility
Accessing buildings or facilities
% people who had no difficulty accessing
buildings or facilities in last 12 months
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Accessing social venues
% people who had no difficulty accessing social
venues in last 12 months (Restaurants or cafés;
Bars, clubs or pubs; Public parks or recreation
venues; Movies, concerts, theatres or other
performing arts events)

Whether had difficulty accessing locations due to disability in the last 12 months (ACCLOC)
= 2. Has not had difficulty accessing buildings or facilities in last 12 months
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether had difficulty accessing
locations due to disability in the last 12 months (ACCLOC) = 0. Not applicable
Comparison data for people without disability not available
Types of facilities had difficulties accessing in the last 12 months (TYPFAC): TYPFACG = 0
(Restaurants or cafés) AND TYPFACH = 0 (Bars, clubs or pubs) AND TYPFACI = 0 (Public
parks or recreation venues) AND TYPFACJ = 0 (Movies, concerts, theatres or other
performing arts events)
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether had difficulty accessing
locations due to disability in the last 12 months (ACCLOC) = 0. Not applicable

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not available

6.3 Access to the natural environment

(Indicators not assigned)
(continued)
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

7. Transport
7.1 Transport availability and accessibility
Public transport use
% people who could use some form of
public transport

Ability to use public transport (TRAABPUB) = 1. Could use all forms of public transport OR
2. Could use some but not all forms
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Access to private motor vehicle

Access to motor vehicle/s to drive (TRANSMOT) = 1. Access to motor vehicle(s)

% people who have access to motor vehicle/s
to drive

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
% people who have a licence and drive monthly
or more often

Driver status - private transport (TRADRVST) = 1. Licensed and drives daily OR 2. Licensed
and drives at least once a week OR 3. Licensed and drives at least once a month

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Driver status - private transport
(TRADRVST) = Not applicable
Comparison data for people without disability not available

Transport – general
% people who can easily get to places they need
to go

Perceived level of difficulty with transport (TTRANDIFC) = 1. Can easily get to the places
needed
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
8. Food
8.1 Access to food

(Indicators not assigned)

8.2 Cost of food

(Indicators not assigned)

9. Information and communications
9.1 Information accessibility

(Indicators not assigned)

9.2 Internet and phone access
Internet access

Has access to the internet at home (lsinthm) = 1. Yes

% people who have access to the internet
at home

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Has access to the internet at home
(lsinthm) = -3. Don’t know OR -4. Refused/not stated OR -10 Non-responding

Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey, Wave 2018
Internet use
% people who used the internet in the last
3 months
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Whether used the internet in the last 3 months (COMINTPE) = 1. Used the internet in the
last 3 months
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
Comparison data for people without disability not available

9.3 Health literacy
Health literacy
% people who said it was always or usually easy
to find good health information

Is it difficult or easy for you to find information about health problems (HLSQ26) = 4.
Usually easy OR 5. Always easy
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18 (Health
Literacy Survey 2018)
% people who said it was always or usually easy
to find the right health care

Is it difficult or easy for you to find the right health care (HLSQ24) = 4. Usually easy OR 5.
Always easy

Source: National Health Survey 2017-18 (Health
Literacy Survey 2018)

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

10. Income and material resources
10.1 Income
Household Income

Current weekly HH equivalised disposable income (Person level) (EQDSPCH8) > 200.028
AND <=549.309

% people living in low-income households (in the
bottom 20% of equivalised household disposable Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
weekly income)
Note: consistent with ABS methods, low-income households are defined as households in the lowest
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

equivalised disposable household income quintile, excluding the 1st and 2nd percentiles. The 1st and 2nd
percentiles are excluded due to the high wealth and expenditure characteristics those households exhibit, and
the prevalence of income types other than employee income and government pensions and allowances [18].

(continued)
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

Personal income

Current weekly disposable income (DISPSCP8) – Median for people aged 15–24 years

Median current weekly disposable income ($),
people aged 15-24 years

Note: Income is reported in 2017 Australian dollars.

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017
Median current weekly disposable income ($),
people aged 25-49 years
Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017
Median current weekly disposable income ($),
people aged 50-64 years
Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

Current weekly disposable income (DISPSCP8) – Median for people aged 25-49 years
Note: Income is reported in 2017 Australian dollars.
Current weekly disposable income (DISPSCP8) – Median for people aged 50-64 years
Note: Income is reported in 2017 Australian dollars.

Source of income

Main source of current income (PSRC8CP) = 3. Government pensions and allowances

% people for whom a Government pension or
allowance is main source of current income

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017
10.2 Wealth

(Indicators not assigned)

10.3 Material assets
Motor vehicles

Number of Motor Vehicles (VEHRD) = NOT 0. No motor vehicles

% people living in a household with one or more
motor vehicles

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Census of Population and Housing, 2016
Difficulty paying bills on time
% people living in a household that reported
having difficulty paying bills in last 12 months

Type(s) of cash flow problem(s) (CASHFLT) = 1. Could not pay electricity, gas, or telephone
bills on time
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: General Social Survey 2014
Household finances
% people living in a household that reported no
cash-flow problems in the last 12 months
Source: General Social Survey 2014

Number of different types of cash flow problems in last 12 months (CASHFLC) = 1. No cash
flow problems reported
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Type(s) of cash flow problem(s)
(CASHFLT) = 9. Not known or not stated

Access to emergency funds

Ability to raise emergency money (EMERGMNY) = 1. Could raise $2,000 within a week

% people living in a household that could raise
$2000 within a week for an emergency

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Ability to raise emergency money
(EMERGMNY) = 6. Don’t know

Source: General Social Survey 2014
10.4 Future economic security

(Indicators not assigned)

11. Housing
11.1 Housing affordability
Housing stress
% people living in a household with equivalised
household disposable income in the bottom
40%, where housing costs account for more
than 30% household disposable income
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017

Current weekly HH equivalised disposable income (Person level) (EQDSPCH8) > 200.028
AND <= 774.83
AND
Weekly housing costs as a percentage of gross income (HCOSTSH7) >=30
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
Note: consistent with ABS methods, the household income thresholds used to calculate this indicator
include the 38% of people with equivalised disposable household income between the 3rd and 40th
percentiles [24].

11.2 Housing conditions
Overcrowding
% people living in a household where 1 or
more additional bedroom/s is needed
(Canadian National Occupancy Standard)
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

% people living in a household where 1 or more additional bedroom/s is needed (Canadian
National Occupancy Standard) (HUTILCH) = 01. At least 4 more bedrooms needed OR 02.
3 more bedrooms needed OR 03. 2 more bedrooms needed OR 04. 1 more bedroom
needed
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017
(continued)
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

11.3 Living arrangements
Younger people in residential aged care

YPIRAC-tables-September-2021

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Table 2. Number of people under the age of 45 living in permanent residential aged care,
by state and territory

Source: https://www.gen-agedcaredata.gov.au/
Resources/Younger-people-in-residential-agedcare (Accessed March 2022)

Table 3. Number of people under the age of 65 living in permanent residential aged care,
by state and territory
AIHW analysis of the Department of Health’s Ageing and Aged Care Data Warehouse.
Data were extracted on 11 November 2021; future extracts of these data may change
and thus alter final numbers.

11.4 Housing tenure
Tenure type

Tenure - Person (TENUREP) = 1. Owner without a mortgage OR 2. Owner with a mortgage

% people who were home owners (with or
without a mortgage)

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Income and Housing 2017
11.5 Homelessness
Homelessness
% people who have never experienced
homelessness

Whether ever experienced homelessness (EVRHMLES) = 0. Had not experienced
homelessness
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
12. Employment
12.1 Labour force participation
Labour force participation rate
% people in the labour force (employed or
seeking employment)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Labour force status and full-time/part-time status (LFSFTPT) = 1. Employed working
full-time OR 2. Employed working part-time OR 3. Unemployed looking for full-time
work only OR 4. Unemployed looking for part-time work only OR 5. Unemployed looking
for full-time or part-time work
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

12.2 Employment
Employment
% people employed
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Labour force status and full-time/part-time status (LFSFTPT) = 1. Employed working
full-time OR 2. Employed working part-time
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Engagement in employment, education
and training

Labour force status and full-time/part-time status (LFSFTPT) = 1. Employed working fulltime OR 2. Employed working part-time

% people engaged in employment, education
or training

OR

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Full-time or part-time study status for those studying a non-school qualification
(STDYFTPT) = 1. Studying full-time OR 2. Studying part-time
OR
Whether attends school (SCHATTDR) = 1. Attending school
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

12.3 Unemployment
Unemployment rate
% people who are unemployed
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Youth unemployment rate
% people aged 15-24 years who are unemployed
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Labour force status and full-time/part-time status (LFSFTPT) = 3. Unemployed looking
for full-time work only OR 4. Unemployed looking for part-time work only OR 5.
Unemployed looking for full-time or part-time work
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Labour force status and full-time/parttime status (LFSFTPT) = 6. Not in the labour force
Labour force status and full-time/part-time status (LFSFTPT) = 3. Unemployed looking
for full-time work only OR 4. Unemployed looking for part-time work only OR 5.
Unemployed looking for full-time or part-time work
Denominator: People aged 15-24 years; Exclude: Labour force status and full-time/parttime status (LFSFTPT) = 6. Not in the labour force
(continued)
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

Long-term unemployment rate

Duration of unemployment (ranges) (LFSUEMPL) = 7. 52 weeks and under 104 weeks OR 8.
104 weeks or more

% people who have been looking for work for 12
months or more
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Labour force status and full-time/parttime status (LFSFTPT) = 6. Not in the labour force

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
12.4 Underemployment
Underemployment
% people employed who usually work 34 hours
or less per week and would like a job with
more hours
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Whether would like a job with more hours (WRKMORHR) = 1. Would like a job with
more hours
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Labour force status and full-time/parttime status (LFSFTPT) = 3. Unemployed looking for full-time work only OR 4. Unemployed
looking for part-time work only OR 5. Unemployed looking for full-time or part-time
work OR 6. Not in the labour force

12.5 Job conditions
Leave entitlements

Leave entitlements in main job (LEAVEENT) = 1. With leave entitlements

% employees who have leave entitlements in
their main job

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Status in employment in main job
(EMPSTAC) = NOT 1. Employee AND Leave entitlements in main job (LEAVEENT) = 0.
Not applicable

Source: General Social Survey 2014
Employment in high skill jobs

Occupation in (main) job - broad groupings (LFSOCCDL) = 1. Managers

% people employed who are in high skill jobs
(Managers, Professionals, Technicians and
Trades Workers)

OR 2. Professionals OR 3. Technicians and Trades Workers

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Labour force status and full-time/parttime status (LFSFTPT) = 3. Unemployed looking for full-time work only OR 4. Unemployed
looking for part-time work only OR 5. Unemployed looking for full-time or part-time
work OR 6. Not in the labour force

12.6 Pay

(Indicators not assigned)

12.7 Employment accommodations
Job modifications and reasonable adjustments

Disability-disaggregated data not available

12.8 Attitudes and discrimination in the workplace
Workplace disability discrimination
% people who experienced unfair treatment
or discrimination due to disability in the past
12 months from their employer and/or work
colleagues
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Source of unfair treatment or discrimination due to disability in the last 12 months
<multiple response> (WHODISC) = 1. Employer OR 2. Work colleagues
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Main questionnaire interview type
(excluding screen questions and carer interview) (INTTYPE) = 10. Personal interview interviewed by proxy due to disability or health conditions OR 11. Personal interview
- interviewed by proxy due to other reasons

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable for this indicator

Discrimination in finding work

(Question asked of people who applied for job with new employer in the past 2 years)
Were you ever unsuccessful due to discrimination against you? (jdadis) = 1. Yes

% people unsuccessful in job application due
to discrimination
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey, Wave 2018

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Were you ever unsuccessful due to
discrimination against you? (jdadis) = -1 Not asked OR -3. Don’t know OR -4. Refused/not
stated OR -10. Non-responding

13. Education
13.1 Educational attainment
Educational attainment

Highest year of school completed (EDULVLHS) = 1. Year 12 or equivalent

% people who have completed Year 12

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
% people with non-school educational
qualification

Level of highest non-school qualification (ASCED) (EDULVNDL) = NOT 998. No non-school
qualification

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
(continued)
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

13.2 Access to education and training
Current participation in education
% people currently studying
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Full-time or part-time study status for those studying a non-school qualification
(STDYFTPT) = 1. Studying full-time OR 2. Studying part-time
OR
Whether attends school (SCHATTDR) = 1. Attending school
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

13.3 Attitudes and discrimination in education
Experience of disability-related discrimination
in educational

Disability-disaggregated data not available

14. Family and relationships
14.1 Intimate relationships
Social marital status
% people who are married in a registered or
defacto marriage

Social marital status (PSNSOCAL) = 1. Married in a registered marriage OR 2. Married in a
defacto marriage
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
14.2 Parenting and caring roles
Parenting role
% people with parenting responsibilities for
child/ren aged 17 years or less
Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey, Wave 2018
Caring role
% people who are primary carers
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Has parenting responsibilities for any children aged 17 years or less (paresp) = 1. Yes OR 3.
Not stated, presumed yes
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Has parenting responsibilities for any
children aged 17 years or less (paresp) = -4. Refused/not stated OR -8. No SCQ OR -10.
Non-responding
Carer status (CARER09) = 1. Primary carer and other carer OR 2. Primary carer only OR 3.
Unconfirmed primary carer
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

14.3 Involvement with child protection
Children placed in out-of-home care
(for parents with and without disability)

Disability-disaggregated data not available

15 Social and civic involvement
15.1 Participation in social and civic activities
Participation in community or social groups
or activities

Whether involved in social group in the last 12 months (SOCIAGPR) = 1. Involved in social
groups in the last 12 months

% people who were involved in a social group in
the last 12 months

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether involved in social group in the
last 12 months (SOCIAGPR) = 6. Don’t know

Source: General Social Survey 2014
Participation in cultural, recreation and
leisure pursuits

Whether has attended any selected cultural venues and events in last 12 months (ATTCULT)
= 1. Has attended selected culture and leisure activities in last 12 months

% people who attended selected cultural venues
and events in the last 12 months

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
% people who attended sporting events as a
spectator, in the last 12 months

Whether has attended any sporting events as a spectator in last 12 months (ATTSPECT) = 1.
Has attended sporting event/s as a spectator in last 12 months

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Participation in civic or political activities

Whether involved in civic or political group in the last 12 months (CIVPOLRG) = 1. Involved
in civic or political groups in the last 12 months

% people who were involved in a civic or political
group in the last 12 months
Source: General Social Survey 2014

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether involved in civic or political
group in the last 12 months (CIVPOLRG) = 6. Don’t know

Participation in religious or spiritual
group activities

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Volunteering

Whether did unpaid voluntary work in last 12 months through an organisation (VOLWORK)
= 1. Did unpaid voluntary work in last 12 months through an organisation

% people who did unpaid voluntary work in the
last 12 months through an organisation

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
(continued)
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

15.2 Social connectedness
Seeing friends/family not living in the
same household

Frequency of seeing family/friends not living in same household in last 3 months (FREQFAM)
= 1. Every day OR 2. In the last week

% people who see family or friends not living in
same household once a week or more often

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Social media use

Reasons accessed the internet in the last 3 months (COMIACT) = 2. Social networking

% people who accessed the internet in the last 3
months for social networking.

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Having people to confide in
% people who have someone outside their
household to confide in

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Has ex-household family/friends to confide in (FAMFRCON) = 1. Has ex-household friends
or family members to confide in
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
Availability of social network support in times
of crisis

Ability to get support in times of crisis (ABLESUPP) = 1. Able to get support in times of crisis
from persons living outside the household

% people who feel they are able to get support
in times of crisis from someone living outside
the household

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
16. Justice and safety
16.1 Experience of discrimination
Experience of discrimination or being
treated unfairly
% people who have not experienced
discrimination or been treated unfairly

Whether experienced discrimination or been treated unfairly (EXPDISRC) = 5. No
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether experienced discrimination or
been treated unfairly (EXPDISRC) = 6. Don’t know

Source: General Social Survey 2014
Experience of disability-related discrimination
% people who had not experienced
discrimination due to disability in the last
12 months
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Whether has experienced discrimination due to disability in the last 12 months (WTHDISCR)
= 2. Has not experienced discrimination
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Main questionnaire interview type
(excluding screen questions and carer interview) (INTTYPE) = 10. Personal interview interviewed by proxy due to disability or health conditions OR 11. Personal interview
- interviewed by proxy due to other reasons
Comparison data for people without disability not applicable for this indicator

16.2 Experience of violence and abuse
Experience of bullying or harassment

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Experience of partner violence

Whether experienced intimate partner violence since age 15 (WIPVIO) = 3. Did not
experience intimate partner violence

% people who did not experience violence by an
intimate partner since age 15 years

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Personal Safety Survey 2016
Experience of physical violence
% people who were not a victim of physical or
threatened violence in last 12 months
Source: General Social Survey 2014
Experience of sexual violence
% people who did not experience sexual violence
since age 15 years

Victim of physical or threatened violence in last 12 months (ASSAULT) = 2. Not a victim of
physical or threatened violence
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Victim of physical or threatened
violence in last 12 months (ASSAULT) = 8. Not stated
Whether experienced sexual violence since age 15 (WSV) = 3. Did not experience
sexual violence
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Personal Safety Survey 2016
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

Experience of emotional abuse

Whether experienced emotional abuse by a current partner and/or previous partner since
age 15 (WPEMO15) = 3. Did not experience current and/or previous partner emotional
abuse OR 4. Does not have a current partner and never had a previous partner

% people who did not experience emotional
abuse by a current partner and/or previous
partner since age 15

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Personal Safety Survey 2016
Experience of financial abuse

Disability-disaggregated data not available

16.3 Feelings of safety
Feelings of safety at home

Feelings of safety at home alone after dark (SAFEHOME) = 1. Very safe OR 2. Safe

% people who feel safe or very safe at home
alone after dark

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
% people who feel safe or very safe at home
alone during the day
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Feelings of safety home alone during the day (FEOSHADD) = 1. Very safe OR 2. Safe
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Main questionnaire interview type
(excluding screen questions and carer interview) (INTTYPE) = 10. Personal interview interviewed by proxy due to disability or health conditions OR 11. Personal interview
- interviewed by proxy due to other reasons
Comparison data for people without disability not available

Feelings of safety in neighbourhood

Feelings of safety walking alone in local area after dark (SAFEWALK) = 1. Very safe
OR 2. Safe
% people who feel safe or very safe walking alone
in local area after dark
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
Source: General Social Survey 2014
Feelings of safety on public transport

Disability-disaggregated data not available

16.4 Involvement with criminal justice system
Incarceration rate

Disability-disaggregated data not available

16.5 Disaster preparedness

(Indicators not assigned)

SERVICE SYSTEM
17. Health services
17.1 Access to health services
Blood pressure screening
% people who reported that they had their blood
pressure checked in the last 2 years
Source: National Health Survey 2017-18

Blood pressure checked in last 2 years (CARST27) = 1. Blood pressure checked in last
2 years
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Blood pressure checked in last 2 years
(CARST27) = 6. Don’t know if blood pressure checked in last 2 years

Breast cancer screening (women aged 50-64 years) Whether tested for breast cancer (CNCRBST) = 1. Tested for breast cancer in last 2 years
% women aged 50-64 who had been screened for
breast cancer in the last 2 years

Denominator: Women aged 50-64 years

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15
Bowel cancer screening (people aged 50-64 years)

Whether tested for bowel cancer (CNCRBOW) = 1. Tested for bowel cancer in last 2 years

% people aged 50-64 who had been screened for
bowel cancer in the last 2 years

Denominator: People aged 50-64 years

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15
Use of GP services

Actions taken for health in last 12 months (HEAL12M) = 10. Consulted a GP

% people who consulted a GP in the last
12 months

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Actions taken for health in last 12
months (HEAL12M) = 98. Not known which actions taken in last 12 months

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15
Use of specialist services

Actions taken for health in last 12 months (HEAL12M) = 11. Consulted a specialist

% people who consulted a specialist in the last
12 months

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Actions taken for health in last 12
months (HEAL12M) = 98. Not known which actions taken in last 12 months

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

Use of allied health services

Actions taken for health in last 12 months (HEAL12M) = 15. Consulted an Audiologist/
Audiometrist OR 17. Consulted a Chiropodist/Podiatrist OR 18. Consulted a Chiropractor
OR 20. Consulted a Dietitian/Nutritionist OR 23. Consulted an Occupational therapist OR
24. Consulted an Optician/Optometrist/Orthoptist OR 25. Consulted an Osteopath OR 26.
Consulted a Physiotherapist/Hydrotherapist OR 29. Consulted a Social worker/Welfare
officer OR 30. Consulted a Sonographer OR 31. Consulted Other health professional
(includes Aboriginal Health worker, Alcohol and drug worker, Herbalist, Hypnotherapist,
Orthotist/Prosthetist, Speech therapist/Pathologist and other health professionals)

% people who consulted an allied health
professional in the last 12 months
Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Actions taken for health in last 12
months (HEAL12M) = 98. Not known which actions taken in last 12 months
Use of hospitals services
% people who had been admitted to hospital as
inpatient in last 12 months
Source: National Health Survey 2014-15

Actions taken for health in last 12 months (HEAL12M) = 32. Admitted to hospital as
an inpatient
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Actions taken for health in last 12
months (HEAL12M) = 98. Not known which actions taken in last 12 months

Use of emergency department services

Actions taken for health in last 12 months (HEAL12M) = 34. Visited emergency/casualty

% people who had visited emergency/casualty
department in last 12 months

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Actions taken for health in last 12
months (HEAL12M) = 98. Not known which actions taken in last 12 months

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15
Accessing healthcare
% people who had experienced no barrier to
accessing healthcare when needed in the last
12 months

Whether could not obtain health care when it was needed (HLTHACCS) = 2. Has not needed
healthcare or has not experienced barrier to healthcare access
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether could not obtain health care
when it was needed (HLTHACCS) = 3. Not known

Source: National Health Survey 2014
Selected potentially avoidable GP-type
presentations to emergency departments

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Met need for GP services

Unmet need for GP services in last 12 months (PEXUMNGP) = 2. Saw a GP and at no time
in last 12 months has needed to see a GP but didn’t OR 3. Did not see a GP and did not
need to in last 12 months

% people who reported no unmet need to see a
GP in the last 12 months
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Met need for specialist services
% people who reported no unmet need for
services of a medical specialist in the last
12 months
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
Comparison data for people without disability not available
Unmet need for services of a medical specialist in the last 12 months (PEXUNSMS) = 2. Saw
a medical specialist and at no time in last 12 months has needed to see a specialist but
didn’t OR 3. Did not see a medical specialist and did not need to in last 12 months
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Unmet need for services of a medical
specialist in the last 12 months (PEXUNSMS) = 4. Don’t know
Comparison data for people without disability not available

Met need for allied health services

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Met need for hospital services

Unmet need for hospital admission in the last 12 months (PEXUNNHA) = 2. Has been
admitted to hospital and at no time in last 12 months has needed to go to hospital but
didn’t OR 3. Has not been admitted to hospital and did not need to in last 12 months

% people who reported no unmet need for
hospital admission in the last 12 months
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Met need for health services
% people who reported no unmet need to see a
GP, for medical specialist services, or for hospital
admission in the last 12 monthss
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Unmet need for hospital admission in
the last 12 months (PEXUNNHA) = 4. Don’t know
Comparison data for people without disability not available
Unmet need for GP services in last 12 months (PEXUMNGP) = 2. Saw a GP and at no time
in last 12 months has needed to see a GP but didn’t OR 3. Did not see a GP and did not
need to in last 12 months
AND
Unmet need for services of a medical specialist in the last 12 months (PEXUNSMS) = 2. Saw
a medical specialist and at no time in last 12 months has needed to see a specialist but
didn’t OR 3. Did not see a medical specialist and did not need to in last 12 months
AND
Unmet need for hospital admission in the last 12 months (PEXUNNHA) = 2. Has been
admitted to hospital and at no time in last 12 months has needed to go to hospital but
didn’t OR 3. Has not been admitted to hospital and did not need to in last 12 months
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Unmet need for services of a medical
specialist in the last 12 months (PEXUNSMS) = 4. Don’t know; Exclude: Unmet need for
hospital admission in the last 12 months (PEXUNNHA) = 4. Don’t know
Comparison data for people without disability not available
(continued)
www.credh.org.au 75

Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

Met need for pharmaceuticals

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Access to mental health services

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Waiting time for GP services

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Proportion of pregnancies with an antenatal
visit in the first trimester

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Access to specific hospital procedures

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Waiting time for elective surgery

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Use of dental services

Actions taken for health in last 12 months (HEAL12M) = 12. Consulted a dentist

% people who consulted a dentist in the last
12 months

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Actions taken for health in last 12
months (HEAL12M) = 98. Not known which actions taken in last 12 months

Source: National Health Survey 2014-15
Met need for dental services
% people who reported no unmet need to see a
dental professional in the last 12 months
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Unmet need for dental services in the last 12 months (PEXUNNDS) = 2. Saw a dental
professional and at no time in last 12 months has needed to see a dental professional
but didn’t OR 3. Did not see a dental professional and did not need to in last 12 months
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
Comparison data for people without disability not available

17.2 Effectiveness of health services
Selected potentially preventable
hospitalisations

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Survival of people diagnosed with cancer

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Potentially avoidable deaths

Disability-disaggregated data not available

17.3 Appropriateness of health services

(Indicators not assigned)

17.4 Safety of health services
Adverse events treated in hospital

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Falls resulting in patient harm in hospitals

Disability-disaggregated data not available

17.5 Continuity of health care
Proportion of people with asthma with a
written asthma action plan

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Proportion of people with mental illness with a
GP care plan

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Proportion of people with diabetes with a GP
annual cycle of care

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Communication between health professionals

Issues caused by lack of communication between HPs for any time saw 3+ HPs in last
12 months (PEXILCHP) = 2. No issues caused by a lack of communication between
health professionals

% people who had seen 3 or more health
professionals for the same condition in the
last 12 months and who reported no issues
caused by a lack of communication between
those health professionals
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether seen 3 or more health
professionals for the same condition in last 12 months (PEXW3MHP) = 2. Has not seen 3 or
more health professionals for the same condition
Comparison data for people without disability not available

17.6 Cost of health services and medicines
Bulk-billing for GP attendances

Disability-disaggregated data not available

Cost as barrier to accessing health services

Can’t afford - Get medical treatment when needed (mdhamt) = 1. Yes

% people who could not afford to get medical
treatment when they needed

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Can’t afford - Get medical treatment
when needed (mdhamt) = -3. Don’t know

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Removed from the Monitoring Framework – due to very small percentages for this indicator, it was decided
that it does not to meet the indicator selection criterion ‘sensitive and robust’.

Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey, Wave 2018
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

Cost as barrier to accessing health services

Whether delayed seeing or did not see GP in last 12 months because of the cost
(PEXWDGPC) = 1. Delayed seeing or did not see a GP due to cost

% people who delayed seeing or did not see a GP
in the last 12 months because of cost
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years
Comparison data for people without disability not available

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
% people who delayed going or did not go to
hospital in the last 12 months because of cost

Whether delayed going or did not go to hospital because of cost in last 12 mths
(PEXDNGHC) = 1. Delayed going or did not go to hospital due to cost

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not available

Cost as barrier to accessing dental services

Can’t afford - Get dental treatment when needed (mdhadt) = 1. Yes

% people who could not afford to get dental
treatment when they needed it

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Can’t afford - Get dental treatment
when needed (mdhadt) = -3. Don’t know

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Note: SDAC provides data on people with disability who delayed seeing or did not see a dental professional
because of cost; it was decided to use the HILDA measure in preference to the SDAC measure because HILDA
data allow comparison between people with and without disability.

Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey, Wave 2018

Removed from the Monitoring Framework – due to very small percentages for this indicator, it was decided
that it does not to meet the indicator selection criterion ‘sensitive and robust’

Cost as barrier to accessing medicines

Can’t afford - Get medicines when prescribed by a doctor (mdhapm) = 1. Yes

% people who could not afford to get medicines
when prescribed by a doctor

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Removed from the Monitoring Framework – due to very small percentages for this indicator, it was decided
that it does not to meet the indicator selection criterion ‘sensitive and robust’.

Source: Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey, Wave 2018
Expenditure on medications

Disability-disaggregated data not available

18. Disability services and supports
18.1 Access to disability support services
Ease of access to specialist disability services

Services difficulty accessing (SERDIFF) = NOT 12. Disability services

% people who had no difficulty accessing
disability services

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable for this indicator

Proportion of people with disability accessing
disability services

Disability-disaggregated data not available

18.2 Appropriateness of disability services

(Indicators not assigned)

18.3 Met/unmet need for support
Unmet need for assistance with activities
% people with unmet need for assistance in
one or more area of activity (Mobility, Self-care,
Communication, Health care, Cognitive or
emotional tasks, Household chores, Property
maintenance, Meal preparation, Reading or
writing, Private transport)

Extent to which need for assistance met for at least one activity (RASEXTGR) = 2. Need
partly met OR 3. Need not met at all
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Extent to which need for assistance met
for at least one activity (RASEXTGR) = 0. Not applicable
Comparison data for people without disability not applicable for this indicator

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Need for more assistance with non-core
activities from organised services
% people who need more assistance with at least
one non-core activity from organised services
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Whether needs more assistance with at least one non-core activity from organised services
(NASMNCOS) = 1. Needs more assistance with at least one non-core activity from
organised services
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether needs more assistance with at
least one non-core activity from organised services (NASMNCOS) = 0. Not applicable
Comparison data for people without disability not applicable for this indicator
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Table A2.1 (continued): Indicator specifications

Domains, topics and indicators

Indicator specification

Unmet need for assistance with core activities

Extent to which need for assistance is met for at least one core activity (RASECRM) = 2.
Need partly met for core activities OR 3. Need not met at all for core activities

% people with unmet need for assistance
for core activities (Mobility, Self-care, Oral
communication)
(A lower value is better for this indicator)

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Extent to which need for assistance is
met for at least one core activity (RASECRM) = 0. Not applicable
Comparison data for people without disability not applicable for this indicator

Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018
Need for more assistance with core activities
from organised services
% people who need more assistance with at least
one core activity from organised services
(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Whether needs more assistance with at least one core activity from organised
services (NASMCAOS) = 1. Needs more assistance with at least one core activity
from organised services
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether needs more assistance with at
least one core activity from organised services (NASMCAOS) = 0. Not applicable
Comparison data for people without disability not applicable for this indicator

18.4 Met/unmet need for assistive products
Unmet need for assistive products

Whether any additional aid(s) are needed (ADDAIDS) = 1. Needs additional aid(s)

% people who need additional aid(s)

Denominator: People aged 18-64 years; Exclude: Whether any additional aid(s) are
needed (ADDAIDS) = 3. Don’t know

(A lower value is better for this indicator)
Source: Survey of Disability, Ageing and
Carers 2018

Comparison data for people without disability not applicable for this indicator

18.5 Quality of disability services

(Indicators not assigned)

19. Mainstream services
19.1 Access to mainstream services
Accessing services
% people who had no difficulty accessing
services (any of: Banks or other financial
institutions; Centrelink; Employment services;
Family Assistance Office; Legal services;
Telecommunication services; Motor vehicle
registry; Utilities providers; Housing services;
Other service)

Services difficulty accessing (SERDIFF) = NOT 10. Banks or other financial institutions
AND NOT 11. Centrelink AND NOT 15. Employment services AND NOT 16. Family
Assistance Office AND NOT 18. Legal services AND NOT 19. Medicare AND NOT 21.
Telecommunication services AND NOT 22. Motor vehicle registry AND NOT 23. Utilities
providers AND NOT 24. Housing services AND NOT 25. Other service AND NOT
Denominator: People aged 18-64 years

Source: General Social Survey 2014
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Table A2.2: Disability group specifications: details of how ‘Disability’, ‘Severe disability’ and ‘No disability’ groupings
were defined based on data item categories within data sources

Data source

Disability group specification

Survey of Disability, Ageing and Carers
(SDAC) 2018

All people with disability
Data item Disability status (DISBSTAT) categories:
1. Has disability and profoundly limited in core activities
2. Has disability and severely limited in core activities
3. Has disability and moderately limited in core activities
4. Has disability and mildly limited in core activities
5. Has disability and not limited in core activities but restricted in schooling or employment
6. Has disability and not limited in core activities, or restricted in schooling or employment
People with severe disability
Data item Disability status (DISBSTAT) categories:
1. Has disability and profoundly limited in core activities
2. Has disability and severely limited in core activities
People without disability
Data item Disability status (DISBSTAT) categories:
7. Has a long-term health condition without disability
8. No long-term health condition or disability

General Social Survey (GSS) 2014

All people with disability
Data item Disability status (DISBSTAT) categories:
1. Has profound core activity restriction
2. Has severe core activity restriction
3. Has moderate core activity restriction
4. Has mild core activity restriction
5. Has a schooling/employment restriction only
6. Has no specific restriction
People with severe disability
Data item Disability status (DISBSTAT) categories:
1. Has profound core activity restriction
2. Has severe core activity restriction
People without disability
Data item Disability status (DISBSTAT) categories:
7. Has long-term health condition but no disability
8. Has no disability or long-term health condition
(continued)
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Table A2.2 (continued): Disability group specifications: details of how ‘Disability’, ‘Severe disability’ and ‘No disability’
groupings were defined based on data item categories within data sources

Data source

Disability group specification

National Health Survey (NHS), 2017-18

All people with disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
1. Has profound core activity limitation
2. Has severe core activity limitation
3. Has moderate core activity limitation
4. Has mild core activity limitation
5. Has a schooling/employment restriction only
6. Has no limitation or specific restriction
People with severe disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
1. Has profound core activity limitation
2. Has severe core activity limitation
People without disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
7. Has no disability or long-term health condition

National Health Survey (NHS), 2014–5

All people with disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
1. Has profound core activity limitation
2. Has severe core activity limitation
3. Has moderate core activity limitation
4. Has mild core activity limitation
5. Has a schooling/employment restriction only
6. Has no limitation or specific restriction
People with severe disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
1. Has profound core activity limitation
2. Has severe core activity limitation
People without disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
7. Has no disability or long-term health condition

Survey of Income and Housing (SIH), 2017-18

All people with disability
Data item Severity of disability (DISSTAT) categories:
1. Profound core activity limitation
2. Severe core activity limitation
3. Moderate core activity limitation
4. Mild core activity limitation
5. Education/employment restriction only
6. No specific limitation or restriction
People with severe disability
Data item categories:
1. Profound core activity limitation
2. Severe core activity limitation
People without disability
Data item categories:
7. No disability or long-term health condition
(continued)
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Table A2.2 (continued): Disability group specifications: details of how ‘Disability’, ‘Severe disability’ and ‘No disability’
groupings were defined based on data item categories within data sources

Data source

Disability group specification

Personal Safety Survey (PSS), 2016

All people with disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
1. Has profound core activity limitation
2. Has severe core activity limitation
3. Has moderate core activity limitation
4. Has mild core activity limitation
5. Has a schooling/employment restriction only
6. Has no limitation or specific restriction
People with severe disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
1. Has profound core activity limitation
2. Has severe core activity limitation
People without disability
Data item Disability status (DISSTAT) categories:
7. Has no disability or long-term health condition

Household Income and Labour Dynamics
Australia Survey (HILDA), 2018

All people with disability
Data item Long term health condition (HELTH) categories:
1. Yes
People without disability
Data item Long term health condition (HELTH) categories:
2. No
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