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[bookmark: OLE_LINK26]Table B.1	Characteristics of different measures of disadvantage
	
	Definition
	Data availability
	Comparability
	Coverage and quality

	Income poverty
	
	
	
	

	Relative poverty
	Persons in households receiving less than 50% (or 60%) of household median equivalised disposable income
	ABS SIH (biennially)
HILDA (annually)
CUPSE & PEMA surveys (ad hoc)
	Comparisons available across groups and between countries; some differences in time frames and methodologies when comparing with other OECD countries
	Partial indicator – covers some elements of financial hardship but not low consumption or low net wealth 

	Financial poverty (Headey)
	Low income + low consumption + low wealth
	HILDA
	Can make comparisons with some OECD countries

	More comprehensive indicator of those experiencing financial poverty

	Deprivation
	
	
	
	

	Saunders (SPRC)
	7 out of 48 essential items
	CUPSE & PEMA surveys
	Can compare deprivation of vulnerable sub-groups

	Partial indicator – uses cross sectional data from ad hoc surveys – does not monitor deprivation dynamics

	Social Exclusion
	
	
	
	

	Social Exclusion Monitor (SEM)
	7 life domains (box 3.2) – equally weighted
Sum score of 2 or more for deep exclusion; 3 or more for very deep exclusion – can be any combination of indicators
	HILDA
	Can make comparisons of rates of deep exclusion between sub-groups over time

	More comprehensive indicator – can monitor dynamics or transition between states over time 

	Saunders (SPRC)
	3 domains – income poverty, deprivation and exclusion
7 indicators out of 27
	CUPSE & PEMA surveys (ad hoc – 2006 & 2010)
	Can make comparisons of sub groups experiencing multiple exclusion in cross sectional surveys 

	Cross sectional estimates – does not track dynamics of spells of exclusion and non-exclusion



	Australian Social Inclusion Board
	3 domains – economic, personal and social with two indicators for each
Need to have at least 3 indicators of the 6 to be classified as experiencing multiple disadvantage which is their proxy for social exclusion
	ABS GSS (every 4 years)
	Information available on characteristics of those experiencing multiple disadvantage

	Cross sectional estimates — does not track dynamics of spells of exclusion and inclusion


	Overlap or intersection or multiple or deeper disadvantage
	
	
	

	SEM
	Deep exclusion (score >=2) or very deep exclusion (score >=3)
Aggregation of exclusion indicators – the greater the number of indicators, or the higher the score, the greater the level of social exclusion — can be any combination of indicators
	HILDA
	Can make comparisons of characteristics of those deeply excluded and rates of deep exclusion between sub-groups over time – transitional analysis possible

	Sample size is too small to make meaningful conclusions about average duration of exclusion for key sub-groups and factors which trigger movements between states of exclusion and non-exclusion

	Saunders (SPRC)
	Overlap or intersection of poverty, deprivation and exclusion – “core disadvantaged”
	CUPSE & PEMA surveys (ad hoc – 2006 & 2010)
	Can make comparisons of the percentage of the population that are core disadvantaged in cross sectional surveys – can also monitor the degree of overlap between elements of disadvantage

	Sample size is too small to provide information on characteristics of those who are core disadvantaged
No transitional analysis possible between states

	Australian Social Inclusion Board
	Multiple disadvantage — at least 3 of 6 indicators of disadvantage
	ABS GSS
	Can make comparisons of characteristics of multiple disadvantaged in cross sectional surveys 

	Does not monitor dynamics or transitions between spells of exclusion and inclusion





