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Executive summary 

This is the Phase Three report of the Australian Child Wellbeing Project (ACWP), a child-centred study 

ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ Řevelop !ǳǎǘǊŀƭƛŀΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƳŀƧƻǊ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ 

representative survey of wellbeing among children aged 8-14 years. The survey will benchmark child 

wellbeing in Australia and provide information that contributes to the development of effective 

ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ƘŜŀƭǘƘȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ CƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ ƛǎ ōǊƻŀŘƭȅ 

understood as comprising young peƻǇƭŜΩs material and environmental circumstances, their 

relationships, and how they think about themselves in the context of those circumstances and 

relationships. 

This project seeks to further understanding of how young people in general and disadvantaged young 

people in particular, understand their own wellbeing. Particular attention is given to understanding 

the perspectives of young people in six groups who are often seen as experiencing high levels of 

marginalization or as having particular experiences and needs: Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 

young people, culturally and linguistically diverse young people, young people living with disability, 

young people living in regional and remote Australia, economically disadvantaged young people, and 

young people living in out of home care. The overarching aim of the ACWP is to profile the wellbeing 

of different groups of Australian 8-14 year olds, with a particular focus on disadvantaged young people 

and with a view to international comparisons. 

Three main features distinguish the ACWP from other surveys in the area of wellbeing in Australia: 

First, the survey has been developed by drawing on the views and experiences of children aged 8-14 

from diverse groups. Second, the survey contains questions that will enable benchmarking to 

international surveys in the area of well-being. Third, item types other than traditional Likert-type 

items are used to facilitate responses that more accurately reflect children's attitudes. 

This report presents the results from the Field Trial (FT) of the ACWP survey that took place in ten 

schools in New South Wales and Victoria between the 3rd and the 31st of March 2014. The report 

documents the processes and findings of the FT and how these findings were subsequently used to 

fine-tune the final survey instrument. This report demonstrates progress from the development of 

wellbeing indicators presented in the Phase 2 report to the establishment of a working survey tool in 

Phase 3 of the study. It should be noted that the FT was conducted on a small sample in a limited 

number of schools in two states, and results presented in this Report are not intended to be 

representative of relevant student populations in Australia. In the next phase of the project the main 

survey is being rolled out. The roll-out process will be documented in the Phase 4 Report on the 

sampling, fieldwork, cleaning and response rates of the main survey. 

Major findings from the FT presented in this report include: 

¶ Missing data and descriptive analyses indicated that the Year 8 questionnaire was too long 

and needed to be shortened. This has been achieved by reducing the questionnaire by 31 

items.  

¶ The Year 4 questionnaire took longer than the originally assumed 20 minutes. Instructions 

to schools about the amount of time to allow for students to complete the survey will be 

adjusted to 40 minutes. 
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¶ Problems with data export features were encountered leading to missing or incorrect data. 

Processes of data export have been adjusted and extensive testing prior to the main survey, 

at both the survey developer side as well as the respondents' side, through the technical 

readiness test for schools are aimed at solving these issues. 

¶ Overall, response rates at the school and individual student levels were low. The major 

reason for the relatively low response rate stems from the requirement for schools to obtain 

informed parental consent before students can respond to the survey. 

¶ No issues emerged with the scrolling down items in the online survey. 

¶ It was possible to construct: 

¶ separate indicators of affluence and deprivation that relate differently to other survey 

content. 

¶ a valid indicator of student performance by combining publicly available school level 

National Assessment Program ς Literacy and Numeracy (NAPLAN) data with 

information from a question about how students think their teacher rates their 

performance relative to their peers. 

¶ In terms of health indicators, the ACWP field trial data appear to be similar to comparable 

international data from England, Scotland and Canada. In addition, the relationship between 

gender and health indicators, and between family affluence and health indicators, follow the 

same patterns in the ACWP data as they do in the HBSC data for England, Scotland and 

Canada. This suggests that it should be possible to carry out valid international comparisons 

using ACWP data. 

Some changes were made to the ACWP questionnaire as a result of the analyses of FT data and 

administration procedures. Table 1 below summarises the content of the final main survey 

questionnaire of the ACWP. The changes that were made to the questionnaire between the FT and 

the Main Survey (MS) as a result of the analyses presented in this report can be seen in Attachment 5 

for Year 4, Attachment 7 for Year 6 and Attachment 9 for Year 8. The final instruments of the ACWP 

survey are provided in Attachment 6 for Year 4, Attachment 8 for Year 6 and Attachment 10 for Year 

8. 
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Table 1:  Content of final main survey questionnaire 

Major domains Correlates/ Factual Subdomains Cross-cutting 
themes 

1.1. 
Family 

1.2.   
Family possessions 
Paid job 
Organisation of 
household(s) 
Out of home care 
Change: 
-house 
-school 
Family health 
Caring responsibilities 
Out of home care  

1.3.  
Togetherness 
- Family cohesion 
- Family management 
 
Worry 
- Vulnerability 
- Harmful 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8. 
Bullying 
 
Feeling good 
 
Learning 
 
Closeness of 
relationships 
 
Optimism 

2.1. 
Friends 

2.2. 
Number of close friends 

2.3.  
Support and conflict  

3.1. 
School 

3.2. 
Absence 
Teacher support 
Parental interest 

3.3 
Enjoyment 
Pressure 
Success at school 
Outside school activities 

4.1.  
Community/ 
Neighbourhood 

4.2. 
Not applicable 

4.3. 
Access to resources 
Safety 

5.1. 
Health  

5.2. 
Hunger 
Smoking and drinking 

5.3. 
Subjective health  
Mental and physical health 

6.1.  
Money and material 
wellbeing 

6.2. 
Socio-economic status 
Deprivation 

6.3. 
Covered partly in family 
subdomain 'Vulnerability'  

7.1.  
Self demographics 

7.2 
Language background 
Gender 
Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander 
Disability 
Aspirations 
Puberty 

7.3 
Not applicable  

 

Table 2 provides an overview of the indicators that will be generated from the main survey of the 

ACWP.  
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Table 2:  Overview of proposed indicators for the ACWP 

Major domain 
Subdomain/ 
Correlates 

Indicator (Preliminary label) Comparisons 

Family Factual/ 
correlates 

Organisation of the household(s) Children's Worlds 

Paid job Children's Worlds  

Family possessions - Car HBSC 

Family possessions - Own bedroom HBSC 

Family possessions - Holiday HBSC 

Family possessions - Computers HBSC 

Family possessions - Dishwasher HBSC 

Family possessions ς Foreign Holiday HBSC 

Family possessions ς Bathrooms HBSC 

Family possessions - Books PIRLS/TIMSS 

Changed house ACWP subgroups 

Changed school ACWP subgroups 

Changed carers ACWP subgroups  

Out of home care /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ²ƻǊƭŘǎ 

Family health  ACWP subgroups 

Togetherness Family cohesion Children's Worlds 

Family management HowRU 

Worry Vulnerability - Significant other ACWP subgroups 

Harmful - Significant other ACWP subgroups 

Friends Factual/ correlates Number of close friends ACWP subgroups 

Support and 
conflict 

Degree of closeness/support - closest 
friend 

ACWP subgroups 

Conflict - closest friend  ACWP subgroups 

School 
Factual/ 
correlates 

Missed school  ACWP subgroups 

Teacher support MDI 

Parental Interest in school PIRLS/TIMSS  

Success Success at school HBSC 

Enjoyment 
School - General satisfaction LSAC 

School - Intrinsic motivation LSAC 

Pressure School - Pressure HBSC 

Outside school 
activities 

Participation in outside school 
activities  

/ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ²ƻǊƭŘǎ 

Community/  
Neighbourhood 

Resources and  
safety 

Access to resources /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ 

Safety /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ 

Health 
Factual/ 
correlates 

Hunger HBSC 

Breakfast HBSC 

Smoking and drinking HBSC 

Subjective health  Overall subjective health HBSC 

Mental and 
physical  
health 

Headache HBSC 

Stomach-ache HBSC 

Backache HBSC 

Feeling low HBSC 

Irritability HBSC 

Feeling nervous HBSC 

Difficulties getting to sleep HBSC 

Dizziness HBSC 

Money and 
material 
wellbeing 
 
 

Factual/correlates Socio-economic status Deprivation ACWP subgroups 



The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report x 

Major domain 
Subdomain/ 
Correlates 

Indicator (Preliminary label) Comparisons 

Self-
demographics 

Factual/correlates Language background PIRLS/TIMSS 

Gender PISA 

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander PISA 

Disability Youth 2012 Student 
Health and Wellbeing 
Questionnaire -New 
Zealand 

 Disability difficulties Youth 2012 Student 
Health and Wellbeing 
Questionnaire -New 
Zealand 

Aspirations HowRU 

Puberty ACWP subgroups 

Cross-cutting 
domains 

Bullying Bullying Australian Covert 
Bullying Prevalence 
Study  

Bullying - location ACWp subgroups 

Bullied by friend ACWP subgroups 

Bullying Initiator HowRU 

Feeling good Overall wellbeing  /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴϥǎ ²ƻǊƭŘΩǎ 

Importance of domains for wellbeing ACWP subgroups 

Cantril ladder HBSC 

Optimism Optimism for the future ACWP subgroups 

Closeness of 
relationships 

Closeness/Proximity of Relationships ACWP subgroups 

Note 
*ACWP subgroups include comparisons by gender, disability, grade, Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander, 
language background, grade, socio-economic status. 
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Chapter 1.   
Introduction 

Study background 

The Australian Child Wellbeing Project is a child-ŎŜƴǘǊŜŘ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ 

are being used to design a major nationally representative survey of wellbeing among 8-14 year olds, 

and to interpret findings from that survey. The survey will benchmark child wellbeing in Australia and 

provide information that contributes to the development of effecǘƛǾŜ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ 

healthy development. For the purposes of this project, wellbeing is broadly understood as comprising 

of a young person's material and environmental circumstances, their relationships, and how they think 

about themselves in the context of those circumstances and relationships. 

This project aims to further our understanding of how young people in general and disadvantaged 

young people in particular, understand their own wellbeing. Particular attention is given to 

understanding the perspectives of young people in six groups who are often seen as experiencing high 

levels of marginalisation or as having particular experiences and needs: Indigenous and Torres Strait 

Islander young people, culturally and linguistically diverse young people, young people living with 

disability, young people living in regional and remote Australia, economically disadvantaged young 

people, and young people living in out of home care.  

¢ƘŜ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ !/²t ƛǎ ƻƴ ΨǘƘŜ ǿƘƻƭŜ ŎƘƛƭŘΩ ŀǎ ǎƛǘǳŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭar environmental contexts. This 

focus is consistent with whole child approaches in Australian policy, as evidenced by the Australian 

DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ мф ƘŜŀŘƭƛƴŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭŜ 

dimensions (AIHW, 2009). The whole child approach is also consistent with growing recognition of the 

rights of the child and with trends towards more comprehensive international monitoring of young 

ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ ό!ƴŘǊŜǎŜƴ ŀƴŘ CŜƎǘŜǊΣ нлммΤ .Ŝƴ-Arieh, 2008; Bradshaw et al., 

нллсΤ h9/5Σ нллфΤ ¦bL/9CΣ нллтΣ нлмлύΦ .ȅ ǘŀƪƛƴƎ ŀ ƎǊƻǳƴŘŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀǊǘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ 

ƻǿƴ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜǎΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘŦǳƭ ǘƻ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ƘŜŀǊŘΦ ¢ƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƭǎƻ 

recognises that young people are the foremost experts in their own lives; they have important 

knowledge on what matters to them, and on how they construct and respond to their environments. 

Recent years have witnessed an extraordinary growth in interest among governments and researchers 

in Australia in obtaƛƴƛƴƎ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ƻǿƴ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭƛǾŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ƻōǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ 

comprehensive picture of young people in their middle years (Bahr and Pendergast, 2012; Macdonald 

Ŝǘ ŀƭΦΣ нллрύΦ hǘƘŜǊ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘƛǾŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƳŜƴǘŀƭ health and 

development in the middle years include both state level initiatives, such as the HowRU study and the 

Victorian Child Health and Wellbeing Survey (Victoria), and the Middle Years Development Index 

(South Australia and Western Australia); and national initiatives including the Child and Adolescent 

Component of the National Survey of Mental Health and Well-being, and the Longitudinal Study of 

Australian Children. The ACWP team is working closely with research teams conducting other similar 

studies to ensure maximum complementarity, and where possible comparability, among the studies. 

However, it is important to emphasise the unique contribution that this study is making with its focus 

ƻƴ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊΣ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾes of young people who are often seen 

as marginalised in Australian society. 

 

The overall project is divided into six major phases: 
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tƘŀǎŜ мΥ hōǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭƛǎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎΦ This comprised qualitative 

ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƛȄ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƻŦ ΨŘƛǎŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜŘΩ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀƴŘ ƻƴŜ ƎǊƻǳǇ ƻŦ ΨƳŀƛƴǎǘǊŜŀƳΩ ȅƻǳƴƎ 

people. It was carried out between July 2012 and April 2013. 

Phase 2: Developing wellbeing indicators. In this phase, which was completed in December 2013, 

indicators of wellbeing were developed and tested (based on Phase 1 qualitative research), and a pilot 

questionnaire was constructed. 

Phase 3: Field Trial Survey. The Field Trial, the subject of this Report, was conducted in ten schools in 

NSW and Victoria between February and June 2014. 

Phase 4 (a): National survey - sampling and preparation. Sampling for the national survey took place 

during the first half of 2014, and involved drawing a nationally representative sample of schools which 

were invited to participate in the study. 

Phase 4 (b): National survey ς rollout. The survey was successfully rolled out to 180 schools between 

July and October 2014. Approximately 5,400 students participated.  

Phase 4 (c): Round 2 qualitative research. The research plan includes in-depth interviews and 

groupwork with respondents in marginalized groups after the rollout of the main survey, to bring 

depth to analysis. This will be carried out in mid-2015. 

Phase 5: Data preparation and analysis. This phase, which is ongoing at the time of writing (February 

2015), involves in-depth analysis of the survey data. This phase will be completed towards the end of 

2015. 

Phase 6: Preparation of final report and deposit of documented dataset in public data archive. The 

final project report and data deposit are due to be completed by end November 2015. 

This document reports on Phase Three of the project, the Field Trial. Phase Three of the project is the 

culmination of extensive questionnaire development work (ǎŜŜ [ƛŜǘȊΣ hΩDǊŀŘȅΣ ¢ƻōƛƴΣ aŎ9ƴǘŜŜΣ ϧ 

Redmond, 2013). The Field Trial (FT) of the ACWP survey occurred in ten schools in New South Wales 

and Victoria from the 3rd to the 31st of March 2014. This report presents the results of these analyses 

and implications for the main survey of the ACWP, administered to a representative national sample 

of students in Years 4, 6, and 8 from August to October 2014. 

FT data were analysed as follows: 

1. Sample characteristics and missing data analysis. 

2. Descriptive and frequency analyses: These were undertaken to check on the suitability of the 

questions and response options. High proportions of missing or invalid responses, for example, 

may indicate issues with comprehension or survey length. Examination of range, minimum, 

maximum, mean, and standard deviation is intended to reveal misfitting response options. 

3. Factor and reliability analyses to examine the appropriateness of the proposed scales that were 

included to measure various aspects of well-being (e.g. family management, vulnerability, 

friends' support and conflict) in the survey. Here, consideration could be given to the deletion 

of items from a scale where (a) an item shows relatively lower factor loading than the loading 

of other items on that factor or (b) scale reliability increases if that item were removed. 

4. Examination of specific questions or items. The ACWP contained a number of specifically 

designed elements which required examination to ascertain their appropriateness for the main 

survey. These elements included item types to measure attitudes other than Likert-type items 

(e.g. drag and drop items to measure closeness with others and importance of domains, 

indicators of deprivation and affluence and the anchoring vignettes). In many instances, 
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correlation and cross tabulation analyses are employed to examine whether hypothesised 

relationships emerge from the data as a validity check. 

5. One of the main differentiating features of the ACWP is the comparisons with international 

and national data sets. Analyses were undertaken to check the suitability of these questions 

for comparative purposes. 

6. Examination of potential issues regarding the online, computer-based administration 

considerations. For example, by investigating questions where students needed to use the 

scroll bar to view all items for high proportions of missing data. 

Structure of this report 

This report presents the finding of Phase 3 of the Project: the Field Trial (FT).  Chapter 2 provides a 

description of the characteristics of the FT sample. The FT missing data are presented and discussed 

to demonstrate the practical use of the FT in the development of the final survey. Chapter 3 explores 

the descriptive analyses and frequencies of the FT and discusses how this relates to participant fatigue 

and potential drop out.  Chapter 4 demonstrates the reliability of the variable scales of the FT and 

explores the changes made to these scales for the Final Survey, as a result of the findings from the FT. 

Chapter 5 reports on further finding of the FT data particularly with focus upon the School domain. 

This chapter also details the development of creating a valid indicator for school performance. Chapter 

6 focuses on the construction and analyses of family affluence and socio-economic deprivation scales 

and how this relates to the FT data. Chapter 7 then goes on to describe the development of a new 

research question exploring the wellbeing of young carers as a specifically under-researched and 

potentially marginalised and vulnerable group. A core element of the ACWP is the ability to generate 

international comparisons. In Chapter 8 items and scales from the ACWP FT are discussed in reference 

to their associated international surveys. Finally, Chapter 9 describes the online administration of the 

FT. 
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Chapter 2.   
Sample characteristics and missing data analysis 

The original sample consisted of 11 schools with an estimated 168 students in Year 4, 182 students in 

Year 6 and 231 in Year 8. This sample was not intended to be representative of Australian Year 4, 6 

and 8 students, but large enough to test the efficacy of the survey instrument and survey rollout 

procedures. The achieved sampled comprised ten schools with a total of 190 students. However, of 

the 190 students who logged into the online survey, 13 never started the survey. Hence, the data set 

used in the analyses presented in this report is based on 177 students in ten schools with 58 students 

in Year 4, 66 students in Year 6 and 53 students in Year 8. While nine schools administered the survey 

to students from one year level, one school administered the survey to students in two year levels, 

namely Year 4 and Year 6. 

The relatively low response rate was largely due to schools having difficulties with receiving completed 

consent from students and their parents. Retrieving these forms was reported by participating schools 

as a major hurdle and burden for schools which directly impacted on participation rates. Thus while 

the expected sample was close to 600 students, this was reduced by the required active consent 

procedures. Due to ethical requirements, this will still be a procedural necessity for the main survey.  

The process for obtaining informed consent for the main survey has been agreed by all 28 participating 

jurisdictions for government schools and dioceses for Catholic schools. This is as follows:  

1. The invitation letter to schools indicates at the outset that part of the responsibility of the 

nominated staff member is to distribute and collect consent forms. 

2. Once schools have opted in to the survey, ACER will send consent forms for students and 

parents. The letter accompanying these forms will clearly stipulate that the consent forms are 

to be distributed and collected before the administration of the survey. It will also be necessary 

to reiterate that the survey is voluntary and that participants are free to withdraw at any time. 

These instructions will also be included in the survey administration directions. 

Based on feed-back from schools during the FT and during recruitment for the main survey (MS), these 

procedural requirements will adversely affect the response rate for the MS. It will therefore be 

necessary to consider how these procedures can be best managed at the school level and suggestions 

be offered to assist with the process. 

One such suggestion has been to offer teachers or counsellors administering the questionnaire a set 

of discussion points that can be used to follow up after the survey which has been labelled a 

"conversation starter" by some of the schools participating in the FT. Where teachers or counsellors 

can be encouraged to see the survey as an element that can support instructional content this is likely 

to increase motivation to encourage students to return the distributed parental consent forms. 

The characteristics of the achieved sample are recorded in Table 3 and Figure 1. 
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Table 3: ACWP FT sample by gender, ATSI, CALD, disability and out of home care 

Year 
Total 

n 
Valid  

n 

Gender ATSI CALD Disability 
Out of 

home care 

Female Male Yes No Englisha CALD Yes No Yesb No 

4 59 58 31 27 11 47 51 7 7 47 4 43 

6 68 66 29 37 5 61 53 12 7 57 2 40 

8 63 53 24 29 13 40 47 6 6 43 1 20 

Total n 190 177 84 93 29 148 151 25 20 147 7 103 

Percentage 
valid 

  47% 53% 16% 84% 86% 14% 12% 88% 6% 94% 

Note 
a Students indicating speaking English at home always or almost always (Year 4) or speaking English at home 

always (Year 6 and 8) 
b Students indicating living in a foster home, residential care or other type of home 
ATSI: Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
CALD: Culturally and linguistically diverse 

 

The difference (n=13) between total (column 2, n=190) and valid (column 3, n=177) number of cases 

was mainly due to ten Year 8 students in one high school who did not start the survey. The survey 

team had been in contact several times with the school's welfare coordinator on the one side and the 

survey software engineers on the other side. While some students were able to log-in others were 

unable to do so, probably due to these students entering credentials incorrectly. It also seems that 

some students were exited from the survey when their internet connection was lost (relevant error 

message displayed), and they could not log back in because of the connection, and/or they entered 

the wrong credentials to log back in. In recognition of these issues, changes will be made to the 

technical readiness test webpage that schools have to complete prior to the survey and ways of 

simplifying the credentials. 
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Figure 1:  ACWP FT sample by socio-economic status (SEIFA) and geolocation 

 

 

  

Seifa decile 2                   
; 23; 11%

Seifa decile 3                     
; 24; 11%

Seifa decile 4                       
; 8; 4%

Seifa decile 5                       
; 53; 25%

Seifa decile 6                       
; 29; 13%

Seifa decile 8                        
; 53; 25%

Seifa decile 9                       
; 23; 11%

1 State Capital City 
Regions; 31; 16%

2 Major Urban 
100,000 or more; 

61; 32%
3 Provincial City 

50,000 - 99,999; 53; 
28%

4 Provincial City 
25,000 to 49,000; 

23; 12%

6 Outer Provincial 
Areas; 22; 12%
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Missing data analysis 

The following missing data codes were applied to the data: 

Table 4:  Codes for different types of missing data 

Code Indicating 

96 Item not viewed: A student did not respond to this and all subsequent items.  

97 
Item not administered: An item was not administered to a student. For example, if a student 
indicated not having experienced any bullying, this student was not asked about where the 
bullying occurred. 

98 
Invalid data: Code applied if logical check suggests inconsistent response behaviour. For example, 
if a student indicated that they lived in one home and have responded to questions regarding 
people in a second home. 

99 
Missing data: A student did not give a response to an item. Valid responses were recorded for this 
student on previous and subsequent items - of course unless it is the last question in the survey. 

 

Two variables indicating different types of missing data were created: 

Miss96: This variable counted the number of "96" codes that were recorded for each student 

indicating that a student had not viewed the screen for this and subsequent items. Reasons 

for drop out could include survey fatigue, the survey administrator telling a student to stop 

because most other students had finished or students getting distracted with other tasks 

and not coming back to the survey. 

Miss99: This variable counted the number of "99" codes that were recorded for each student 

indicating the total number of items to which student had skipped without providing a 

response. 

The following analyses were undertaken to examine more closely those schools and students with 

missing data and the extent to which they differed from those with less or no missing data. 

Missing data at item level 

Missing data at item level ranged from no missing data for earlier items (i.e. gender, ATSI) to 45 per 

cent for the four items that were administered at the end of the survey (i.e. Foster home, change of 

carers, house and school). Apart from survey fatigue and sensitivity regarding the puberty questions 

that preceded these last four questions in the Year 6 and Year 8 survey, no issues with individual items 

could be identified that were leading to a higher occurrence of missing information for any of the 

items. More details regarding missing data at item level are presented in the section in which results 

of the descriptive analyses are discussed. 

Missing data at school level 

To examine whether some schools had a relatively greater proportion of missing data, the following 

analyses were undertaken (see Table 5). Firstly, students who had more than one response missing 

were selected. Seventy-one students had skipped more than one item (i.e. Miss99>1). 
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Table 5:  Different types of missing data by school characteristics 

SchoolID 
Cath/
Gov 

Geolocation SEIFA 
Year 
level 

N of students 
starting 
survey 

Miss96 
% 

Miss96 
Miss 
99>1 

%Miss99>1 

2 C aŜǘǊƻ җ мллΣ000 9 4 6 0 0% 2 33% 

3 C aŜǘǊƻ җ мллΣллл 9 6 23 2 9% 6 26% 

4 C aŜǘǊƻ җ мллΣллл 8 4 23 0 0% 9 39% 

5 C aŜǘǊƻ җ мллΣллл 4 8 8 1 13% 4 50% 

7 G Metro Capital city 3 8 2 0 0% 0 0% 

8 C Metro Capital city 6 6 27 14b) 52% 8 30% 

10 G 
Provincial City 

50,000 - 99,999 
5 8 43 28* 65% 21 49% 

12 G 
Outer Provincial 

Areas 
3 4 16 0 0% 8 50% 

22 G 
Provincial City 

25,000 to 49,999 
3 4+6 23 16 70% 11 48% 

23 G 
Outer Provincial 

Areas 
4 6 6 3 50% 2 33% 

Notes: 
a) Socio-Economic Indexes for Areas (SEIFA) is a product developed by the Australian Bureau of Statistics that ranks 
areas in Australia according to relative socio-economic advantage and disadvantage. The indexes are based on 
information from the five-yearly Census. Higher SEIFA index value denotes relatively higher socio-economic status. 
b)13 of these students had missing data for the last four questions, indicating that they dropped out of the survey after 
the puberty questions. 

 

Tables 6 and 7 provide information on the characteristics of the total sample compared with 

characteristics of the students for the two types of missing data.  

Table 6:  Missing data analysis by gender, ATSI, CALD, disability and out of home care 

Year n Gender ATSI CALD Disability 
Out of home 

care 

  Female Male Yes No Englisha CALD Yes No Yesb No 

Total valid n 177 47% 53% 16% 84% 86% 14% 12% 88% 6% 94% 

Miss96 64 43% 57% 27% 72% 84% 14% 19% 69%c d d 

Miss99 164 48% 52% 16% 84% 85% 15% 12% 88% 7% 93% 

Notes: 
a Students indicating speaking English at home always or almost always (Year 4) or speaking English at home 
always (Year 6 and 8) 
b Students indicating living in a foster home, residential care or other type of home 
c For disability, percentages do not add up to 100 as the remaining 12% did not view this item, hence no 
information is available. 
d No information is available as none of the 64 students viewed this item which was the fourth to last question. 
ATSI: Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
CALD: Culturally and linguistically diverse 

 

It should be noted that no information was available regarding out of home care as none of the 64 

students who had not viewed items had viewed this particular item which was the fourth to last 

question. This question was asked after the puberty items in the Year 6 and 8 surveys after which a 

considerable drop off in valid cases has already been observed. As students in out of home care form 

one of the sub-groups of interest, this question will be moved to be asked earlier in the questionnaire. 
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Table 7:  Missing data analysis by year level, Geolocation and Socio-economic status (SEIFA) 

 n Year Geolocation Socio-economic status (SEIFA) 

 
 4 6 8 1 2 3 4 6 3 4 5 6 8 9 

Total valid n 177 33% 37% 30% 16% 34% 24% 13% 12% 23% 8% 24% 15% 13% 16% 

Miss96 64 19% 36% 45% 22% 5% 44% 25% 5% 25% 6% 44% 22% 0% 3% 

Miss99 164 35% 36% 29% 15% 37% 24% 10% 13% 20% 9% 24% 15% 14% 18% 

Note 
SEIFA: Socio-Economic Indexes for Areas is a product developed by the Australian Bureau of Statistics that ranks areas in 
Australia according to relative socio-economic advantage and disadvantage. The indexes are based on information 
from the five-yearly Census. Higher SEIFA index value denotes relatively higher socio-economic status. 
Geolocation: 1- State Capital City , 2-MŜǘǊƻ җ мллΣллл, 3- provincial city with population of 50,000-99,000, 4- provincial 
city with population of 25,000-49,999, 6 Outer provincial area),  

 

Table 7 shows a relatively larger proportion of "Miss96" for Year 8 and lower proportion for Year 4 

relative to the proportion these Year levels represent in the total respondents. This confirms the 

descriptive results that the drop off for students for the Year 8 group was much higher than for the 

other two year levels which reiterated the need to shorten the questionnaire at Year 8. 

For geolocation, Table 7 shows a much higher proportion of "Miss96" for geolocation 3 (i.e. provincial 

city with population of 50,000-99,000) and 4 (i.e. provincial city with population of 25,000-49,999) 

compared with the proportion of respondents in those locations. In other words, the drop off was 

relatively greater in provincial cities than in outer provincial areas or major urban areas and capital 

cities. 

Table 7 illustrates relatively lower missing data due to dropping out of the survey for schools in 

relatively more disadvantaged areas than would be expected given their proportion of all FT 

respondents. However, for students in schools in the middle of the SEIFA index ("5") a relatively larger 

proportion of survey drop out (44%) when compared with the proportion of the FT data they represent 

(24%). 
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Chapter 3.   
Descriptive and frequency analysis 

Descriptive analyses were undertaken to examine the possibility of survey fatigue which would be 

indicated by decreases in the valid number of cases towards the end of the survey. Results of the 

descriptive analyses are provided in Attachment 1 for Year 4, Attachment 2 for Year 6 and Attachment 

3 for Year 8. 

Results of descriptive analyses 

As can be seen in Attachment 1, 58 Year 4 students started the questionnaire as indicated by the valid 

number of cases for the first question, namely Gender (SD01A01). The first question with a 

considerably lower number of valid cases concerns the number of adults with a paid job in the second 

home (FA04A02). However, this is appropriate as this question is only asked if a student's response to 

the previous question about the organisation of the household (FA01A01) indicates that the child 

regularly sleeps "in two homes with different adults". In other words, twelve of the 58 children (21%) 

who started the survey indicate that they frequent two homes which seems a reasonable number.  

Likewise, questions that showed a lower number of valid cases due to being asked of only a subset of 

respondents depending on previous responses include questions about the possible impacts of a 

disability (SD06A01-04), whether or not a child had sufficient credit on his or her mobile phone 

(MW01A06), and where bullying had occurred (BU02A01).  

Low numbers of valid responses to two questions stood out, namely the question about parental 

interest in schoolwork (SC03A01) and the frequency with which parents talked to teachers (SC04A01). 

Upon further examination, it emerged that this was due to a faulty data export function. Processes of 

data export have been adjusted and extensive testing prior to the main survey are expected to address 

these issues. 

Forty-five of the 58 Year 4 students who started the survey also finished it, as indicated by the valid 

number of responses received to the last question (FA18A02), and no particular drop off could be 

observed at any question in the Year 4 questionnaire. 

Still, teachers who had administered the questionnaire to Year 4 students reported that it took many 

children longer than 20 minutes to complete the survey so instructions will be adjusted accordingly in 

the main survey. 

At Year 6, 66 children started the questionnaire as indicated by the valid number of cases for the first 

question, namely Gender (SD01A01). Apart from the filtered questions which were administered to 

only a subset of students and the two aforementioned items with a problematic data export, no drop 

off could be observed. Only five fewer students (n=61) responded to the general questions about 

bodily changes during puberty (SD08O01 to SD08O03).   

However, after the puberty questions that were gender specific - namely about lowering of the voice 

(SD08O05) and growth of facial hair (SD08O06) for boys and breast development (SD08O04) and 

whether or not girls had started to menstruate (SD08O07) - the number of dropped by 20 to around 

40 valid responses for the last four items in the Year 6 survey.  

This represented a drop of one third of respondents after the gender-specific puberty questions. It is 

probably the very personal nature of these questions which led to this considerable drop in responses. 
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The data export problems for the two questions on parental interest in schoolwork (SC03A01) and the 

frequency with which parents talked to teachers (SC04A01) were also observed at Year 6. 

At Year 8, 53 children started the questionnaire as indicated by the valid number of cases for the first 

question, namely Gender (SD01A01). In addition to the observations for the other two year levels, a 

considerable drop off could be seen in terms of the valid number of cases. Thus, only 21 of the 53 

students who had started the Year 8 questionnaire completed it. This represents a 40 per cent drop 

off at Year 8 compared with a 20 per cent drop off at Year 4. Some of this lesser drop off at Year 4 may 

be explained by the more compliant nature of the younger children. Still, while a large proportion of 

the drop off occurs after the puberty questions (from valid n=38 to n=21) the much greater relative 

drop off emphasises the need to reduce the length of the questionnaire at Year 8. 

Results of frequency analyses 

In addition to descriptive analyses, frequency analyses were undertaken to investigate the suitability 

of the questions and response options: High proportions of missing or invalid responses, for example, 

may indicate issues with comprehension or survey length. Examination of range, minimum, maximum, 

mean, standard deviation is intended to reveal misfitting response options. Results of the frequency 

analyses are given in Attachment 4. 

Results did not reveal any issues for the large majority of items. Still, frequencies for some questions 

were examined more closely. 

All students in Years 4, 6, and 8 were asked whether: 

1. They always slept in the same home. 

2. They usually slept in the same home, but sometimes slept in other places (for example a 
friend's house) 

3. They regularly slept in two homes with different adults. 

Of the 173 students who responded to this item, six of the 56 Year 4 students (11%), four of 64 Year 6 

students (6%) and three of 53 Year 8 students (6%) chose option 3 indicating that they regularly slept 

in two homes with a different adult, which seemed to be an appropriate number (reference evidence 

ƻƴ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ΨŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜΩ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƛǎΚύΦ 
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Chapter 4.   
Factor and reliability analysis 

The ACWP FT survey contained some groups of items that were designed to form scales. These are 

listed in Table 8. 

Table 8:  Scales in the ACWP FT survey  

Major domain Subdomain/ 

Correlates 

Indicator (Preliminary label) Possible comparisons 

Family Togetherness Family cohesion Children's Worlds 

Family management HowRU 

Worry Vulnerability - Significant other ACWP subgroups 

Harmful - Significant other ACWP subgroups 

Friends Support and 
conflict 

Degree of closeness/support - closest 
friend 

ACWP subgroups 

Conflict - closest friend  ACWP subgroups 

School Correlate/Factual Teacher support MDI 

Enjoyment School - General satisfaction LSAC 

School - Intrinsic motivation LSAC 

Outside school 
activities 

Participation in outside school activities /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ²ƻǊƭŘǎ 

Health Mental and 
physical  

health 

Psychological well-being  HBSC 

Somatic well-being HBSC 

Cross-cutting 
domains 

Bullying Bullying Australian Covert 
Bullying Prevalence 
Study  

Feeling good Overall wellbeing /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴϥǎ ²ƻǊƭŘΩǎ 

 

Factor and reliability analyses were conducted to examine the appropriateness of the proposed scales 

that were included to measure various aspects of well-being (e.g. family management, vulnerability, 

friends' support and conflict) in the survey. Here, consideration could be given to the deletion of items 

from a scale where a) an item showed a factor loading that is relatively lower than the loadings of 

other items on that factor and/or b) the reliability of the scale increases if that item were removed. 

Results of the analyses are presented in Table 9. The first column in the table provides the name of 

the scale. Subsequent columns provide information regarding the number of students in the analysis, 

followed by the number (and variable names) of items included in the scale and analysis. The 

/ƘǊƻƴōŀŎƘΩǎ !ƭǇƘŀ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŎŀƭŜ ŀƴŘ ŦŀŎǘƻǊ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜƴ Ǉresented (both exploratory and 

confirmatory factor analysis were used to test scales). The final column of the table summarises the 

results of the analysis and provides recommendations for the scales for the main survey. It should be 

noted that, as indicated by the high proportion of missing responses, particularly at Year 8, the 

reduction of survey length was a high priority. Therefore, one of the main aims of the 

recommendations was to maintain psychometrically sound scales with the fewest number of items. 



The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 13 

Table 9:  Results of initial reliability and factor analyses 

Indicator 
(Preliminary 
label) 

N of 
stds 

N of items, 
Variable 
names 

Reliability 
(Cronbach
's alpha) 

Factor analysis 
results 

Recommendations 

Family cohesion 164 3 
FA06A01 
FA06A02 
FA06A03 

0.72 1 factor; All 
factor loadings 
>0.78 

The reliability for this scale was moderate and 
factor loadings were high for all 3 items. 
Recommend to maintain scale, intact, for MS. 

Family 
management 

45 9 
FA06E01 
FA06E02 
FA06E03 
FA06E04 
FA06E05 
FA06E06 
FA06E07 
FA06E08 
FA06E09 

0.89 2 factorsa Could be split into 2 scales, namely a "deviant" 
scale based on  
FA06E06 (rules regarding alcohol) 
FA06E07 (caught with alcohol) 
FA06E08 (caught with weapon) 
FA06E09 (school truancy) 
and  
FA06E01 (parents ask regarding homework) 
FA06E02 (parents know if not home on time) 
FA06E03 (clear rules) 
FA06E04 (parents know student location) 
FA06E05 (call parents if late) 
However, to reduce length of Year 8 
questionnaire, it was recommended to keep 
FA08E02, FA08E04 and FA08E05 as they were the 
highest loading items on the more general family 
management scale regarding keeping parents 
informed about whereabouts. Content of 
FA06E01 regarding homework was covered 
elsewhere (SC03A02). 

Vulnerability - 
Significant other 

162 6 
FA05A01 
FA05A03 
FA05A06 
FA05A07 
FA05A08 
FA05A09 
 

0.89 1 factor The 6 items loaded on one factor and produced 
very high scale reliability. This increased even 
further (0.90) if one item was removed 
(FA05A01, worry about sig other getting sick). 
This item also had the lowest factor loading 
(0.63). Further, if items A03 and A06 were 
removed, the reliability was maintained as well 
as each item factor loadings. As such, it is 
recommended to include this scale for the MS 
with the removal of FA05A01, FA05A03 and 
FA05A06. 

Harmful - 
Significant other 

162 5 
FA05A02 
FA05A04 
FA05A05 
FA05A10 
FA05A11 
 
 

0.87 1 factor The factor analyses revealed very high reliability 
for this scale of 5 items. Further improvement 
(0.88) to the reliability can be noted with the 
removal of FA05A02 (worry that someone will do 
something to scare the respondent) which also 
has the lowest factor loading (0.66). The removal 
of FA05A11 did not impact on reliability or factor 
loadings. It is therefore recommended to 
maintain this scale for the MS with the removal 
of FA05A02 and A11. 

Degree of 
closeness/suppo
rt - closest friend 

154 4   
FR02A01 
FR02A02 
FR02A03 
FR02A04 

0.84 All factor 
loadings >0.77 

These four items produced a scale with a high 
reliability. All factor loadings were also high and 
the removal of any particular item did not notably 
improve the reliability of the scale. Recommended 
to keep the scale intact for the MS. 

Conflict - closest 
friend  

110 5  
FR03O01 
FR03O02 
FR03O03 
FR03O04 
FR03O05 

0.57 1 factors The reliability of the five items in this scale is very 
low. However if item FR03O02 (about making up 
with friend after a fight) is removed, the 
reliability of the scale increases to 0.72 and the 
factor loadings of the remaining 4 items are 
>0.70. Recommendation is to maintain scale for 
MS with removal of FR03O02. 
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Indicator 
(Preliminary 
label) 

N of 
stds 

N of items, 
Variable 
names 

Reliability 
(Cronbach
's alpha) 

Factor analysis 
results 

Recommendations 

Teacher support 152 3 
SC02A01 
SC02A02 
SC02A03 

0.79 All factor 
loadings >0.81 

These three items produced a scale with high 
reliability with all factor loadings at 0.81 or 
greater. It is recommended to retain this scale 
with all three items. 

School - General 
satisfaction 

157 6 
SC06A01 
SC06A02 
SC06A03 
SC06A04 
SC06A05 
SC06A06 

0.92 All factor 
loadings >0.78 

The 6 items used in this scale analysis produced 
high reliability as well as factor loadings. 
Recommendation is to keep this scale and all 6 
items.  

School - Intrinsic 
motivation 

110 6 
SC06A07 
SC06A08 
SC06A09 
SC06A10 
SC06A11 
SC06A12 

0.91 All factor 
loadings >0.68 

These six items produced a scale with a very high 
reliability and suitable factor loadings. Despite 
this, given that the correlation between this scale 
and general satisfaction scales was 0.83 (and 
with the view to having to shorten the year 8 
questionnaire) it is recommended to remove this 
scale and all items. See Chapter 5 for further 
details. 

Participation in 
outside school 
activities  

147 10 
SC08A01 
SC08A02 
SC08A03 
SC08A04 
SC08A05 
SC08A06 
SC08A07 
SC08A08 
SC08A09 
SC08A10 

0.73 1 Factor Results of the factor analysis indicated that this 
set of items were not reflective of one underlying 
dimension. Hence given overlap in content (e.g. 
sports) among items in this question or little 
variance on individual items in this battery, it was 
recommended to retain following items, 
SC08A01, SC08A02, SC08A03, SC08A04, SC08A06, 
SC08A08, SC08A10 on which to report main 
survey results as separate items.  

Psychological 
well-being  

143 3 
HE05A04 
HE05A05 
HE05A06 

0.79 Only one 
component 
extracted 

This scale produced one factor and the reliability 
of the scale was high. The recommendations is to 
retain all three items for this scale in the MS. 

Somatic well-
being 

145 5 
HE05A01 
HE05A02 
HE05A03 
HE05A07 
HE05A08 

0.79 One factor. All 
factor loadings 
>0.72 

The reliability for this 5 item scale was high with 
consistently high factor loadings across items. It 
is recommended to maintain this scale for the 
MS with no changes. 

Bullying 147 6 
BU01A01 
BU01A02 
BU01A03 
BU01A04 
BU01A05 
BU01A06 
 

0.92 One factor. All 
factor loadings 
>0.77 

This 6 item scale had a very high reliability with 
high factor loadings for all items. The intended 
comparisons with the Bullying Prevalence study 
does not require this scale to be calculated as 
comparisons are done at the item level. However 
the scale does appear to work very well and 
consideration may be given to produce it in the 
MS. Recommendation is to maintain these 5 
items for the MS.  

Overall 
wellbeing 

172 5 
WB01A01 
WB01A02 
WB01A03 
WB01A04 
WB01A05 

0.97 One factor. All 
factor loadings 
>0.91 

This 5 item scale had very high reliability with 
very strong factor loadings across items. The 
recommendation is to maintain all 5 items for 
the MS.  
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In summary, the factor and reliability analyses of the 14 scales in ACWP FT resulted in the following 

recommendations for the MS: 

¶ Retain eight scales without changes: 

¶ Family cohesion 

¶ Friend support 

¶ Teacher support 

¶ General school motivation 

¶ Psychological wellbeing 

¶ Somatic wellbeing 

¶ Bullying 

¶ Overall wellbeing 

Reduce three scales to the minimum number of three items required for a scale. The three items that 

were retained showed the highest loadings on the underlying factor and were those items whose 

removal would have resulted in lower reliability of the scale. 

¶ Family management: Kept items "My parents would know if I didn't come home on time", "When 

I'm not at home, one of my parents knows where I am and who I am with", "My parents want 

me to call if I'm going to be late getting home" 

¶ Vulnerability: Kept items "How much do you worry that someone close to you..." "won't have a 

place to live" (FA05A07), "won't have enough to eat" (FA05A08), "will move away" (FA05A09). 

¶ Harmful: Kept items "How much do you worry that someone close to you..." "will get arrested" 

(FA05A04), "will be fighting" (FA05A05), "will hurt somebody" (FA05A10). 

One item was removed from the "Friend conflict" scale as this was found to increase reliability of that 

scale. 

The scale measuring intrinsic school motivation was removed. While this scale had excellent 

psychometric properties, its high correlation with the general school motivation scale indicated a 

considerable overlap. Such a limited information gain had to be balanced with the high priority of 

reducing the length of the survey. Hence, it was decided to drop the six items that formed this scale. 

The items regarding participation in outside school activities were found not to form a scale. Hence, 

only seven individual items that were considered to cover aspects not covered elsewhere in the survey 

were retained. 
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Chapter 5.   
Analyses of specific questions and question order 

The ACWP contained a number of specifically designed elements which required examination to 

ascertain their appropriateness for the main survey. These elements included item types other than 

Likert-type items to measure attitudes (e.g. drag and drop items to measure closeness with others and 

importance of domains, indicators of deprivation and affluence and the anchoring vignettes). In many 

instances, correlation and cross tabulation analyses were employed to examine whether hypothesised 

relationships emerged from the data as a validity check. Finally, consideration was given to question 

ordering given the results of the FT. 

The "Me" ring question 

This question asked students to drag labels of people (e.g. "mother", "father", "aunt", "uncle", "sister") 

and pets into a circle consisting of five rings with the innermost circle labelled "me". The closer the 

child felt to the person, the closer they were asked to drag that person to the centre (i.e. "me"). Any 

label could be dragged into the circle up to five times to allow, for example, multiple aunts to whom 

the child felt close to be shown. 

The information obtained was converted to variables as follows: The first aspect indicated into which 

ring the child dragged a person. The second aspect indicated how often the same label was dragged 

into that ring by the child. If a label was dragged into a ring, this was coded as "1" whereas if that label 

was not dragged into a ring, this was coded as "2". Thus, a combination of "11122" for the variable 

"1Ring-Aunt" (i.e. variable name RE01A0110) meant that a child had dragged the label for "aunt" three 

times into the first ring as indicated by the first three numbers being a "1". If a child had not dragged 

a label, for example, "grandfather", at all into the first ring, the variable RE01A0112 would show a 

value of "22222". 

The descriptive analyses showed some interesting results. 

1. The labels "Mother's partner" or "Father's partner" were not used at all, regardless of ring, by 

any child. As pointed out by one of the teachers who administered the FT survey, a likely 

reason was that while this was a term used by adults, children often refer to any male or 

female partner moving into the household as "step dad" or "step mum". Hence, it was decided 

to remove these labels completely for the MS. 

2. Descriptive results suggested that students from all year levels had dragged labels only ever 

into the first ring. This was indicated by all variables from "RE01A0201" as the first variable 

denoting ring 2 to "RE01A0517" as the last variable denoting ring 5 having "22222" as their 

minimum value. This value of "22222" meant that a label was never dragged into a ring at all. 

However, upon closer inspection, this result was a consequence of an error in the data capture. 

Although respondents were able to drag labels into different rings, the exported data were only ever 

showing a label being dragged into the first circle. This has now been corrected for the main survey. 

Still, in order to examine whether the information obtained was useful in terms of a) differentiating 

between children with different networks of close people and b) being linked to measures of 

wellbeing, several analyses were undertaken. 

As mentioned earlier, responses to the ME-ring item were coded relevant to one of the five rings. 

Students either dragged one of the labels towards the inner ME-circle or not. The same type of relative 
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could be dragged towards the ME-circle up to five times. In other words, the degree of proximity 

between a person/pet and ME could not be captured and ŎƻŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƛǘŜƳǎ ǿŀǎ ǊŜŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƻ ΨмΩ 

όǘƛŎƪύ ŀƴŘ ΨнΩ όƴƻ ǘƛŎƪύΦ ¢ƘǳǎΣ ƻƴƭȅ ƛǘŜƳǎ w9лм!лмлм ǘƻ w9лм!лммр ǿŜǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ Ŧƻr constructing summary 

variables. 

As an intermediate step, ΨŎƻǳƴǘŜǊǎΩ ǿŜǊŜ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŜŀŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛǘŜƳǎ w9лм!лмлм ǘƻ w9лм!лммр 

summing up the number of people or pets a student felt close to. These counters were named CNT_M 

(mother) to CNT_PET (pet) respectively as shown in Table 10. 

Table 10:  Variables based on the "me" ring item 

Original variable Corresponding counter Label 

RE01A0101 CNT_M ME counts Mother 

RE01A0102 CNT_F ME counts Father 

RE01A0103 CNT_STM ME counts Stepmother 

RE01A0104 CNT_STF ME counts Stepfather 

RE01A0105 CNT_FOM ME counts Fostermother 

RE01A0106 CNT_FOF ME counts Fosterfather 

RE01A0107 CNT_SIST ME counts Sister 

RE01A0108 CNT_BROS ME counts Brother 

RE01A0110 CNT_AUNT ME counts Aunt 

RE01A0109 CNT_UNCL ME counts Uncle 

RE01A0111 CNT_GRM ME counts Grandmother 

RE01A0112 CNT_GRF ME counts Grandfather 

RE01A0113 CNT_OTHA ME counts other adult 

RE01A0114 CNT_OTHC ME counts other child 

RE01A0115 CNT_PET ME counts Pet 

 

Next, four proximity indexes were computed using these counter variables (Table 11). 

Table 11:  Proximity indexes based on the "me" ring item 

Proximity Index Label Computed as sum of 

PROXF proximity to females only CNT_M, CNT_STM, CNT_FOM, CNT_SIST, 
CNT_AUNT, CNT_GRM 

PROXM proximity to males only CNT_F, CNT_STF, CNT_FOF, CNT_BROS, 
CNT_UNCL, CNT_GRF 

PROXFAM proximity to immediate family 
members only 

CNT_M, CNT_F, CNT_SIST, CNT_BROS 

PROXTOT proximity to all people/pets around 
you 

CNT_M TO CNT_PET 

 

Students who did not indicate any closeness to anyone or any pet were assigned a scoǊŜ ƻŦ ΨлΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

proximity indexes. Frequency analyses showed that proximity indexes were largely normally 

distributed with the expected positive skew (i.e. relatively more lower values) indicating relatively 

smaller numbers of people and pets to whom students felt close. As the next step, correlations were 

computed for all students between the proximity indexes and age (YEARSURVEY), gender (SD01A01) 

and number of books at home (FA13A01) as a proxy for socio-economic status. 

While proximity indexes did not correlate with gender or number of books at home, meaningful 

correlations emerged between age and relations to females (i.e. most often mothers) (PROXF; r =-.22) 
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as well as to all people around (PROXTOT; r =-.20). Younger students were more likely to report 

closeness with females and closer relations in general. This makes sense as younger students need 

more care, guidance and supervision. In the early years female adults tend to take on a more 

prominent role in caring for children than male adults. There appears to be a tendency for younger 

students to also demonstrate more father-type relations but the correlation was not significant (p 

>.05; r =-.13). The larger sample size in the main survey may change this correlation. 

It was then investigated in two ways: that is, whether or not the proximity indexes were linked to the 

degree of physical development that occurred during puberty. First, a puberty summary score 

(PUBERTY) was created based on the responses to questions asking about height (SD08O01), body hair 

(SD08O02) and acne (SD08O03). PUBERTY was zero if responses indicated that no changes had started 

to twelve if changes seemed complete to the respondents. In addition, a factor score using the 

aforementioned three items plus the two female specific items about breasts (SD08O04) and 

menstruation (SD09O01) was generated for girls (PUBERTYF). No equivalent score was generated for 

boys including items regarding the deepening of the voice (SD08O05) and the growth of facial hair 

(SD08O06) as responses to these items were inconclusive. Correlations were then computed between 

the puberty and proximity indices. Results indicated that the female specific puberty score (PUBERTYF) 

was not linked to any of the proximity indices PROXF, PRXM, PROXFAM or PROXTOT. 

The general puberty index for boys and girls was not linked to the proximity indices PROXF, PRXM, 

PROXFAM. However, a small correlation emerged between the cumulative puberty score (PUBERTY) 

and PROXTOT (r =.23) which suggested progressing puberty was linked to an expressed greater 

closeness to a larger number of people. Also, results suggested that further consideration be given as 

to whether to proceed with the cumulative puberty index or a factor score. 

Anchoring vignettes 

Anchoring vignettes have been used successfully, initially in health research and more recently in 

education in the 2012 Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA) testing programme, to 

adjust for differences in response style. In principle, an anchoring vignette is developed to provide a 

frame of reference for the respondent's answers to subsequent items. Ultimately, the respondent's 

answers to the vignettes are used as a scoring mechanism which adjusts - at the individual respondent 

level - for differences in response styles as some respondents are more inclined to agree than others, 

some are more inclined to use extreme responses or sit in the middle between different response 

alternatives. 

Desirable characteristics of a successful vignette are as follows: 

¶ There is close to universal agreement about the rank order of the three options; 

¶ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎΩ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴŎƭƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǎŜƭŜŎǘ ǎǘǊƻƴƎƭȅ ŀƎǊŜŜ 

rather than agree or strongly disagree rather than disagree; 

¶ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎΩ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƘŜ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ς 

they may rank it with one of the other options or between the other two options.  

Anchoring vignettes were developed in the ACWP questionnaire for the family management scale. 

Results of the FT analyses regarding anchoring vignettes showed: 

¶ A large extent of "ties", meaning that respondents assigned the rating to the different 

vignettes that were meant to tap into different levels of the underlying domain. 
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¶ Correlations of scale scores that were adjusted for response behaviour using the anchoring 

vignettes did not result in any larger correlations with relevant other constructs. This would be 

expected if "unadjusted" correlations between constructs were partly obscured by individual 

response behaviours. 

As a consequence of these results and in view of the priority to reduce the length of the Year 8 

questionnaire, it was recommended to remove the vignettes from the Year 8 questionnaire - the only 

questionnaire in which they occurred. 

Analyses of items and scales relating to the school domain 

The following questions guided the analyses of the questions in the school domain: 

Is it possible to generate a valid indicator of student performance? 

As it was not possible to undertake some form of cognitive test and the obtaining of individual student 

NAPLAN results would have represented a major obstacle to obtaining ethics approval for the ACWP, 

the FT data were used to examine whether or not it was possible to create a meaningful indicator of 

student performance. The NAPLAN 2013 scores were used to classify each classroom/school. These 

were computed onto the variable NATRELP (NAPLAN relative school performance). The scores ranged 

ŦǊƻƳ ΨмΩ όǎŎƘƻƻƭϥǎ b!t[!b ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ нлмо ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ōŜƭƻǿ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜύ ǘƻ ΨрΩ 

(NAPLAN performance in reading 2013 substantially above national average). 

Information regarding each school's reading performance in 2013 was taken from ACARA's myschool 

website together with the information regarding which of the five performance categories a school's 

performance fell relative to the national average (http://www.myschool.edu.au). For the 2013 reading 

assessment, these performance groups were defined using the following guidelines: 

 

 National Average 
NAPLAN reading 

performance 2013 

SE for school with 20 
students at this year 

level 

SE for school with 40 
students at this year 

level 

Year 3 419 ± 17.4 ± 12.4 

Year 5 502 ± 16.0 ± 11.4 

Year 7 541 ± 14.4 ± 10.4 

Source: Myschool. For a comprehensive list of standard errors see the myschool website 
http://www.myschool.edu.au/MoreInformation/InterpretingNAPLANResultsSelected 

 

A school's performance would be considered "substantially above" if its NAPLAN score exceeded the 

national mean by at least two standard errors (e.g. the score of a school with 20 Year 3 students would 

be higher than 419 + (2x17.4) = 453.8). 

A school's performance would be considered "above" if its NAPLAN score exceeded the national mean 

by more than the standard error (e.g. the score of a school with 20 Year 3 students would be higher 

than 436.4). 

A school's performance would be considered "close to the national mean" if its NAPLAN score fell 

within the standard error (e.g. the score of a school with 20 Year 3 students would be between 401.6 

and 436.4). 

A school's performance would be considered "below" if its NAPLAN score was lower than national 

average minus one standard error (e.g. the score of a school with 20 Year 3 students would be lower 

than 401.6). 

http://www.myschool.edu.au/MoreInformation/InterpretingNAPLANResultsSelected
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A school's performance would be considered "below" if its NAPLAN score was lower than the national 

average minus two standard errors (e.g. the score of a school with 20 Year 3 students would be lower 

than 384.2). 

These scores were computed onto the variable NATRELP (NAPLAN relative school performance). The 

ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ǊŀƴƎŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ΨмΩ όǎŎƘƻƻƭϥǎ b!t[!b ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ нлмо ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ ōŜƭƻǿ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜύ ǘƻ ΨрΩ όb!tLAN performance in reading 2013 significantly above national average). 

Information in NATRELP was then combined with each studentΩs perception of how the teachers rated 

their school performance relative to their classmates (SC05A01), a variable ranging froƳ ΨмΩ όǾŜǊȅ 

ƎƻƻŘύ ǘƻ ΨпΩ όōŜƭƻǿ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜύΦ ¢ƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ȅƛŜƭŘ нл ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻǊ ǊŀƴƪǎΦ ¢ƘŜ 

resultant variable was computed as an indicator of student performance (PERFORM) by dividing 

NATRELP by the self-rated performance (SC05A01). 

This resulted in the new variable, PERFORM, ranging from 0.25 (low="1"school NAPLAN performance 

in reading 2013 was significantly below the national average divided by "4" student indicated below 

average performance) to 5.00 (high="5"school NAPLAN performance in reading 2013 was significantly 

above the national average divided by "1" student indicated very good performance). In other words, 

scoring 5.00 on PERFORM indicated that a student came from a school which scored highest in 

NAPLAN (namely "significantly above national average") AND where the student perceived that 

ƘŜκǎƘŜ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ΨǾŜǊȅ ƎƻƻŘΩΣ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΣ ōȅ ǘƘŜ Ŏƭŀǎǎ ǘŜŀŎƘŜǊΦ 

As a validity check the newly created variable (PERFORM) was correlated with the number of books in 

the home (FA13A01), pressure of schoolwork (SC07A01), general motivation (SC06A01 to SC06A06), 

intrinsic motivation (SC06O07 to SC06O12) and educational aspirations (SD07O01) (see Table 12). 

Table 12:  Correlations of student performance with books in the home, pressure of school work, 
motivational scales and educational aspirations 
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Results confirmed the expected positive correlations between the newly created indicator of student 

performance and number of books in the home, the two motivational scales as well as student's 

educational aspirations. In other words, higher performance was related to more books at home, 

greater motivation and higher educational aspirations. The absence of a link between performance 

and school pressure can be explained: First both students who are higher and lower performers 

experience school pressure: The first group because it would like to maintain that high performance, 

the second group because it is aware of expectations to improve performance. 

This confirmation of expected relationships provided support that a valid indicator of student 

performance had been generated. 

The question about "My school is a place.." (SC06) contained 12 items forming two motivation scales, 

namely general motivation (SC06A01-06) and intrinsic motivation (SC06A07-12). Given the priority to 

reduce the length of the survey at Year 8, are both scales needed? 

Twelve items measuring two motivational constructs namely general motivation (SC06A01-06) and 

intrinsic motivation (SC06A07-12) were included in the Year 6 and Year 8 questionnaires. The Year 4 

questionnaire contained only the general motivation scale with the first six items. 

Table 13:  Items measuring general motivation (SC06A01-06) and intrinsic motivation (SC06A07-12) 

SC06 
aȅ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ƛǎ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǿƘŜǊŜΧ  
Response choices: Strongly disagree; Disagree; Agree; Strongly Agree 

General 
motivation 

SC06A01 ΧL ŦŜŜƭ ƘŀǇǇȅ 

SC06A02 ΧL ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ Ǝƻ ǘƻ ŜŀŎƘ Řŀȅ 

SC06A03 ΧL ŦƛƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƭŜŀǊƴƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀ ƭƻǘ ƻŦ Ŧǳƴ 

SC06A04 ΧI feel safe and secure 

SC06A05 ΧL ƭƛƪŜ ƭŜŀǊƴƛƴƎ 

SC06A06 ΧL ƎŜǘ ŜƴƧƻȅƳŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ ōŜƛƴƎ ǘƘŜǊŜ 

Intrinsic 
motivation 

SC06O07 Χ¢ƘŜ ǿƻǊƪ ǿŜ Řƻ ƛǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘƛƴƎ 

SC06O08 ΧL ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ŀǎƪ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ Ŏƭŀǎǎ 

SC06O09 ΧL ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ Řƻ ŜȄǘǊŀ ǿƻǊƪΦ 

SC06O10 ΧL ŜƴƧƻȅ ǿƘat I do in class 

SC06O11 ΧL ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ǘǊȅ ǘƻ Řƻ Ƴȅ ōŜǎǘ 

SC06O12 ΧL ƎŜǘ ŜȄŎƛǘŜŘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƪ ǿŜ Řƻ 

 

Given the desire to reduce the length of the Year 8 survey, it was examined by way of correlation 

analysis whether both scales were needed. 

Given the relatively high correlation of 0.83, the information obtained from the two scales could be 

considered to be quite similar. It was suggested to keep the general motivation for school scale (i.e. 

SC06A01-SC06A06) as it captured information about school as a place in general rather than the more 

specific aspects of school work. Hence, it was recommended to drop the more specific intrinsic 

motivation scale. 
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Importance of domains item 

Respondents were shown a furniture item with six shelves and were given the following instructions: 

"Here is a set of shelves. Putting something on the top shelf means it is most important to you for 
having a good life. Putting something on the bottom shelf means that it is least important to you 
for having a good life. You can put things on the same shelf if they are equally important. 

Where would you put the following on this set of shelves? 

Family 

Friends 

School 

Neighbourhood/community 

Health 

Money/things I have 

 

Frequency results showed that respondents used all six shelves to indicate the importance of various 

domains. Table 14 shows the domains in descending order of the percentage of respondents who put 

a dimension on the top shelf, indicating the highest importance of that domain in the total sample. 

Table 14:  Proportion of respondents assigning the highest priority to different domains 

 Total Year 4 Year 6 Year 8 

Family 92% 95% 91% 96% 

Health 49% 45% 52% 49% 

Friends 45% 63% 40% 32% 

School 35% 34% 37% 34% 

Money/things 10% 7% 6% 17% 

Neighbourhood/community 6% 9% 6% 2% 

 

This ordering confirmed much prior research and ACWP Phase 1 focus group results that family was 

the most important domain in the lives of the large majority of students. In the FT, this item was 

designed in such a way that students could only drag a maximum number of three domains onto the 

same shelf. In other words, students could only drag, for example, family, friends and health on the 

first shelf indicating that they assigned the highest priority to these domains. However, they could not 

then drag any of school money/things or neighbourhood/community onto that very top shelf. 

To examine whether this maximum of three domains per shelf was appropriate, six variables were 

created to investigate, for each shelf, whether students had dragged one domain, two domains or the 

predesigned maximum, three domains onto the shelf. Results are shown in Table 15. 

Table 15:  Number of domains on shelf 

 0 1 2 3 

First shelf (DomFirst) 2% 19% 21% 58% 

Second shelf (DomSec) 6% 38% 36% 20% 

Third shelf (DomThird) 50% 44% 5% 1% 

Fourth shelf (DomFourth) 46% 53% 1% 0% 

Fifth shelf (DomFifth) 62% 37% 1% 0% 

Sixth shelf (DomSixth) 80% 20% 0% 0% 
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Results showed that setting the maximum number of domains to be put onto one shelf - i.e. given the 

same level of priority - to three might have been too restrictive for the first two shelves. As can be 

seen in Table 15, more than half the respondents put three domains onto the first shelf while every 

fifth respondent (20%) placed three domains on the second shelf. The lowest shelf, shelf six, in 

contrast,  was only used by every fifth respondent and then only to place one domain onto that shelf 

as indicated but no respondent placing either two or three domains onto that sixth shelf. 

Results further support more flexible response behaviour than is enabled by this item format. 

Traditionally, respondents would be asked to respond by ranking domains in order of importance. 

However, analyses reported here confirms that a strict monotonic ranking may not express 

respondents' attitudes accurately as they may prefer assigning similar ranks to different domains. 

For the MS this means that the maximum number of domains to be placed onto a shelf, particularly 

on the first two shelves should be increased. In fact, it seems desirable to enable all six domains to be 

put onto the same shelf. 

Question order considerations 

A number of decisions were taken based on analyses of FT data and questionnaire design 

considerations. These included: 

¶ Moving the question about foster homes (FA10A01) from fourth last place in the 

questionnaire to earlier in the sequence of questions, after the "me" ring item (RE01). Having 

the item earlier in the questionnaire was desirable to ensure the minimum amount of 

missing data due to survey fatigue as this question was required to identify one of the ACWP 

subgroups of interest. Placing it after the "me" ring item was done in order not to influence 

children's placing of people to whom they felt close by previously considering whether or 

not they lived in a foster home. 

¶ The remaining two questions regarding the neighbourhood were moved to the end of the 

survey. This was done so that students would not finish the survey after having responded 

to the puberty questions which are of a very personal nature (e.g. menstruation). In addition, 

missing data due to survey fatigue would be less of an issue for these questions as topics 

relating to community and neighbourhood will be taken up in the final qualitative work of 

the ACWP. 
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Chapter 6.   
Measuring affluence and deprivation 

The purpose of this Chapter is to describe the construction of affluence and deprivation variables in 

the ACWP Field Trial Sample. Specifically, it addresses the following questions: 

1. What affluence and deprivation indexes could be calculated using the ACWP data, and do these 

two concepts capture significantly different concepts of economic wellbeing?  

2. How do the constructed indexes correlate with other relevant variables in the ACWP dataset? 

3. Could any deprivation or affluence indicators be dropped from the analysis without significant 

information loss on deprivation or affluence?  

Note that since this is an exploratory analysis a large number of alternative constructions of child 

deprivation and affluence are tested. Sample sizes in the analysis below are small, so any 

interpretation is tentative. Confidence intervals and tests of statistical significance are used where 

appropriate. 

Family socio-economic status or living standards measures 

The following questions that are intended to be directly related to socio-economic status of the 

ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ǿŜǊŜ ŀǎƪŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ !/²t CƛŜƭŘ ¢ǊƛŀƭΦ 

¶ FA04 How many adults that you live with have a paid job? (Asked of respondents with respect 

to their first and second homes. Answer categories are (1) None (2) One (3) Two (4) More than 

н όрύ 5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿΦ 

¶ FA13A01 About how many books are there in your home? (Do not count magazines, newspapers 

or your school books.) (Asked of all respondents with respect to their first home). (1) None or 

very few (0 - 10 books) (2) Enough to fill one shelf (11 - 25 books) (3) Enough to fill one bookcase 

(26 - 100 books) (4) Enough to fill two bookcases (101 - 200 books) (5) Enough to fill three or 

more bookcases (more than 200) 

Child deprivation measures 

The following questions, partly derived from Main (2014), but also partly derived from qualitative 
fieldwork that was conducted with young people in the initial part of the ACWP, are intended to be 
ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƻǿƴ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻǊ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ŀǎƪŜŘΥ 

¶ Here is a list of items that some young people of your age have. Please tell us whether you 

have each item on the list or whether you'd like to have it. 

¶ MW01A01 An iPod or other personal music player  

¶ MW01A02 Some money that you can save each month, either in a bank or at home 

¶ MW01A03 The right kind of clothes to fit in with other people your age  

¶ MW01A04 My family has enough money for me to go on a school camp 

¶ MW01A05 Your own mobile phone 

¶ <If the answer is "1" to the above question (MW01A05), respondents will be further 
asked:> 



The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 25 

¶ MW01A06 Enough credit on my mobile to phone or text friends 

¶ Response categories to all the above questions (1) I have this (2) I don't have this but 

would like it (3) I don't have this and I don't want or need it. 

These response categories, which are widely used in studies of social exclusion, are intended to take 

account of respondent preferences. However, they may not be able to fully take account of the extent 

ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŀŘŀǇǘŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƻǊ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǘŀƴŎŜǎΦ  

Family Affluence Scale 

The following questions, derived from questions used in the derivation of the Family Affluence Scale 

as part of the Health Behaviour in School Aged Children (HBSC) Survey, are intended to gage the 

ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΩǎ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎΣ ƻǊ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΦ  

¶ FA09A01 Does your family own a car, van or truck? (1)  No (2)  Yes, one (3) Yes, two or 

more. 

¶ <If the answer is "2 or 3" to the above question, respondents will be further asked:> 

¶ FA10A01 My family has enough money to put petrol in the car, van or truck when needed. (1) 

We have this (2) We don't have this but I would like it (3) We don't have this and I don't want 

or need it. 

¶ FA11A01 Do you have your own bedroom for yourself?(1) No (2) Yes 

¶ FA12A01 During the past 12 months, how many times did you travel away on holiday with your 

family? (1) Not at all (2) Once (2) Twice (3) More than twice. 

¶ FA14A01 How many computers does your family own? (including laptops and tablets, NOT 

including game consoles and smartphones)? (1) None (2) One (3) Two (4) More than two 

In many HBSC analyses, responses to FA09A01, FA11A01, FA12A01 and FA14A01are combined to form 

a Family Affluence Scale, with a value range of 0 to 9 (Candace Currie et al., 2008):  

 

car ς ƴƻƴŜ Ҧ лΤ ƻƴŜ Ҧ мΤ ǘǿƻ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ Ҧ нΤ  

own bedroom ς ƴƻ Ҧ лΣ ȅŜǎ Ҧ мΤ  

holidays ς ƴƻƴŜ Ҧ лΤ ƻƴŜ Ҧ мΤ ǘǿƻ Ҧ нΤ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ Ҧ оΤ  

computers ς ƴƻƴŜ Ҧ лΤ ƻƴŜ Ҧ мΤ ǘǿƻ Ҧ нΤ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ Ҧ оΤ 
 

This scale has been validated in international comparative research in rich countries (Elgar et al., 2013; 

Ravens-Sieberer, Wille, Erhart, Nickel, & Richter, 2007). 

The latest HBSC survey includes the following additional questions relating to family affluence: 

¶ FA15O01 Does your family have a dishwasher at home? (1) No (2) Yes 

¶ FA16O01 How many times did your family travel out of Australia for a holiday last year? (1) Not 

at all (2) Once (3) Twice (4) More than twice 

¶ FA17O01 How many bathrooms (room with a bath/shower or both) are in your home? (1) 

None (2) One (3) Two (4) More than two 

  



The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 26 

It is intended to add these to the Family Affluence Scale in future HBSC analyses, presumably as 

follows: 

dishwasher ς ƴƻ Ҧ лΣ ȅŜǎ Ҧ м  

holidays overseas ς ƴƻƴŜ Ҧ лΤ ƻƴŜ Ҧ мΤ ǘǿƻ Ҧ нΤ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ Ҧ оΤ  

bath/shower ς ƴƻƴŜ Ҧ лΤ ƻƴŜ ҦмΤ ǘǿƻ Ҧ нΤ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ Ҧ оΤ 
 

This would give the expanded FAS (including the items in the existing FAS above) a range of 0 to 16. 

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ΨƘƻƭƛŘŀȅǎΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ΨƘƻƭƛŘŀȅǎ ƻǾŜǊǎŜŀǎΩ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōƻǘƘ ōŜ 

included in the expanded index.  

Constructing deprivation and affluence indexes 

Table 16 shows numbers of observations falling into different definitions of child deprivation. The first 

column (measure D1) only counts deprivation among respondents who stated that they did not have, 

and wanted, an iPod etc., money they could save, the right kind of clothes, enough money to go on a 

school camp, and their own mobile phone. On this measure, 20 per cent of the sample are deprived 

on two or more items, and 5 per cent on three or more. The second column (D2) expands the definition 

of deprivation to include respondents who stated they did not have and wanted, or did not want these 

items. In terms of deprivation, this measure therefore assumes that those who state that they do not 

have and do not want a particular item are expressing adaptive preferences. On this measure, over a 

third (35 per cent) are deprived on two or more items, and 11 per cent on three or more items. The 

third column (D3) and fourth column (D4) expand deprivation on the mobile phone measure to those 

respondents reporting that they do not have a mobile phone, or that they have a phone but cannot 

afford credit for it. The number of respondents is lower under these measures than under the previous 

two measures because 11 respondents who reported having mobile phones did not answer this 

question (respondents who reported not having mobile phones were not routed to this question). 

Measure D3 shows that under this measure, 25 per cent are deprived on two or more items while 6 

per cent are deprived on three or more. The final column (D5) shows that if deprivation is interpreted 

ǘƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ΨŘƻ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴŘ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǿŀƴǘΩΣ ǘƘŜƴ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ƻƴŜ ƛƴ ŦƻǳǊ όоу ǇŜǊ ŎŜƴǘύ ŀǊŜ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŜŘ ƻƴ ǘǿƻ 

or more items, and 13 per cent are deprived on three or more. 

Table 16:  Child deprivation scores (higher score = more deprivation) 

  D1 
Does not have and 
wants, mobile 
ownership only 

D2 
Does not have and 
wants or does not 
want, mobile 
ownership only 

D3 
Does not have and 
wants, access to 
mobile credit 

D4 
Does not have and 
wants or does not 
want, access to 
mobile credit 

  N % N % N % N % 

Not deprived at all 72 44.4 42 25.9 54 35.8 34 22.5 

1 57 35.2 63 38.9 60 39.7 59 39.1 

2 25 15.4 40 24.7 28 18.5 38 25.2 

3 5 3.1 12 7.4 6 4.0 13 8.6 

4 1 0.6 3 1.9 1 0.7 5 3.3 

Deprived on all 5 items 2 1.2 2 1.2 2 1.3 2 1.3 

Total 162 100 162 100 151 100 151 100 

Source: ACWP Field Trial 
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Table 17 shows frequencies for versions of the HBSC Family Affluence Scale. The first column (A1) 

shows the distribution of a reduced HBSC scale, including data on own bedroom, holidays, and car, 

but excluding data on computers in the home (this question was not asked of Year 4s). Under this 

scale, 27 per cent of respondents have a score of three or lower. Under the current widely used HBSC 

FAS definition (second column ς A2 ς calculated for Year 6s and 8s only), 5 per cent of respondents 

score three or less, while 67 per cent score seven or more. These percentages change only slightly if 

the family having ownership of a car is adapted to take account of whether they can afford petrol 

(third column ς A3), with changes at the lower end mainly due to exclusions because of missing data. 

In the fourth column (A4) dishwasher, number of bathrooms and number of foreign holidays are 

added to the FAS (this includes all items in the new proposed HBSC measure of family affluence, from 

2013-14); the proportion scoring three or less is 4 per cent, the proportion scoring seven or more is 

91 per cent and the proportion scoring twelve or more is 29 per cent. In the final column (A5), 

dishwasher and number of bathrooms are added to the FAS, but foreign holidays are not. Here, the 

proportion scoring three or less is 5 per cent, the proportion scoring seven or more is 87 per cent, and 

the proportion scoring twelve or more is 21 per cent. 

Table 17:  Family affluence measures (higher score = greater affluence) 

 A1 
HBSC 3-item 
FAS (all years) 

A2 
HBSC 4-item 
FAS, (years 6 
and 8 only) 

A3 
HBSC 4-item FAS, 
but cars only 
counted if family 
can afford petrol 
(years 6 and 8 only) 

A4 
HBSC 7 item FAS 
(overseas 
holidays counted 
twice, years  6 
and 8 only) 

A5 
HBSC 6 item FAS 
(all holidays 
only counted 
once, years  6 
and 8 only) 

 N % N % N % N % N % 

0 2 1.2 1 0.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.9 

1 2 1.2 1 0.9 1 1.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 

2 17 10.6 3 2.7 1 1.0 0 0.0 3 2.8 

3 23 14.3 1 0.9 0 0.0 3 2.9 0 0.0 

4 32 19.9 5 4.5 5 4.8 0 0.0 5 4.7 

5 48 29.8 10 9.1 11 10.6 3 2.9 4 3.7 

6 37 23.0 15 13.6 16 15.4 3 2.9 6 5.6 

7   27 24.5 24 23.1 8 7.6 7 6.5 

8   26 23.6 25 24.0 6 5.7 14 13.1 

9   21 19.1 21 20.2 11 10.5 27 25.2 

10       25 23.8 18 16.8 

11       16 15.2 13 12.1 

12       10 9.5 8 7.5 

13       10 9.5   

14       7 6.7   

15       1 1.0   

16       1 1.0   

Total 161 100.0 110 100.0 104 100.0 105 100.0 107 100.0 

Source: ACWP Field Trial 
 

Table 18 shows the distribution of scores for two combined deprivation-affluence variables. In the first 

ŎƻƭǳƳƴΣ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǾŜ ŎƘƛƭŘ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ όǿƘŜǊŜ ΨƘŀǎΩ Ґ мΤ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭŜ ŎǊŜŘƛǘ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜŘύ ŀǊŜ 

ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ΨI.{/ о-item FAS (all years included).  Possible scores range from 0 (least well off) to 11 

(most well off). Modal score is 9. Thirty-two per cent of respondents have higher scores than the 

mode, while 11 per cent have scores of 6 or less.  In the second column the five child deprivation 
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indicators ŀǊŜ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƻ ΨHBSC 6 item FAS (all holidays only counted once)Ω ŦƻǊ ¸ŜŀǊǎ с ŀƴŘ у ƻƴƭȅΦ IŜǊŜΣ 

3 per cent of respondents have scores of 6 or less, while 44 per cent have scores of 15 (the mode) or 

more. Just over a fifth (22 per cent) have scores above the mode. 

Table 18:  Combined child deprivation and family affluence measure (higher score = greater affluence) 

 C1 
8 item scale (all years) 

C2 
11 item scale (years 6 & 8 only) 

Score N % N % 

0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 

3 3 1.9 0 0.0 

4 3 1.9 2 1.9 

5 2 1.3 0 0.0 

6 10 6.3 1 1 

7 23 14.6 2 1.9 

8 29 18.4 2 1.9 

9 38 24.1 1 1 

10 36 22.8 4 3.8 

11 14 8.9 6 5.7 

12   7 6.7 

13   13 12.4 

14   21 20 

15   23 21.9 

16   7 6.7 

17   12 11.4 

18   4 3.8 

Total 158 100 105 100 

Note: ACWP Field Trial data 

Using confirmatory factor analysis to estimate deprivation and affluence 

Confirmatory factor analysis was used to test whether the deprivation and affluence indicators 

ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ŀōƻǾŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ōȅ ƭŀǘŜǎǘ ΨŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴΩ ŀƴŘ ΨŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΩ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜǎ. This analysis was 

carried out using Stata 12 statistical software. Confirmatory Factor Analysis in Stata uses maximum 

likelihood techniques, and is designed to work with continuous data, rather than the binary or ordinal 

data described above. However, initial tests using the M-Plus statistical package (which allows users 

to specify weighted least squares techniques that are more suited to non-normal data) suggest that 

the CFAs are robust. 

In order to perform this exercise, all valid child deprivation indicators were given a score of 0 if the 

child had the item (iPod, etc.) or stated they did not have the item, but did not want it, and 1 if they 

stated they did not have it and wanted it. All valid family affluence indicators were given a score of 0, 

1, 2 or оΣ ŀǎ ŦƻǊ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ I.{/ CŀƳƛƭȅ !ŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ {ŎŀƭŜ όǎŜŜ ŀōƻǾŜύΦ /ǊƻƴōŀŎƘΩǎ !ƭǇƘŀ ǎŎƻǊŜǎΣ 

which are a measure of the extent to which responses to questions within a scale are consistent across 

all indicators, are shown on Table 19. Scores are all lower than 0.8, which is usually considered a 

satisfactory measure of internal consistency. However, Little, Lindenberger, and Nesselroade (1999) 

point out that with constructs such as socio-economic status (which is analogous to the measures 
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being constructed here), low inter-relations are common, but confirmatory factor analysis can 

nonetheless be used to derive a valid latent indicator. 

Table 19:  /ǊƻƴōŀŎƘΩǎ !ƭǇƘŀǎ ς deprivation and affluence scales 

Measure N  h

D1 - Child deprivation (i-pod, pocket money, clothes, school camp, mobile phone) 162 0.424 

D2 - Child deprivation (i-pod, pocket money, clothes, school camp, mobile phone credit) 151 0.438 

A1 - Family affluence (own bedroom, car, holidays) 161 0.321 

A2 - Family affluence (own bedroom, car and can afford petrol, holidays) 161 0.283 

A4 - Family affluence (own bedroom, car, holidays, overseas holidays, dishwasher, 
bathrooms) 

105 0.635 

A5 - Family affluence (own bedroom, car, holidays, dishwasher, bathrooms) 107 0.589 

Note: ACWP Field Trial data 

 

This is seen in the confirmatory factor analysis results on Table 20. A number of alternative models 

were tried, including models that include mobile credit (this did not add anything), models that only 

looked at car ownership rather than also being able to afford petrol, and models that attempted to 

measure a single affluence-deprivation factor. The best-fitting model for all observations (Years 4, 6 

and 8) can be described as the following double-factor model: 

¶ Child deprivation ҥ iPod, pocket money, clothes, school camp, mobile phone 

¶ CŀƳƛƭȅ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ҥ ƻǿƴ ōŜŘǊƻƻƳΣ ŎŀǊ ǿƛǘƘ ǇŜǘǊƻƭΣ ƘƻƭƛŘŀȅǎ 

¶ All covariances between indicators set to zero. 

As the Table shows, model coefficients are generally acceptable, except in the case of mobile phone 

(0.098). Loading of this indicator to family affluence was also low. Information on whether the 

respondent had credit for their mobile added little to any of the models. Indeed, the mobile phone 

and mobile credit indicators could be dropped altogether for the younger respondents without much 

information loss in terms of deprivation or affluence. Where the model was performed for Year 8s 

only, loadings for mobile phone ownership were considerably higher, although again, information on 

mobile phone credit added little to the model. Standardised variance scores on Table 20 are generally 

high. This is likely to be associated with the low Alpha scores discussed above. However, they do not 

necessarily invalidate the ƳƻŘŜƭΦ {ǘŀǘƛǎǘƛŎǎ ŦƻǊ ƳƻŘŜƭ Ŧƛǘ ŀǊŜ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀōƭŜΣ ǿƛǘƘ ˔2 = 0.389, and RMSEA = 

0.019. The covariance between deprivation and affluence is -0.51. 
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Table 20:  Confirmatory factor analysis for deprivation and affluence indicators, all school years 

------------- ------------------------------------------------------------------  

              |                 OIM  

 Standardized |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]  

-------------- +---------------------------------------------------------- ------  

Measurement   |  

  i - pod  <-     |  

    Child_dep |   .5107115   .0966144     5.29   0.000     .3213509    .7000722  

        _cons |   .2617119   .0814235     3.21   0.001     .1021248    .4212991  

  ------------ +------------------------------------------ ----------------------  

  Pocket money  

  <- Child_dep |   .4240447   .0872443     4.86   0.000      .253049    .5950403  

        _cons |   .5773503   .0864791     6.68   0.000     .4078544    .7468462  

  ------------ +------------------------------------------- ---------------------  

  Clothes <-   |  

    Child_dep |   .3587685   .0895488     4.01   0.000     .1832561    .5342808  

        _cons |   .3139929   .0820137     3.83   0.000     .1532489    .4747369  

  ------------ +------------------------------------------- ---------------------  

  Sch camp  <-  |  

    Child_dep |   .7472683   .1006245     7.43   0.000     .5500479    .9444887  

        _cons |    .261712   .0814235     3.21   0.001     .1021248    .4212991  

  ------------ +------------------------------------------- ---------------------  

  Mobile phone |  

  <- Child_dep |   .0978421   .0985932     0.99   0.321    - .0953971    .2910812  

        _cons |   .7905694   .0917249     8.62   0.000     .6107919     .970347  

  ------------ +------------------------------------------- ---------------------  

  Car with petrol       

       <-  FAS |   .4922516   .1470762     3.35   0.001     .2039876    .7805156  

        _cons |    2.95804   .1856209    15.94   0.000      2.59423     3.32185  

  ------------ +------------------------------------ ----------------------------  

  Own bedroom  |  

     <-    FAS |   .2884671   .1288579     2.24   0.025     .0359102     .541024  

        _cons |   1.793381   .1293006    13.87   0.000     1.539957    2.046806  

  ------------ +------------------------------------ ----------------------------  

  Holiday  <-   |  

          FAS |   .3755157   .1306749     2.87   0.004     .1193977    .6316338  

        _cons |   1.828004   .1308454    13.97   0.000     1.571552    2.084456  

-------------- +------------------------------------ ----------------------------  

Variance      |  

      e. i - pod  |   .7391737   .0986841                      .568 9918     .960256  

e. pocket money |   .8201861    .073991                      .6872638    .9788166  

    e. clothes  |   .8712852   .0642545                       .754027    1.006778  

   e. sch camp  |   .4415901    .150387                      .2265353     .860801  

e. mobile phone |   .9904269   .0192931                      .9533258    1.028972  

e. car & petrol |   .7576884    .144797                      .5209823     1.101941  

e.own bedroom  |   .9167867   .0743425                      .7820672    1.074713  

   e. holidays  |   .8589879    .098141                      .6866505    1.074579  

    Child_dep |          1          .                             .           .  

          FAS |          1          .                             .           .  

-------------- +----------------------------------------------------------------  

Covariance    |  

  Child_dep   |  

          FAS |  - .5119312   .1592405    - 3.21   0.001    - .8240368    - .1998255  

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

Note: ACWP Field Trial data, n = 156.    

 

Table 21 shows results for a confirmatory factor analysis model that uses expanded information 

collected from Year 6 and Year 8 respondents on family affluence. In this case the best fitting model 

still had two factors ς deprivation and affluence: 

¶ Child deprivation ҥ iPod, pocket money, clothes, school camp 

¶ CŀƳƛƭȅ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ҥ ƻǿƴ ōŜŘǊƻƻƳΣ ŎŀǊ ǿƛǘƘ Ǉetrol, holidays, computers, dishwasher, 

bathrooms 

¶ Covariance between dishwasher and bathrooms is freely estimated by the model; all other 

covariances between indicators set to zero. 

bƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƳƻŘŜƭΣ ΨƳƻōƛƭŜ ǇƘƻƴŜǎΩ ƛǎ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŀƭǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊΣ ŀǎ ƳƻŘŜƭ fit is better without it. The 

Table shows that coefficients range from 0.41 to 0.90 in the case of variables loading to deprivation, 
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and from 0.23 to 0.65 in the case of variables loading on to affluence. Again, standardised variance 

scores on the Table arŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ƘƛƎƘΦ {ǘŀǘƛǎǘƛŎǎ ŦƻǊ ƳƻŘŜƭ Ŧƛǘ ŀǊŜ ƘƛƎƘΣ ǿƛǘƘ ˔2 = 0.826, and RMSEA = 

0.000. The covariance between deprivation and affluence is -0.34. 

Table 21:  Confirmatory factor analysis for deprivation and affluence indicators, years 6 and 8 only 

------- ------------------------------------------------------------------------  

              |                 OIM  

 Standardized |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]  

-------------- +---------------------------------------------------- ------------  

Measurement   |  

  i - pod  <-     |  

    Child_dep |   .5376316   .0966919     5.56   0.000      .348119    .7271442  

        _cons |   .2672612   .0993174     2.69   0.007     .0726027    .4619198  

  ------------ +------------------------------------ ----------------------------  

  Pocket money |  

  <- Child_dep |   .4055823    .098034     4.14   0.000     .2134391    .5977255  

        _cons |   .6177208   .1064934     5.80   0.000     .4089975    .8264441  

  ------------ +------------------------------------ ----------------------------  

  Clother  <-  |  

    Child_dep |   .4667696   .0866031     5.39   0.000     .2970306    .6365086  

        _cons |   .2871833   .0995818     2.88   0.004     .0920064    .4823601  

  ------------ +------------------------------------ ----------------------------  

  Sch camp  <-  |  

    Child_dep |   .9044018   .0965895     9.36   0.000       .71509    1.093714  

        _cons |   .2236068   .0988024     2.26   0.024     .0299577    .4172558  

  ------------ +------------------------------------ ----------------------------  

  Car with petrol      |  

    <-     FAS |   .5287876   .1040606     5.08   0.000     .3248327    .7327425  

        _cons |   2.923261   .2240903    13.05   0.000     2.484052     3.36247  

  ------------ +---------------------------- ------------------------------------  

  Own bedroom  |  

       <-  FAS |   .2365434   .1168273     2.02   0.043     .0075662    .4655206  

        _cons |   2.061553   .1725164    11.95   0.000     1.723427    2.399679  

  ------------ +---------------------------- ------------------------------------  

  holidays  <-  |  

          FAS |   .3478344   .1129028     3.08   0.002      .126549    .5691198  

        _cons |   1.732074   .1543046    11.23   0.000     1.429643    2.034506  

  ------------ +---------------------------- ------------------------------------  

  computers <-  |  

          FAS |   .6591257   .0986108     6.68   0.000     .4658521    .8523994  

        _cons |   3.255613   .2449394    13.29   0.000     2.775541    3.735686  

  ------------ +---------------------------- ------------------------------------  

  dishwasher   |  

       <-  FAS |   .4198136   .1142099     3.68   0.000     .1959662    .6436609  

        _cons |   1.581139    .146385    10.80   0.000     1.294229    1.868048  

  ------------ +---------------------------- ------------------------------------  

  bathrooms  <- |  

          FAS |   .5651809   .0999106     5.66   0.000     .3693596    .7610021  

        _cons |   2.420024   .1934218    12.51   0.000     2.040924    2.799124  

-------------- +---------------------------- ------------------------------------  

Variance      |  

      e. i - pod  |   .7109523   .1039692                      .5337787    .9469339  

e. pocket money |    .835503   .0795217                      .6933174    1.006848  

    e. clothes  |   .7821262   .0808474                      .6386886    .9577771  

   e. sch camp  |   .1820573   .1747114                      .0277557    1.194164  

e. car & petrol |   .7203837   .1100519                      .5339827    .9718529  

e. own bedroom  |   .9440472   .0552694                      .8417051    1.058833  

   e. holidays  |   .8790112   .0785429                      .7377962    1.047255  

  e. computers  |   .5655533   .1299938                      .3604315      .88741  

 e. dishwasher  |   .8237566   .0958938                      .6557076    1.03 4874  

  e. bathrooms  |   .6805706   .1129352                      .4916128    .9421567  

    Child_dep |          1          .                             .           .  

          FAS |          1          .                             .           .  

----------- --- +----------------------------------------------------------------  

Covariance    |  

  e.f15O      |  

       e.f17O |   .4036747   .0983215     4.11   0.000     .2109682    .5963813  

  ------------ +------------------------------------------------------------ ----  

  Child_dep   |  

          FAS |  - .3415425   .1306974    - 2.61   0.009    - .5977046   - .0853803  

---------------------------------------------------------------------------   

Note: ACWP Field Trial data, n = 105.    
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Testing the indexes and estimated scores against other variables 

The models described in Table 20 and Table 21 were used to derive latent deprivation and affluence 

indicators (D5 and A6, and D6 and A7, respectively). Means for these indicators and the child 

deprivation indexes (D1-D4) and family affluence indexes (A1-A5) constructed above were then 

compared across categories of variables that one might expect to be associated with affluence and 

deprivation: the ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ƧƻōΣ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ōƻƻƪǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

home, whether the respondent went to bed hungry or went to school without breakfast, indigenous 

ǎǘŀǘǳǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǎŎƻǊŜ ƻƴ /ŀƴǘǊƛƭΩǎ [ŀŘŘŜǊΣ ŀ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎΦ 

Table 22 shows mean scores (with 90% confidence intervals) for the child deprivation index, by the 

ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƘƻƳŜ ƛƴ ǇŀƛŘ ǿƻǊƪΦ ¦ƴŘŜǊ Ƴƻǎǘ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ƻŦ ŎƘƛƭŘ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴ 

a clear gradient is discernible, which children in homes with no-one in paid work reporting higher 

deprivation than children in homes with two or more people in paid work. However, the Kruskal Wallis 

ǘŜǎǘ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǎǘŀǘƛƴƎ ŀǎ Ψ5ƻ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǎǘŀǘƛƴƎ Ψ5ƻ ƴƻǘ ǿŀƴǘΩ ŀǊŜ ōƻǘƘ 

ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛǎŜŘ ŀǎ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŜŘ ό5нύΣ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΦ ²ƘŜǊŜ ΨŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭŜ 

ŎǊŜŘƛǘΩ ƛǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŘŜȄΣ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ are not significant (D4), or are only significant at P<=0.1 

(D3). However differences ƛƴ ƳŜŀƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŘŜȄ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ Ψ5ƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŀƴǘǎ Ґ 

ŘŜǇǊƛǾŜŘΩ ό5мύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘŜƴǘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘǎ ό5р ŀƴŘ 5сύ ŀǊŜ ŀƭƭ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΦ  

Table 23 shows mean values for the different versions of affluence indexes and scores. In most cases, 

means increase monotonically with the number of people employed in the home. However, in the 

cases of A1, A2, A4 and A5 means where two people are in work are slightly higher than means where 

more than two people are in work). In all cases, differences between at least two of the groups are 

statistically significant.  

Table 24 shows means for the six child deprivation indexes and estimated scores by number of books 

in the home. If number of books in the home and child deprivation indexes and scores were both 

ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ŀ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΩǎ ǎƻŎƛƻ-economic status, then it might be expected that average 

deprivation scores fall as the number of books increases. However, this does not happen for any of 

the six indexes or scores, and differences between means are only significant for the estimated 5-item 

deprivation index for Years 6 & 8 only (D6). By way of contrast, Table 25 shows that five out of seven 

means of indexes and scores for family affluence differ significantly across categories of books in the 

home, the exceptions being the six item family affluence scale (A5), and the estimated 5 item family 

affluence score (A7). However, in all cases, mean indexes and scores do not increase monotonically 

with the number of books in the home. In all cases, the ƳŜŀƴ ŦƻǊ ΨǘƘǊŜŜ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ ōƻƻƪŎŀǎŜǎΩ ŀǊŜ ƭƻǿŜǊ 

than the ƳŜŀƴ ŦƻǊ Ψǘǿƻ ōƻƻƪŎŀǎŜǎΩΦ 
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Table 22:  Child deprivation indexes ōȅ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǇŀƛŘ Ƨƻōǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƘƻƳŜ 

  D1 

Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including mobile 
ownership) 

D2 

Does not have and wants 
or does not want (5 item 
index, including mobile 
ownership) 

D3 

Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including access to 
mobile credit) 

D4 

Does not have and wants  
or does not want (5 item 
index, including access to 
mobile credit) 

D5 

Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile phone 
ownership, all years) 

D6 

Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile owner-
ship, years 6 & 8 only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

None 0.14 [-0.28,0.56] 0.04 [-0.54,0.62] -0.16 [-0.69,0.36] -0.07 [-0.74,0.60] -0.37 [-0.91,0.17] -0.48 [-1.27,0.31] 

One -0.3 [-0.55,-0.04] -0.2 [-0.44,0.05] -0.27 [-0.55,0.00] -0.19 [-0.46,0.09] -0.2 [-0.53,0.13] -0.26 [-0.74,0.22] 

Two -0.01 [-0.20,0.17] -0.01 [-0.18,0.17] 0.03 [-0.16,0.22] 0.03 [-0.15,0.20] 0.05 [-0.12,0.23] 0.08 [-0.11,0.28] 

More than 2 0.55 [0.31,0.80] 0.28 [-0.07,0.62] 0.41 [0.15,0.66] 0.13 [-0.25,0.51] 0.31 [0.15,0.46] 0.27 [0.20,0.33] 

Kruskal-Wallis 
test  

0.01  0.27  0.10  0.49  0.01  0.00  

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 

 
Table 23:  CŀƳƛƭȅ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǎŎŀƭŜǎ ōȅ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǇŀƛŘ Ƨƻōǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƘƻƳŜ 

  A1 
3-item FAS index (all 
years) 

A2 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A3 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index, adapted for 
petrol (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A4 
HBSC 7-item FAS index 
(overseas holidays 
counted twice, years 6 
& 8 only) 

A5 
HBSC 6-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays excluded, 
years 6 & 8 only) 

A6 
Estimated 3-item FAS 
score (all years) 

A7 
Estimated 6-item FAS 
score years 6 & 8 
only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

None -1.93 [-2.57,-1.29] -2.47 [-3.27,-1.66] -1.89 [-2.46,-1.31] -2.02 [-2.49,-1.55] -1.41 [-2.00,-0.82] -2.15 [-2.81,-1.49] -1.14 [-1.59,-0.69] 

One -0.2 [-0.59,0.20] -0.16 [-0.55,0.23] -0.42 [-0.78,-0.07] -0.34 [-0.73,0.04] -0.07 [-0.38,0.24] -0.21 [-0.58,0.15] -0.31 [-0.64,0.02] 

Two 0.26 [0.12,0.40] 0.2 [0.04,0.36] 0.33 [0.17,0.49] 0.35 [0.21,0.48] 0.18 [0.03,0.32] 0.3 [0.17,0.43] 0.2 [0.05,0.34] 

More than 2 0.23 [-0.08,0.55] 0.1 [-0.27,0.46] 0.29 [-0.04,0.62] 0.29 [-0.02,0.59] 0.07 [-0.28,0.43] 0.33 [0.03,0.63] 0.33 [0.02,0.63] 

Kruskal-Wallis 

test 
0.00  0.02  0.00  0.00  0.00  0.00  0.00  

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 
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¢ŀōƭŜ нпΥ  /ƘƛƭŘ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŘŜȄŜǎ ōȅ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ōƻƻƪǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƘƻƳŜ 

  D1 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including mobile 
ownership) 

D2 
Does not have and 
wants or does not 
want (5 item index, 
including mobile 
ownership) 

D3 
Does not have and wants 
(5 item index, including 
access to mobile credit) 

D4 
Does not have and wants  
or does not want (5 item 
index, including access to 
mobile credit) 

D5 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile 
phone ownership, all 
years) 

D6 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile phone 
ownership, years 6 & 8 
only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

None or very few (0 - 10 
books) 

0.12 [-0.32,0.56] 0.12 [-0.39,0.63] 0.04 [-0.47,0.55] 0.1 [-0.47,0.68] -0.2 [-0.71,0.31] -0.27 [-0.92,0.38] 

Enough to fill one shelf (11 
- 25 books) 

-0.02 [-0.46,0.42] -0.28 [-0.71,0.15] 0.06 [-0.44,0.56] -0.14 [-0.60,0.33] -0.2 [-0.72,0.32] -0.51 [-1.46,0.43] 

Enough to fill one 
bookcase (26 - 100 books) 

0.02 [-0.32,0.36] 0.14 [-0.18,0.47] -0.04 [-0.39,0.30] 0.05 [-0.29,0.40] 0.02 [-0.29,0.33] 0.09 [-0.19,0.37] 

Enough to fill two 
bookcases (101 - 200 
books) 

-0.07 [-0.38,0.23] -0.06 [-0.34,0.23] 0.01 [-0.29,0.31] -0.01 [-0.28,0.25] 0.2 [0.05,0.35] 0.24 [0.18,0.31] 

Enough to fill three or 
more bookcases (more 
than 200) 

-0.03 [-0.27,0.21] 0.03 [-0.23,0.29] -0.05 [-0.27,0.17] -0.02 [-0.29,0.25] 0.03 [-0.28,0.33] 0.09 [-0.26,0.43] 

Kruskal-Wallis test  0.76   0.45   0.76   0.85   0.58   0.01   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 
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¢ŀōƭŜ нрΥ  CŀƳƛƭȅ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǎŎŀƭŜǎ ōȅ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ōƻƻƪǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƘƻƳŜ 

  A1 
3-item FAS index 
(all years) 

A2 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A3 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index , adapted for 
petrol (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A4 
HBSC 7-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays counted 
twice, years 6 & 8 
only) 

A5 
HBSC 6-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays excluded, 
years 6 & 8 only) 

A6 
Estimated 3-item 
FAS score (all years) 

A7 
Estimated 6-item 
FAS score years 6 & 
8 only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

None or very few 
(0 - 10 books) 

-0.56 [-1.18,0.05] -0.55 [-1.19,0.09] -0.91 [-1.40,-0.41] -0.88 [-1.45,-0.31] -0.34 [-0.92,0.24] -0.83 [-1.42,-0.24] -0.42 [-1.08,0.24] 

Enough to fill one 
shelf (11 - 25 
books) 

-0.46 [-0.96,0.03] -0.63 [-1.27,0.01] -0.45 [-0.94,0.03] -0.42 [-0.96,0.13] -0.24 [-0.67,0.19] -0.45 [-1.04,0.14] -0.19 [-0.61,0.22] 

Enough to fill one 
bookcase (26 - 100 
books) 

0.07 [-0.20,0.33] -0.02 [-0.33,0.30] 0.01 [-0.28,0.30] 0.09 [-0.18,0.36] -0.03 [-0.32,0.26] 0.12 [-0.12,0.37] 0.02 [-0.26,0.29] 

Enough to fill two 
bookcases (101 - 
200 books) 

0.57 [0.37,0.78] 0.5 [0.24,0.77] 0.67 [0.40,0.94] 0.62 [0.42,0.81] 0.26 [-0.02,0.54] 0.5 [0.31,0.70] 0.28 [-0.01,0.57] 

Enough to fill 
three or more 
bookcases (more 
than 200) 

0.07 [-0.39,0.53] 0.32 [0.03,0.61] 0.25 [-0.16,0.67] 0.13 [-0.30,0.56] 0.12 [-0.18,0.42] 0.09 [-0.39,0.58] 0.06 [-0.22,0.34] 

Kruskal-Wallis test  0.00   0.01   0.00   0.00   0.16   0.00   0.43   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 
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Table 26:  Child deprivation indexes and scores by whether respondent goes to bed hungry 

  D1 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including mobile 
ownership) 

D2 
Does not have and wants 
or does not want (5 item 
index, including mobile 
ownership) 

D3 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including access to 
mobile credit) 

D4 
Does not have and wants  
or does not want (5 item 
index, including access to 
mobile credit) 

D5 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile phone 
ownership, all years) 

D6 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile phone 
ownership, years 6 & 8 
only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

At least sometimes -0.27 [-0.64,0.10] -0.39 [-0.72,-0.06] -0.36 [-0.72,0.00] -0.41 [-0.72,-0.11] -0.16 [-0.51,0.20] -0.26 [-0.83,0.30] 

Never 0.03 [-0.14,0.21] 0.06 [-0.11,0.24] 0.07 [-0.11,0.25] 0.08 [-0.11,0.26] 0.06 [-0.12,0.24] 0.12 [-0.05,0.29] 

Kruskal-Wallis test  0.16   0.01   0.03   0.00   0.01   0.00   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 

 
Table 27:  Family affluence indexes and scores by whether respondent goes to bed hungry 

  A1 
3-item FAS index 
(all years) 

A2 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A3 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index , adapted for 
petrol (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A4 
HBSC 7-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays counted 
twice, years 6 & 8 
only) 

A5 
HBSC 6-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays excluded, 
years 6 & 8 only) 

A6 
Estimated 3-item 
FAS score (all years) 

A7 
Estimated 6-item 
FAS score years 6 & 
8 only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

At least sometimes -0.08 [-0.42,0.26] -0.25 [-0.69,0.20] -0.1 [-0.48,0.28] -0.06 [-0.41,0.29] -0.14 [-0.47,0.19] -0.02 [-0.38,0.33] -0.2 [-0.53,0.13] 

Never 0.08 [-0.13,0.30] 0.07 [-0.16,0.29] 0.09 [-0.14,0.32] 0.11 [-0.11,0.32] 0.07 [-0.12,0.25] 0.1 [-0.11,0.31] 0.06 [-0.11,0.24] 

Kruskal-Wallis test  0.35   0.25   0.39   0.36   0.21   0.32   0.12   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 
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Table 28:  Child deprivation indexes and scores by whether the respondent usually has breakfast 

  

D1 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including mobile 
ownership) 

D2 
Does not have and wants 
or does not want (5 item 
index, including mobile 
ownership) 

D3 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including access to 
mobile credit) 

D4 
Does not have and 
wants  or does not want 
(5 item index, including 
access to mobile credit) 

D5 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile phone 
ownership, all years) 

D6 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score (including 
mobile phone ownership, 
years 6 & 8 only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

Four days -0.39 [-0.90,0.13] -0.43 [-0.91,0.05] -0.36 [-0.90,0.19] -0.42 [-0.92,0.09] -0.4 [-0.96,0.16] -0.36 [-1.09,0.38] 

Five days 0.01 [-0.15,0.18] 0.02 [-0.15,0.18] 0.02 [-0.15,0.19] 0.02 [-0.14,0.19] 0.08 [-0.08,0.24] 0.11 [-0.05,0.28] 

Kruskal- 
Wallis test  

0.18   0.09   0.25   0.11   0.06   0.33   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 

 
Table 29:  Family affluence indexes and scores by whether the respondent usually has breakfast 

  

A1 
3-item FAS index 
(all years) 

A2 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A3 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index , adapted for 
petrol (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A4 
HBSC 7-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays counted 
twice, years 6 & 8 
only) 

A5 
HBSC 6-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays excluded, 
years 6 & 8 only) 

A6 
Estimated 3-item 
FAS score (all years) 

A7 
Estimated 6-item 
FAS score years 6 & 
8 only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

Four days -0.18 [-0.60,0.23] -0.43 [-0.93,0.08] -0.31 [-0.81,0.19] -0.18 [-0.67,0.31] -0.25 [-0.68,0.17] -0.15 [-0.60,0.31] -0.23 [-0.68,0.23] 

Five days 0.09 [-0.12,0.29] 0.08 [-0.14,0.29] 0.13 [-0.09,0.34] 0.13 [-0.07,0.33] 0.08 [-0.09,0.26] 0.11 [-0.09,0.32] 0.05 [-0.11,0.22] 

Kruskal-Wallis test  0.17   0.06   0.12   0.09   0.30   0.09   0.25   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 
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Table 30:  /ƘƛƭŘ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŘŜȄŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ōȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƛƴŘƛƎŜƴƻǳǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ 

  

D1 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including mobile 
ownership) 

D2 
Does not have and wants 
or does not want (5 item 
index, including mobile 
ownership) 

D3 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including access to 
mobile credit) 

D4 
Does not have and wants  
or does not want (5 item 
index, including access to 
mobile credit) 

D5 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile phone 
ownership, all years) 

D6 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile phone 
ownership, years 6 & 8 
only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

Not Indigenous -0.03 [-0.20,0.14] -0.05 [-0.22,0.11] -0.02 [-0.19,0.15] -0.03 [-0.20,0.14] 0 [-0.17,0.17] -0.03 [-0.25,0.20] 

Indigenous 0.18 [-0.25,0.60] 0.31 [-0.12,0.73] 0.12 [-0.35,0.60] 0.19 [-0.28,0.66] -0.02 [-0.44,0.40] 0.17 [0.06,0.28] 

Total 0.16   0.07   0.38   0.27   0.9   0.14   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 

 
Table 31:  CŀƳƛƭȅ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛƴŘŜȄŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ōȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƛƴŘƛƎŜƴƻǳǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ 

  

A1 
3-item FAS index (all 
years) 

A2 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A3 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index , adapted for 
petrol (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A4 
HBSC 7-item FAS index 
(overseas holidays 
counted twice, years 6 & 
8 only) 

A5 
HBSC 6-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays excluded, 
years 6 & 8 only) 

A6 
Estimated 3-item FAS 
score (all years) 

A7 
Estimated 6-item 
FAS score years 6 & 
8 only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

Not 
Indigenous 

0.05 [-0.14,0.24] 0.02 [-0.18,0.22] 0.1 [-0.11,0.31] 0.12 [-0.08,0.32] 0.04 [-0.12,0.20] 0.1 [-0.10,0.30] 0.01 [-0.15,0.18] 

Indigenous -0.3 [-0.90,0.31] -0.11 [-0.77,0.55] -0.61 [-1.03,-0.20] -0.66 [-1.12,-0.21] -0.23 [-0.73,0.28] -0.61 [-1.14,-0.07] -0.06 [-0.53,0.41] 

Kruskal-
Wallis test  

0.42   0.95   0.00   0.00   0.52   0.00   0.86   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 



 

 

The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 39 

Table 32:  Child deprivation indexes and scoǊŜǎ ōȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ ǎŎƻǊŜ ό/ŀƴǘǊƛƭΩǎ [ŀŘŘŜǊύ 

  D1 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including mobile 
ownership) 

D2 
Does not have and 
wants or does not want 
(5 item index, including 
mobile ownership) 

D3 
Does not have and 
wants (5 item index, 
including access to 
mobile credit) 

D4 
Does not have and 
wants  or does not want 
(5 item index, including 
access to mobile credit) 

D5 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile 
phone ownership, all 
years) 

D6 
Estimated 5 item 
deprivation score 
(including mobile phone 
ownership, years 6 & 8 
only) 

  
Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

Best possible life 10 0.22 [-0.15,0.59] 0.26 [-0.11,0.62] 0.27 [-0.09,0.64] 0.26 [-0.09,0.61] 0.16 [-0.17,0.49] -0.03 [-0.60,0.53] 

9 0.21 [-0.05,0.47] 0.04 [-0.25,0.32] 0.2 [-0.06,0.47] 0.02 [-0.31,0.34] 0.14 [-0.14,0.42] 0.3 [0.27,0.33] 

8 -0.34 [-0.68,-0.01] -0.25 [-0.56,0.07] -0.3 [-0.63,0.02] -0.19 [-0.49,0.10] -0.17 [-0.56,0.22] 0.2 [0.10,0.30] 

7 -0.01 [-0.34,0.31] 0.03 [-0.35,0.41] -0.11 [-0.46,0.23] -0.08 [-0.49,0.33] -0.04 [-0.38,0.29] -0.13 [-0.55,0.30] 

6 0.15 [-0.26,0.56] 0.08 [-0.26,0.43] 0.23 [-0.18,0.65] 0.17 [-0.19,0.52] 0.27 [0.11,0.43] 0.24 [0.19,0.29] 

5 -0.16 [-0.78,0.45] -0.19 [-0.75,0.36] -0.21 [-0.90,0.48] -0.14 [-0.75,0.48] -0.33 [-1.00,0.33] -0.54 [-1.44,0.36] 

Kruskal-Wallis test  0.09   0.37   0.12   0.50   0.90   0.08   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance 

 
Table 33:  CŀƳƛƭȅ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛƴŘŜȄŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ōȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ ǎŎƻǊŜ ό/ŀƴǘǊƛƭΩǎ [ŀŘŘŜǊύ 

  A1 
3-item FAS index 
(all years) 

A2 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A3 
HBSC 4-item FAS 
index , adapted for 
petrol (years 6 & 8 
only) 

A4 
HBSC 7-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays counted 
twice, years 6 & 8 
only) 

A5 
HBSC 6-item FAS 
index (overseas 
holidays excluded, 
years 6 & 8 only) 

A6 
Estimated 3-item 
FAS score (all years) 

A7 
Estimated 6-item 
FAS score years 6 & 
8 only) 

  Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI Mean 90% CI 

10 Best possible life -0.06 [-0.46,0.34] 0.06 [-0.28,0.41] -0.05 [-0.45,0.35] -0.04 [-0.46,0.38] 0.01 [-0.38,0.40] -0.12 [-0.56,0.31] 0.22 [-0.10,0.55] 

9 0.15 [-0.11,0.42] 0.08 [-0.23,0.38] 0.36 [0.03,0.69] 0.35 [0.04,0.65] 0.27 [0.04,0.50] 0.47 [0.26,0.69] 0.34 [0.06,0.61] 

8 0.07 [-0.45,0.59] 0.15 [-0.37,0.68] 0.32 [-0.17,0.82] 0.11 [-0.39,0.61] -0.01 [-0.38,0.36] 0.06 [-0.46,0.57] -0.22 [-0.57,0.13] 

7 -0.04 [-0.42,0.34] -0.11 [-0.49,0.28] -0.14 [-0.53,0.25] -0.1 [-0.49,0.29] -0.09 [-0.41,0.24] -0.04 [-0.39,0.32] -0.09 [-0.46,0.28] 

6 0.23 [-0.17,0.64] 0.08 [-0.47,0.62] 0.15 [-0.26,0.56] 0.21 [-0.18,0.60] 0.21 [-0.21,0.64] 0.13 [-0.32,0.58] 0.25 [-0.24,0.74] 

5 -0.38 [-1.16,0.39] -0.3 [-1.15,0.55] -0.68 [-1.29,-0.07] -0.54 [-1.19,0.12] -0.48 [-1.09,0.13] -0.54 [-1.26,0.19] -0.51 [-1.01,-0.01] 

Kruskal-Wallis test  0.89   0.92   0.06   0.38   0.20   0.14   0.04   

Note: ACWP field trial data. Observations recording 'don't know' excluded. Kruskal Wallis statistic gives probability of the differences between the means occurring by chance. 
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Where the sample is divided among respondents who reported going to bed hungry at least 

occasionally and those who reported never going to bed hungry, a different pattern emerges (Table 

26 and Table 27). In this case, differences in means between all except one of the child deprivation 

indexes and scores (D1) are significant, while none of the differences in means for the seven family 

affluence indexes and scores are significant. This suggests that the child deprivation indexes and 

scores may be identifying different dimensions of deprivation to the family affluence indexes and 

scores. On the other hand, none of the differences in means for deprivation and affluence according 

to whether the respondent had breakfast or not are significant at the 0.05 level (Table 28 and Table 

29). 

While there is no a priori reason why Indigenous status per se should be associated with affluence or 

deprivation scores, it is accepted that Indigenous young people are more likely to be economically 

disadvantaged that non-Indigenous young people. Table 30 shows that none of the means for child 

deprivation indexes or scores are significantly different for Indigenous and non-Indigenous 

respondents, although in all cases except one (D5), means for Indigenous respondents are higher than 

those for non-Indigenous respondents (29 respondents identified as Indigenous). Table 31 shows that 

for family affluence indexes and scores, Indigenous means are in every case lower than non-

Indigenous means. However, these differences are only significant in three cases (A3, A4 and A6). 

Finally, Table 32 and  

Table оо ǎƘƻǿ ƳŜŀƴ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ōȅ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ŀƴǘǊƛƭΩǎ [ŀŘŘŜǊΣ ŀ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ 

ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎΦ /ŀƴǘǊƛƭΩǎ [ŀŘŘŜǊ ƛǎ ŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ мм ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎ όл ǘƻ млύΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƧƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ 

respondents placed their subjective wellbeing in categories 6 to 10, with fewer than 20 respondents 

sharing the bottom five categories. Therefore, means for categories 5 or lower, and 6 to 10 are shown 

in the Tables. Under both deprivation and affluence indexes and scores, means do not change 

monotonically with wellbeing ς ƛƴŘŜŜŘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ /ŀƴǘǊƛƭΩǎ ƭŀŘŘŜǊ ŀƴŘ 

deprivation or affluence. Differences between means are only significant for one score ς A5. 

Distributions of scores 

In order to identify respondents who are economically disadvantaged, whether according to child 

deprivation measures or family affluence measures, it is necessary to identify a group whose 

circumstances (and perhaps characteristics) are clearly different from those who are not economically 

disadvantaged (Corak, 2006; Lewis & Ulph, 1988; Townsend, 1979). The analysis in Section 0 shows 

that mean deprivation/affluence indexes or scores are significantly different for respondents in 

different categories of key characteristics variables, such as the number of people in the home who 

are in paid work, or whether the respondent has gone to bed hungry. However, it is also useful to 

examine the distribution of scores, for example to see if it is possible to differentiate, not only between 

disadvantaged and non-disadvantaged, but also between the highly advantaged and the non-

disadvantaged. This type of differentiation would allow a more sophisticated analysis of social 

gradients, for example. 

Figure 2 shows distributions (in 5 percentile points) of scores estimated using confirmatory factor 

analysis for two deprivation and two affluence measures. The Figure shows that the trajectories of 

both deprivation measures are relatively flat until past the 50th percentile point, after which they 

increase. In other words, actual differences in deprivation below the 50th percentile appear to be 

small. On the other hand, the distribution of the two affluence measures is more unequal, particularly 

below the median. In particular, the distribution of the 6 item affluence score (A7) suggests that it 

might be possible to use this indicator to identify both economically advantaged and economically 

disadvantaged respondents, where advantage and disadvantage are measures according to family 

affluence. 
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Figure 2: Distribution of estimated deprivation and affluence scores (5 percentile points) 

 

Summary and conclusion 

The following key points can be drawn from this very preliminary analysis of affluence and deprivation 

measures in the ACWP: 

¶ Child deprivation and affluence do appear to represent different dimensions of economic 

wellbeing. This is seen in both the Confirmatory Factor Analysis, which supports the hypothesis 

that the two constructs are distinct; and in how the two constructs correlate with other 

indicators.  

¶ In particular, affluence indexes and scores appear to correlate better with number of people in 

the home in paid work and with number of books in the home, while deprivation indexes and 

scores correlate better with whether the responded reported going to bed hungry. 

¶ Neither deprivation nor affluence indexes and scores correlated particularly well with having 

ōǊŜŀƪŦŀǎǘΣ LƴŘƛƎŜƴƻǳǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǎΣ ƻǊ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ƻƴ /ŀƴǘǊƛƭΩǎ [ŀŘŘŜǊΦ 

¶ In terms of which of the six deprivation indexes and scores, and which of the seven family 

affluence scores were the most robust, the analysis does not give a clear answer. The two 

deprivation scores estimated using Confirmatory Factor Analysis (D5 and D6) appeared to show 

somewhat better correlation with the variables they were tested against in comparison with the 

indexes. However differences are not great. The 4-item HBSC FAS index (A2 and A3) and the 3 

item FAS score estimated using Confirmatory Factor Analysis appeared to show the best 

correlations with the test variables. 
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phone ownership, Years 6 & 8 only)
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¶ Some measures, especially those estimated using six items in the affluence scale (number of 

cars, number of computers, own bedroom, number of holidays in the past year, dishwasher in 

the home, and number of bathrooms in the home) appear to be capable of distinguishing among 

both economically advantaged and economically disadvantaged respondents, according to their 

family circumstances. However, further work is needed to examine whether advantage as well 

as disadvantage are associated with other important characteristics associated with wellbeing. 

¶ Lǘ ǎŜŜƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƳƻōƛƭŜ ǇƘƻƴŜ ŎǊŜŘƛǘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨƻǾŜǊǎŜŀǎ ƘƻƭƛŘŀȅǎΩ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ŀŘŘŜŘ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

analyses, and could be dropped from the final survey instrument. 
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Chapter 7.   
Inserting a new question on caring 

The research team proposed adding a new question: Ψ5ƻ ȅƻǳ Řƻ ŜȄǘǊŀ ǿƻǊƪ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ȅƻǳǊ ƘƻƳŜ 

ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǎƻƳŜƻƴŜ ƛǎ ŘƛǎŀōƭŜŘ ƻǊ ǎƛŎƪ ƻǊ Ŏŀƴϥǘ Řƻ ǘƘƛƴƎǎΚΩ 

The Y4, Y6 and Y8 survey instruments already included the following question (FA21): 

Lǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀƴȅƻƴŜ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ǿƘƻ ƛǎ ǎŜǊƛƻǳǎƭȅ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ōȅΧΦ 

(possible answers - you can select more than one) 

1. Disability or long term illness 

2. Depression or mental illness 

3. Using alcohol or other drugs 

4. None of these 

The purpose of this question, which came from the ̧ ƻǳǘƘΩмн bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ IŜŀƭǘƘ ŀƴŘ ²ŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ {ǳǊǾŜȅ ƻŦ 

New Zealand Secondary School Students, was to identify respondents who were living with family 

members with a disability or mental illness. The survey was included for two reasons: in part as a 

consequence of the Phase 1 results, where illness, disability and mental health, and associated caring 

responsibilities, were much discussed in some groups; and in part as a result of discussions with 

Principals Australia, who flagged the issue young people as carers of family members with a mental 

illness as a major issue for schools and education.  

In the NZ survey the question at FA21 is followed by a second question:  

Do you do extra work around your home because someone is disabled or sick or can't do 

things?  

o (possible answers) 

o No 

o Yes 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƻƴƭȅ ŀǎƪŜŘ ƻŦ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǿƘƻ ŀƴǎǿŜǊ ΨȅŜǎΩ ŀǘ ŀΣ ō ƻǊ Ŏ ƛƴ C!нмΦ 

The ACWP FT questionnaire did not include this second question. Caring is associated with other 

aspects of wellbeing (which was apparent in the Phase 1 qualitative work) and identifying carer status 

is therefore important for the ACWP. Although part of the rationale for asking FA21 was, as discussed 

in the Phase 2 Report, to identify respondents with caring responsibilities, it was not followed up by 

directly asking respondents who reported living with family members with a disability or illness about 

their caring responsibilities.  

The ACWP data would provide stronger information on this topic if this second question were added 

for all age groups (Y4, Y6 and Y8). This would allow: 

¶ Detailed analysis of the impact that caring for a family member with a disability or illness can 

have on young people  

¶ Analysis of the relationship between family illness/disability, caring and engagement at school. 

This was flagged by Principals Australia as a major policy issue for educational authorities. 



 

The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 44 

¶ Analysis of young carers as a separate group who could be profiled in much the same way as 

profiles will be developed for indigenous respondents, respondents with disability and 

economically disadvantaged respondents. 

In this context, is important to note the absence of reliable data concerning young carers in Australia. 

Indeed, the lack of accurate information on carers under the age of 15 is not confined to Australia but 

applies internationally (Halpenny and Gilligan, 2004). 

The NZ experience suggests that the ACWP survey would be likely to identify considerable numbers 

ƻŦ ȅƻǳƴƎ ŎŀǊŜǊǎΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ b½ ǎǳǊǾŜȅΣ ссу ƻŦ умур ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎΣ ƻǊ уΦн ǇŜǊ ŎŜƴǘ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭΣ ŀƴǎǿŜǊŜŘ ΨȅŜǎΩ ǘƻ 

the proposed question, as did 7.4 per cent of respondents aged 13 or younger (Adolescent Health 

Research Group, 2013, p.40). Proportions in the target population of the ACWP survey would be 

expected to be similar. The large intended sample size of the ACWP provides scope for the analysis of 

carers as a group, and for analysis of different dimensions of wellbeing among carers, including issues 

of engagement at school which are of interest to the Department of Education and state/territory 

jurisdictional educational authorities. In addition, the NZ data show that carers are most concentrated 

among low SES groups, which is one of the groups of interest in ACWP. Twelve per cent in the most 

disadvantaged group in the NZ data reported caring activities, compared with 5.4 per cent among the 

most advantaged group, which points to analyses of considerable interest that might be undertaken 

if this question were asked in the ACWP. 

What are other reasons for seeking data on young carers? 

There is a large body of literature which suggests that taking on caring responsibilities has a significant 

impact on the wellbeing of children and young people. Carers are recognised as a marginalised group 

in the Australian context (as they are in other rich nations). However, in Australia, there are currently 

no reliable statistical data on young carers under the age of 15. Currently, only carers aged 15 years 

and over can be identified in the Australian Bureau of Statistcs (ABS) Survey of Disability and Caring 

(SDAC) and in the Census. As noted above, the lack of statistical data on young carers under the age 

of 15 is an international problem (Halpenny and Gilligan, 2004); this adds to the potential for the ACWP 

survey to provide ground-breaking analysis on multi-dimensional wellbeing in the context of caring. 

LƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ŎŀǊƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ !/²tΩǎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ς to identify associations 

between marginalisation and wellbeing across multiple domains. 

LǎƴΩǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ŎŀǊƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ !/²t ǎǳǊǾŜȅΚ 

Correspondence between FA21 (Is there anyone in your family who is seriously affected by 

disability/illness?) and SC08 (How often do you usually spend time doing the following activities when 

you are not at school? Taking care of brothers or sisters or other family members: Hardly ever or never; 

less than once a week; once or twice a week; every day or almost every day; ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ) was checked. 

Table 34 below shows that 53 of 150 respondents (all ages) reported caring every day. This included 

34.4 per cent among those who did not report having a family member with a disability of illness, and 

40 per cent among those who did. 
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Table 34:  {ƻƳŜƻƴŜ ƛƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ŘƛǎŀōƛƭƛǘȅκƛƭƭƴŜǎǎΣ ōȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘs of caring for 
other family members 

 

            Fam |  

Health - Disabili |     cares_every_day  

             ty |          0          1 |      Total  

---------------- +---------------------- +----------  

           Tick |         15         10 |         25  

                |      60.00       40.00 |     100.00  

                |      15.46       18.87 |      16.67  

                |      10.00        6.67 |      16.67  

---------------- +---------------------- +----------  

        No Tick |         82         43 |        125  

                |      65.60       34.40 |     100.00  

                |      84.54       81.13 |      83.33  

                |      54.67       28.67 |      83.33  

---------------- +---------------------- +----------  

          Total |         97         53 |        150  

                |      64.67       35.33 |     100.00  

                |     100.00      100.00 |     100.00  

                |      64.67       35.33 |     100.00  

 

If this question was identifying caring work of respondents with a family member with a disability or 

illness, you might expect greater correspondence between responses to the disability/illness and 

caring questions. However, according to the FT data, this is not the case. SC08 appears to identify 

much broader (and potentially less onerous) aspects of caring, with over a third of respondents 

reporting caring every day. 35% of respondents who replied to the question on activities said they 

cared for a family member every day, significantly higher than what young carer researchers estimate 

the proportion of young carers to be, or what the NZ survey identified (7-8 percent). This suggests the 

need to explore this issue more robustly with a more direct question on caring. The ACWP data will 

be stronger if the second question in the NZ survey identified above is included in addition to the one 

that we have now. 
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Chapter 8.   
International comparisons 

As one of the main differentiating features of the ACWP is the comparisons with international and 

national data sets, some analyses were undertaken to check the suitability of these questions for 

comparative purposes. 

The Health Behaviour in School-Aged Children (HBSC)  research network is an international alliance of 

researchers collaborating on the HBSC study, a cross-national survey of 11-, 13- and 15-year-old boys 

and girls that has been carried out every four years since the early 1980s (Currie et al., 2012). The 

survey asks respondents about their health and well-being, social environments and health 

behaviours. The HBSC study has been adopted by the World Health Organization (WHO) Regional 

Office for Europe as a collaborative study, and now includes 43 countries and regions across Europe 

and North America (but not Australia). The HBSC is the prime source of internationally comparable 

Řŀǘŀ ƻƴ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ƘŜŀƭǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ ƛn their middle years, and has been used extensively to 

ΨǊŀƴƪΩ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ ƻƴ ŀŘƻƭŜǎŎŜƴǘǎΩ ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ (UNICEF, 2007). 

As noted in Chapter 6, one key analysis group that needs to be identified is respondents who 

experience economic disadvantage. There is no clear consensus on the definition of economic 

disadvantage as experienced by children and young people. The analysis in Chapter 6 shows that it is 

possible to use the ACWP data to construct a family affluence scale (FAS), measuring family level 

affluence, as used in the international Health Behaviour in School- Aged Children survey (Candace  

Currie et al., 2008; Currie et al., 2012). A number of variables from the HBSC surveys, apart from those 

that make up the FAS, have been included in the ACWP pilot survey. These include self-rated health 

(Torsheim, Currie, Boyce, & Samdal, 2006), health symptoms (Elgar et al., 2013; Ravens-Sieberer et 

al., 2008) and health behaviour indicators (having breakfast, smoking, being drunk). These have been 

included to facilitate comparisons between Australia and other countries (especially other OECD 

countries). This Chapter compares family affluence scales, self-rated health and health symptoms in 

the ACWP field trial dataset and HBSC datasets from three countries - England, Scotland and Canada. 

Affluence and health variables in the ACWP and HBSC 

Family Affluence Scale 

Derivation of the Family Affluence Scale (FAS) as used in the Health Behaviour in School-Aged Children 

study is discussed in Chapter 6. A higher score on the FAS indicates a higher level of affluence. This 

scale has been validated and extensively used in international comparative research in rich countries. 

Self-rated health 

Respondents to both the HBSC and the ACWP are asked to rate their own health. A lower score, 

ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ ŀ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƘŜŀƭǘƘ όƻǊ ΨōŜǘǘŜǊΩ ƘŜŀƭǘƘύΦ 

¶ HE01 ²ƻǳƭŘ ȅƻǳ ǎŀȅ ȅƻǳǊ ƘŜŀƭǘƘ ƛǎΧ (1) Excellent (2) Good (3) Fair (4) Poor  

Health symptoms 

HBSC and ACWP Respondents are also asked about specific health symptoms that are often associated 

with experience of stress (Hesketh et al., 2010): 

¶ HE05 In the last 6 months: how often have you had the following...?  
- Headache 
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- Stomach-ache  
- Backache 
- Feeling low 
- Irritability or bad temper 
- Feeling nervous 
- Difficulties in getting to sleep 
- Feeling dizzy 

Response categories to all the above questions are (1) About every day, (2) More than once a week, 

(3) About every week, (4) About every month, and (5) Rarely or never.  As noted above, this scale has 

also been validated and used in international research (Elgar et al., 2013; Ravens-Sieberer et al., 2008; 

Ravens-Sieberer et al., 2009). In this analysis a simple additive scale is used. Following Elgar et al. 

(2013)Σ ΨŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ƎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǎƭŜŜǇΩ ƛǎ ƻƳƛǘǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǎŎŀƭŜΣ ƎƛǾƛƴƎ ŀ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻf 7-35. A lower score 

ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƘŜŀƭǘƘ ǎȅƳǇǘƻƳǎ όƻǊΣ ƛƴ ǎƘƻǊǘƘŀƴŘΣ ΨǿƻǊǎŜΩ ƘŜŀƭǘƘύΦ 

Comparing family affluence and health scales in the HBS and ACWP 

Table 35 shows mean values and standard deviations for family affluence, subjective health and health 

symptoms in the HBSC and ACWP datasets, as well as p-values associated with t-tests which indicate 

the probability that scores for Australia are not significantly different from scores for the other three 

countries. The t-tests control for clustering at the school level in the surveys. One might expect a priori 

that mean scores for Australia should not be significantly different from scores for the other three 

countries. However, research shows that average scores in these indicators do sometimes vary across 

countries. Moreover, the field trial nature of the Australian data (it is not a representative sample), 

and its small sample size, need to be taken into consideration in any comparison.  

The FAS for Australia is higher than that for England, Scotland or Canada (suggesting a higher level of 

prosperity among students in Australia), with the difference significant (p<0.05) in the case of Scotland 

and Canada, but not England. This finding of a higher level of prosperity among Australian students is 

consistent with findings from the HowRU survey, carried out in Victoria in 2009, where data on items 

in the FAS were collected from respondents, and where the average FAS score among Year 7 students 

ƛǎ сΦопт όŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ ŎŀƭŎǳƭations). Mean self-rated health scores are lower in Australia than in any of the 

ǘƘǊŜŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΣ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ !ǳǎǘǊŀƭƛŀƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ΨōŜǘǘŜǊΩ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ƻŦ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ 

health. In this case, all the differences between Australia and the three HBSC countries are statistically 

significant (p<=0.001). Mean health symptom scores (lower scores signifying more symptoms of ill-

health) in Australia are not significantly different from those for England or Canada (although lower 

than either), and are significantly lower than those for Scotland. Overall, the data in Table 35 would 

suggest that young people in Australia are wealthier, but not necessarily healthier than those in the 

three comparison countries. It will be important to ascertain if these patterns remain in the full survey 

sample, and if so, how they can be explained. 

Table 35: Family affluence and health measures in the HBSC and ACWP 

  Family Affluence Scale Self-rated health Health symptoms 

  N Mean p N Mean p N Mean p 

England 2552 6.181 0.077 2854 1.871 0.000 2785 28.397 0.679 

Scotland 4058 6.168 0.051 4177 1.944 0.000 4046 29.382 0.000 

Canada 9400 6.149 0.046 9943 1.785 0.001 9842 28.510 0.245 

Australia - ACWP 110 6.873  118 1.644  98 28.286  

{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ I.{/Τ !/²t CƛŜƭŘ ¢ǊƛŀƭΤ ŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ analysis. P is the probability that the mean values for England, Scotland and 
Canada, respectively, are significantly different from the means for Australia (t-test of difference of means, controlling for 
clustering at school level). 
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Table 36 compares self-rated health and health symptoms, by gender. Absolute differences between 

mean values of self-rated health ŦƻǊ ƎƛǊƭǎ ŀƴŘ ōƻȅǎ ŀǊŜ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳǊ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ όҒ лΦмύΣ ǿƛǘƘ 

boys having lower scores (signifying better self-rated health). These differences are statistically 

significant in England, Scotland and Canada, but not in Australia. With respect to health symptoms, 

the lower means for girls in all countries show that they report more symptoms than boys. However, 

while averages for Australian boys are considerably lower than averages for other countries, averages 

for Australian girls are higher than those in England and Canada. This will be worth exploring further 

with the full dataset, as absolute differences between girls and boys are smaller in Australia than in 

the other countries.  

Table 36: Health measures in the HBSC and ACWP, by gender  

   England Scotland Canada Australia - ACWP 

Self-rated health Boys 1.824 1.894 1.72 1.6 

Girls 1.92 1.993 1.846 1.698 

p (girls>boys) 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.529 

Health symptoms Boys 29.148 30.044 29.425 28.593 

Girls 27.63 28.736 27.65 27.909 

p (boys>girls) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.613 

{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ I.{/Τ !/²t CƛŜƭŘ ¢ǊƛŀƭΤ ŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΦ P is the probability that the mean values for boys are significantly 
different from the means for girls (t-test of difference of means, controlling for clustering at school level). 

 

Table 37 compares mean self-rated health and health symptoms by levels of family affluence across 

countries. For convenience, family affluence is divided into three categories (low, med, high). In every 

country, there is a clear social gradient with respect to self-rated health, with low affluence 

ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ όΨǿƻǊǎŜΩ ƘŜŀƭǘƘύ ǘƘŀƴ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ƻǊ ƘƛƎƘ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎΦ !ǎ 

with overall averages, scores in each category of affluence are lower for Australia than for the other 

countries, suggesting higher levels of self-rated health. With respect to health symptoms, a clear social 

ƎǊŀŘƛŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŜǾƛŘŜƴǘ ƛƴ ƻƴƭȅ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ /ŀƴŀŘŀΣ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƻǿ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ΨǿƻǊǎŜΩ 

health. This is not the case in Scotland and Australia, where mean health symptom scores do not 

increase monotonically with affluence. Note, however, that the number of Australian respondents 

reporting low affluence is small, and this may influence results. 

Table 37: Health measures in the HBSC and ACWP, by family affluence  

   England Scotland Canada Australia - ACWP 

Self-rated health low affluence 2.022 2.065 1.973 1.833 

med affluence 1.894 1.985 1.812 1.700 

high affluence 1.838 1.872 1.721 1.554 

p (low>high) 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.155 

Health symptoms low affluence 27.509 29.446 27.674 25.000 

med affluence 28.234 29.157 28.497 28.929 

high affluence 28.572 29.582 28.658 28.212 

p (low<high) 0.044 0.665 0.010 0.654 

{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ I.{/Τ !/²t CƛŜƭŘ ¢ǊƛŀƭΤ ŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΦ [ƻǿ affluence is defined as FAS <=3; med affluence: 4<=FAS<=6; high 
affluence: FAS>=7. P is the probability that the mean values for low affluence respondents are significantly different from 
the means for high affluence respondents (t-test of difference of means, controlling for clustering at school level). Note that 
the N for the low affluence group in Australia is particularly small (=6).  
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Summary and conclusion 

It is important to emphasise the tentative nature of this analysis. The ACWP field trial is small, and was 

not designed to be representative. Therefore, findings reported here may be significantly different to 

those calculated from the main survey. Nonetheless, the following key points can be drawn from this 

very preliminary analysis: 

¶ In terms of health indicators, the ACWP field trial data are similar to comparable HBSC data 

from England, Scotland and Canada.  

¶ The relationship between gender and health indicators, and between family affluence and 

health indicators, follow the same patterns in the ACWP data as they do in the HBSC data for 

England, Scotland and Canada. 

These findings suggest that the full ACWP survey is likely to include affluence and health indicators 

that are comparable with those in the HBSC. This should allow comparison of levels of affluence and 

health between Australia and HBSC countries, and also of how these variables are related. 

Examination of the relationships between different domains of wellbeing (such as material wellbeing 

and health) is an important aim of the ACWP.  
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Chapter 9.   
Online administration 

In this chapter, potential issues regarding the online, computer-based administration are examined, 

for example, by investigating questions for which students needed to use the scroll bar to view all 

items in terms of high proportion of missing data. 

Field Trial analyses also considered the nature of online-based administration and the possible impact 

on student response rates. 

These analyses principally examined response rates for questions that required students to use the 

scroll bar to view all items on the screen to identify possible higher proportions of missing data for 

items presented at the bottom of the screen. Local information and communication technology (ICT) 

environments are variable within schools, and therefore the survey display by screen size varied across 

schools, and the necessity of scrolling may have depended upon local ICT environments and cannot 

be known.  Analyses also considered any other instances of high proportions of missing data for which 

online administration may have had an impact. 

Indicator labels and number of items are reported below. Proportions of missing data were examined 

within questions, by comparing proportions of missing items presented at the bottom of the computer 

screen relative to proportions of missing items presented at the top of the screen. 

The following questions were administered in the Year 4, 6 and 8 surveys: 

Importance of domains for wellbeing:  

This question asked students to place six domains (represented as blocks) onto a bookshelf with 

seven shelves. Depending upon the screen size used by the respondent, the bottom shelves may 

have required scrolling for viewing. A frequency analysis shows that for each of the six domains, 

there was a good distribution among the seven shelves, with each domain having been placed in 

the bottom three shelves as well as the top shelves. 

/ŀƴǘǊƛƭΩǎ ƭŀŘŘŜǊ:  

This question asked students to rate the quality of their life on an 11-point scale, with lower ratings 

appearing at the bottom of the screen. While we do not expect equal proportions of children to 

ǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭƛŦŜ ŀǎ ΨǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ƭƛŦŜΩ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ΨǿƻǊǎǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ƭƛŦŜΩΣ ƭƻǿŜǊ ǊŀǘƛƴƎǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

selected by respondents, though less frequently than higher ratings. Therefore while items 

presented at the bottom of the screen were selected less frequently, this is not attributed to any 

possible scrolling needed for this question. 

Closeness/Proximity of relationships:  

This question asked students to place up to 17 different people and pets in a series of concentric 

circles to indicate the degree of closeness to these people. In order for all 17 people to fit onto the 

screen, four options had to be placed at the bottom of the screen: ΨaƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩΣ ΨCŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ 

ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩΣ ΨtŜǘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨhǘƘŜǊ ŎƘƛƭŘΩΦ  

While options such as ΨtŜǘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨhǘƘŜǊ ŎƘƛƭŘΩ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀǎ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǎ 

ΨaƻǘƘŜǊΩ ƻǊ ΨCŀǘƘŜǊΩΣ ΨtŜǘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨhǘƘŜǊ ŎƘƛƭŘΩ ǿŜǊŜ ǇƭŀŎŜŘ ŀǎ ŦǊŜǉǳently as other response options 

ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǇ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŎǊŜŜƴΦ ΨaƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩ ŀƴŘ ΨCŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ 
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ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǘ ŀƭƭΣ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ǇƭŀŎŜŘ ƴŜȄǘ ǘƻ ΨtŜǘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨhǘƘŜǊ ŎƘƛƭŘΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ 

than any scrolling impacting upon the selection of these response options, the provision of other 

options such as ΨaƻǘƘŜǊΩΣ Ψ{ǘŜǇƳƻǘƘŜǊΩΣ ŀƴŘ ΨCƻǎǘŜǊ ƳƻǘƘŜǊΩ ŀǊŜ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŦƻǊ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ 

ǘȅǇŜǎ ƻŦ ŦŀƳƛƭƛŜǎΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ ΨaƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩ ŀƴŘ ΨCŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩ ǿŜǊŜ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ 

dropped from this question for the Main Survey. 

Parental interest in school:  

Three items were presented on one screen, however the third item was presented as a separate 

question as it has different response labels than the other two items. These items asked students 

to rate the frequency with which their parents undertake specifiŜŘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƘƛƭŘΩǎ 

school. This question did not require scrolling, but did require students to read two separate 

question stems on the same screen. There was a large proportion of missing responses for the last 

item, in comparison to the previous items. Therefore, it is suggested to present the last item on a 

separate screen for the Main Survey. 

Mental and physical health:  

This question asked students to rate the frequency with which they experience nine specified 

symptoms of mental and physical health. The proportion of missing respondents for items at the 

top of the screen remained constant for items presented at the bottom of the screen. Therefore, 

there was no impact of scrolling on later items. 

The following question was administered in the Year 4 survey: 

 Number of books in the home with images:  

¢ƘŜ ΨbǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ōƻƻƪǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƘƻƳŜΩ ǿŀǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƛƳŀƎŜǎ ǘƻ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ ¸ŜŀǊ пΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƴŀȅ 
have required scrolling. The same question was presented without images to students in Years 6 
and 8, and therefore did not require scrolling.  

This question asked Year 4 students to indicate the number of books in their home from five 

options which were accompanied by illustrations of books. Close to 50% of students selected the 

last two response options, which were presented at the bottom of the screen. Therefore, there 

was no impact of scrolling on later items. 

The following questions were administered in the Year 6 and 8 surveys.  

Organisation of the household: 

This question asked students to indicate the people who live in their home, or second home if 
applicable, with ten possible options presented. Options that were presented lower on the screen, 
ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ Ψ.ǊƻǘƘŜǊΩ ŀƴŘ Ψ{ƛǎǘŜǊΩ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƛŎƪŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅ ǘƘŀƴ ƻǇǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƴŜŀǊ 
the ǘƻǇ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŎǊŜŜƴΣ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ΨDǊŀƴŘƳƻǘƘŜǊΩ ƻǊ ΨCŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ 
of scrolling on later items.  

School- DŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǎŀǘƛǎŦŀŎǘƛƻƴΩ ŀƴŘ Ψ{ŎƘƻƻƭ ς Intrinsic motivation:  

Ten items were presented on one screen, which may have required scrolling in some instances. A 
frequency analysis shows that for items two to ten, there were only one to two missing responses. 
Therefore, the proportion of missing responses for item ten was not greater than the proportion 
of missing responses for items presented at the top of the screen. Therefore, there was no impact 
of scrolling on later items. 

  



 

The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 52 

Puberty:  

Puberty questions were administered to boys and girls, with common items for both genders, and 
then gender-specific puberty questions. Examining the puberty items for girls, there was no large 
difference in the proportion of missing responses for items presented at the top and bottom of 
the screen. Examining the puberty items for boys, there was no large difference in the proportion 
of missing responses for items presented at the top and bottom of the screen. Therefore, there 
was no impact of scrolling on later items in the puberty items for both girls and boys.  

The following question was administered in the Year 8 survey: 

Family management:  

This question asked students to rate their agreement with nine items about family management 
issues in their family. There were no missing responses for these items (meaning students who 
viewed the question but did not provide answers), except for one student who did not answer 
one item presented in the middle of the screen. Therefore, no impact of scrolling on later items 
could be observed. 
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Attachment 1.   
Descriptive analyses - Year 4 
 

Descriptive analyses - Year 4 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

SD01A01 Gender 58 1 2 1.47 .503 

SD02A01 Not ATSI 58 1 2 1.19 .395 

SD02A02 Aboriginal 58 1 2 1.81 .395 

SD02A03 Torres Strait Islander 58 2 2 2.00 .000 

SD03F01 Language background Y4 58 1 2 1.12 .329 

WB04A01 Cantril Ladder 57 1 11 2.75 1.815 

WB01A01 Overall wellbeing1-life going well 54 1 6 4.07 1.043 

WB01A02 Overall wellbeing2-life just right 50 1 6 4.12 1.118 

WB01A03 Overall wellbeing3-wish had different life 49 1 6 2.04 1.290 

WB01A04 Overall wellbeing4-good life 50 2 6 4.16 .976 

WB01A05 Overall wellbeing5-have what I want 50 1 6 3.94 1.202 

WB02A01 Optimism for the future 51 2 6 4.51 1.065 

HE01A01 Overall subjective health 57 1 3 1.58 .596 

WB03A01 Importance of Family 56 1 4 1.09 .438 

WB03A02 Importance of Friends 56 1 7 1.66 1.164 

WB03A03 Importance of School 56 1 6 2.11 1.216 

WB03A04 Importance of Neighbourhood/Community 56 1 7 2.98 1.507 

WB03A05 Importance of Health 56 1 5 1.82 .974 

WB03A06 Importance of Money/ThingsIhave 56 1 7 3.80 1.823 

FA01A01 Organisation household-Type of home 56 1 3 1.71 .653 

FA04A01 Num of Adults Paid Job-First home 54 1 4 2.70 .690 

FA04A02 Num of Adults Paid Job-Second home 6 1 4 2.67 1.211 

RE01A0101 1Ring-Mother 55 11222 22222 12294.73 1399.134 

RE01A0102 1Ring-Father 55 11222 22222 12622.00 2353.878 

RE01A0103 1Ring-Stepfather 55 12222 22222 20585.64 3733.550 

RE01A0104 1Ring-Stepmother 55 12222 22222 20949.27 3363.500 

RE01A0105 1Ring-Fostermother 55 12222 22222 21676.55 2291.839 

RE01A0106 1Ring-Fosterfather 55 12222 22222 21676.55 2291.839 

RE01A0107 1Ring-Sister 55 11112 22222 16072.73 5078.817 

RE01A0108 1Ring-Brother 55 11111 22222 15470.71 4965.064 

RE01A0109 1Ring-Uncle 55 11111 22222 13972.53 4185.463 

RE01A0110 1Ring-Aunt 55 11111 22222 13806.85 4026.776 

RE01A0111 1Ring-Grandmother 55 11222 22222 14040.18 4145.908 

RE01A0112 1Ring-Grandfather 55 11222 22222 15567.45 4888.453 

RE01A0113 1Ring-Other adult 55 12222 22222 19676.55 4396.203 

RE01A0114 1Ring-Other child 55 11122 22222 19983.82 4281.073 

RE01A0115 1Ring-Pet 55 11111 22222 15477.76 4960.890 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 4 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

RE01A0116 1Ring-Mother'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0117 1Ring-Father'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0201 2Ring-Mother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0202 2Ring-Father 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0203 2Ring-Stepfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0204 2Ring-Stepmother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0205 2Ring-Fostermother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0206 2Ring-Fosterfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0207 2Ring-Sister 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0208 2Ring-Brother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0209 2Ring-Uncle 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0210 2Ring-Aunt 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0211 2Ring-Grandmother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0212 2Ring-Grandfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0213 2Ring-Other adult 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0214 2Ring-Other child 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0215 2Ring-Pet 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0216 2Ring-Mother'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0217 2Ring-Father'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0301 3Ring-Mother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0302 3Ring-Father 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0303 3Ring-Stepfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0304 3Ring-Stepmother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0305 3Ring-Fostermother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0306 3Ring-Fosterfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0307 3Ring-Sister 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0308 3Ring-Brother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0309 3Ring-Uncle 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0310 3Ring-Aunt 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0311 3Ring-Grandmother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0312 3Ring-Grandfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0313 3Ring-Other adult 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0314 3Ring-Other child 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0315 3Ring-Pet 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0316 3Ring-Mother'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0317 3Ring-Father'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0401 4Ring-Mother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0402 4Ring-Father 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0403 4Ring-Stepfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0404 4Ring-Stepmother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0405 4Ring-Fostermother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0406 4Ring-Fosterfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 4 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

RE01A0407 4Ring-Sister 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0408 4Ring-Brother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0409 4Ring-Uncle 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0410 4Ring-Aunt 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0411 4Ring-Grandmother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0412 4Ring-Grandfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0413 4Ring-Other adult 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0414 4Ring-Other child 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0415 4Ring-Pet 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0416 4Ring-Mother'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0417 4Ring-Father'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0501 5Ring-Mother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0502 5Ring-Father 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0503 5Ring-Stepfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0504 5Ring-Stepmother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0505 5Ring-Fostermother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0506 5Ring-Fosterfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0507 5Ring-Sister 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0508 5Ring-Brother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0509 5Ring-Uncle 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0510 5Ring-Aunt 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0511 5Ring-Grandmother 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0512 5Ring-Grandfather 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0513 5Ring-Other adult 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0514 5Ring-Other child 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0515 5Ring-Pet 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0516 5Ring-Mother'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0517 5Ring-Father'spartner 55 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

FA06A01 Family Cohesion-Talking 53 1 5 3.60 .884 

FA06A02 Family Cohesion-Fun 54 1 5 3.24 .970 

FA06A03 Family Cohesion-Learning 51 1 5 3.12 1.107 

FA05A01 Vulnerability-Sick 53 1 4 2.26 1.003 

FA05A02 Harmful-Scare 51 1 4 2.06 1.008 

FA05A03 Vulnerability-Hurt 53 1 4 2.68 1.123 

FA05A04 Harmful-Arrested 50 1 4 1.80 1.161 

FA05A05 Harmful-Fighting 51 1 4 2.00 1.131 

FA05A06 Vulnerability-Money 50 1 4 2.22 1.200 

FA05A07 Vulnerability-Home 50 1 4 2.28 1.356 

FA05A08 Vulnerability-Eat 51 1 4 2.20 1.296 

FA05A09 Vulnerability-Move 51 1 4 2.47 1.189 

FA05A10 Harmful-Hurt 50 1 4 2.02 1.220 

FA05A11 Harmful-Lie 52 1 4 1.98 .918 



 

The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 57 

Descriptive analyses - Year 4 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

FA21A01 Fam Health-Disability 54 1 2 1.78 .420 

FA21A02 Fam Health-MentalIll 54 1 2 1.91 .293 

FA21A03 Fam Health-Drugs 54 1 2 1.94 .231 

FA21A04 Fam Health-None 54 1 2 1.30 .461 

SD05A01 Disability 54 1 3 2.00 .514 

SD06A01 Disability Difficulty-DailyActivities 13 1 2 1.69 .480 

SD06A02 Disability Difficulty-Friends 13 1 2 1.77 .439 

SD06A03 Disability Difficulty-OtherActivities 13 1 2 1.77 .439 

SD06A04 Disability Difficulty-NoDifficulty 13 1 2 1.62 .506 

MW01A01 Material Deprivation-Ipod 53 1 3 1.11 .375 

MW01A02 Material Deprivation-Money 52 1 3 1.27 .528 

MW01A03 Material Deprivation-Clothes 53 1 3 1.26 .593 

MW01A04 Material Deprivation-Camp 53 1 3 1.15 .411 

MW01A05 Material Deprivation-Mobile 53 1 3 2.02 .693 

MW01A06 Material Deprivation-MobileCredit 10 1 3 1.40 .699 

FA13A01 Books in Home 52 1 5 3.44 1.259 

FA09A01 Family Possessions-Car 52 1 3 2.69 .506 

FA10A01 SES Deprivation-Petrol 49 1 3 1.14 .456 

FA11A01 Family possessions-Ownbedroom 51 1 2 1.67 .476 

FA12A01 Family Possessions-Holiday 52 1 4 2.90 .995 

FR01A01 Number of Close Friends 51 2 6 4.86 1.400 

FR02A01 Friend Closeness-Fun 49 1 5 3.78 1.343 

FR02A02 Friend Closeness-Thoughts 47 1 5 2.60 1.597 

FR02A03 Friend Closeness-Help 46 1 5 3.04 1.563 

FR02A04 Friend Closeness-SticksUp 49 1 5 3.59 1.413 

SC06A01 School Enjoyment-Happy 47 1 4 3.21 .720 

SC06A02 School Enjoyment-Going 48 1 4 3.06 .861 

SC06A03 School Enjoyment-Fun 48 1 4 3.17 .694 

SC06A04 School Enjoyment-Safe 48 1 4 3.38 .703 

SC06A05 School Enjoyment-Learning 48 1 4 3.23 .692 

SC06A06 School Enjoyment-Enjoyment 50 1 4 3.36 .776 

SC02A01 Teacher Support-Cares 47 1 4 2.89 1.047 

SC02A02 Teacher Support-Success 48 1 4 3.19 .867 

SC02A03 Teacher Support-Listens 48 1 4 3.42 .846 

SC05A01 Success at school compared to classmates 47 1 4 1.57 .715 

SC03A02 Parental Interest-Homework 47 1 4 1.51 .804 

SC04A01 Parental Interest-Teacher 3 2 3 2.33 .577 

SC01A01 Missed School Last Term 47 1 6 3.43 1.827 

SC08A01 Outside School Activities-Lessons 47 1 5 3.09 1.213 

SC08A02 Outside School Activities-Friends 46 1 5 3.26 1.124 

SC08A03 Outside School Activities-Housework 47 1 5 3.04 .908 

SC08A04 Outside School Activities-Homework 46 1 4 3.41 1.024 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 4 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

SC08A05 Outside School Activities-TV 46 1 5 3.41 .933 

SC08A06 Outside School Activities-TeamSports 47 1 5 2.72 1.192 

SC08A07 Outside School Activities-PlayingSports 47 1 5 3.17 1.148 

SC08A08 Outside School Activities-Computer 46 1 4 2.59 1.107 

SC08A09 Outside School Activities-ByMyself 46 1 4 3.15 .942 

SC08A10 Outside School Activities-CareFamily 45 1 5 3.24 1.300 

BU01A01 Bullying this Term-Ignore 46 1 5 1.65 .948 

BU01A02 Bullying this Term-Teased 47 1 5 1.60 .948 

BU01A03 Bullying this Term-Lies 45 1 5 1.67 1.128 

BU01A04 Bullying this Term-Afraid 46 1 5 1.67 1.076 

BU01A05 Bullying this Term-Secrets 45 1 4 1.36 .679 

BU01A06 Bullying this Term-Ganging Up 46 1 5 1.52 1.070 

BU02A01 Bullying-Location 30 1 3 1.90 .923 

BU03A01 Bullied by Friend 48 1 2 1.58 .498 

BU04A01 Bullying-Initiator 48 1 2 1.87 .334 

NE01A01 Neighbourhood Resources-Places 45 1 5 4.00 1.128 

NE01A02 Neighbourhood Resources-Nothing 44 1 5 1.84 .939 

NE01A03 Neighbourhood Resources-Fun 45 1 5 4.36 .981 

HE02A01 Hungry to Bed 46 1 4 3.59 .748 

HE03A01 Hunger-Frequency of Breakfast on Weekdays 47 2 6 5.70 .954 

HE05A01 Overall Subjective Health-Headache 45 1 5 4.00 1.331 

HE05A02 Overall Subjective Health-Stomach-ache 45 1 5 4.11 1.283 

HE05A03 Overall Subjective Health-Backache 45 1 5 4.27 1.268 

HE05A04 Overall Subjective Health-Low 45 1 5 4.18 1.267 

HE05A05 Overall Subjective Health-Irritability 45 1 5 4.27 1.268 

HE05A06 Overall Subjective Health-Nervous 45 1 5 4.00 1.297 

HE05A07 Overall Subjective Health-Sleep 46 1 5 3.76 1.552 

HE05A08 Overall Subjective Health-Dizzy 46 1 5 4.28 1.277 

FA19A01 Out of Home Care 47 1 4 1.21 .720 

FA20A01 Same Carers as 1 Year Ago 46 1 2 1.02 .147 

FA18A01 Changed House in Past Year 45 1 3 1.31 .633 

FA18A02 Changed School in Past Year 45 1 2 1.18 .387 
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Attachment 2.   
Descriptive analyses - Year 6 

Descriptive analyses - Year 6 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

SD01A01 Gender 66 1 2 1.56 .500 

SD02A01 Not ATSI 66 1 2 1.09 .290 

SD02A02 Aboriginal 66 1 2 1.92 .267 

SD02A03 Torres Strait Islander 66 1 2 1.97 .173 

SD04O01 Language background Y68 65 1 4 1.26 .619 

SD07O01 Aspirations 65 1 6 5.40 1.115 

WB04A01 Cantril Ladder 65 1 11 3.60 1.748 

WB01A01 Overall wellbeing1-life going well 65 1 6 4.32 .831 

WB01A02 Overall wellbeing2-life just right 65 1 6 4.00 .984 

WB01A03 Overall wellbeing3-wish had different life 64 1 6 2.30 1.498 

WB01A04 Overall wellbeing4-good life 65 2 6 4.31 .809 

WB01A05 Overall wellbeing5-have what I want 65 2 6 3.89 1.017 

WB02A01 Optimism for the future 65 1 6 4.68 .731 

HE01A01 Overall subjective health 65 1 3 1.62 .604 

WB03A01 Importance of Family 65 1 4 1.14 .496 

WB03A02 Importance of Friends 65 1 6 1.95 1.124 

WB03A03 Importance of School 65 1 7 2.40 1.569 

WB03A04 Importance of Neighbourhood/Community 65 1 7 3.17 1.442 

WB03A05 Importance of Health 65 1 5 1.77 1.042 

WB03A06 Importance of Money/ThingsIhave 65 1 7 3.91 1.730 

FA01A01 Organisation household-Type of home 64 1 3 1.67 .592 

FA02O01 Org First House-Mother 64 1 2 1.05 .213 

FA02O02 Org First House-Father 64 1 2 1.09 .294 

FA02O03 Org First House-Mother Partner 64 1 2 1.94 .244 

FA02O04 Org First House-Father Partner 64 1 2 1.97 .175 

FA02O05 Org First House-Grandmother 64 1 2 1.97 .175 

FA02O06 Org First House-Grandfather 64 1 2 1.97 .175 

FA02O07 Org First House-Brother 64 1 2 1.39 .492 

FA02O08 Org First House-Sister 64 1 2 1.37 .488 

FA02O09 Org First House-Other child 64 1 2 1.95 .213 

FA02O10 Org First House-Other adult 64 1 2 1.98 .125 

FA03O01 Org Second House-Mother 4 2 2 2.00 .000 

FA03O02 Org Second House-Father 4 1 2 1.25 .500 

FA03O03 Org Second House-MotherPartner 4 2 2 2.00 .000 

FA03O04 Org Second House-FatherPartner 4 1 2 1.75 .500 

FA03O05 OrgSecondHouse-Grandmother 4 2 2 2.00 .000 

FA03O06 OrgSecondHouse-Grandfather 4 2 2 2.00 .000 

FA03O07 Org Second House-Brother 4 1 2 1.50 .577 

FA03O08 Org Second House-Sister 4 1 2 1.75 .500 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 6 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

FA03O09 Org Second House-OtherChild 4 1 2 1.75 .500 

FA03O10 Org Second House-OtherAdult 4 2 2 2.00 .000 

FA04A01 Num of Adults Paid Job-First home 64 1 4 2.89 .669 

FA04A02 Num of Adults Paid Job-Second home 4 2 4 2.75 .957 

RE01A0101 1Ring-Mother 64 11222 12222 12175.12 213.042 

RE01A0102 1Ring-Father 64 11222 22222 12628.25 2158.179 

RE01A0103 1Ring-Stepfather 64 12222 22222 21909.50 1753.681 

RE01A0104 1Ring-Stepmother 64 12222 22222 22065.75 1250.000 

RE01A0105 1Ring-Fostermother 64 12222 22222 22065.75 1250.000 

RE01A0106 1Ring-Fosterfather 64 12222 22222 22065.75 1250.000 

RE01A0107 1Ring-Sister 64 11112 22222 15840.28 4993.680 

RE01A0108 1Ring-Brother 64 11122 22222 15687.62 4943.722 

RE01A0109 1Ring-Uncle 64 11111 22222 15856.03 4980.427 

RE01A0110 1Ring-Aunt 64 11111 22222 15543.53 4882.434 

RE01A0111 1Ring-Grandmother 64 11122 22222 15376.69 4832.559 

RE01A0112 1Ring-Grandfather 64 11222 22222 16362.63 5051.692 

RE01A0113 1Ring-Other adult 64 12222 22222 21128.25 3145.764 

RE01A0114 1Ring-Other child 64 11111 22222 20751.52 3668.972 

RE01A0115 1Ring-Pet 64 11111 22222 15043.55 4714.675 

RE01A0116 1Ring-Mother'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0117 1Ring-Father'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0201 2Ring-Mother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0202 2Ring-Father 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0203 2Ring-Stepfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0204 2Ring-Stepmother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0205 2Ring-Fostermother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0206 2Ring-Fosterfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0207 2Ring-Sister 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0208 2Ring-Brother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0209 2Ring-Uncle 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0210 2Ring-Aunt 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0211 2Ring-Grandmother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0212 2Ring-Grandfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0213 2Ring-Other adult 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0214 2Ring-Other child 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0215 2Ring-Pet 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0216 2Ring-Mother'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0217 2Ring-Father'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0301 3Ring-Mother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0302 3Ring-Father 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0303 3Ring-Stepfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0304 3Ring-Stepmother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 6 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

RE01A0305 3Ring-Fostermother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0306 3Ring-Fosterfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0307 3Ring-Sister 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0308 3Ring-Brother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0309 3Ring-Uncle 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0310 3Ring-Aunt 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0311 3Ring-Grandmother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0312 3Ring-Grandfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0313 3Ring-Other adult 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0314 3Ring-Other child 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0315 3Ring-Pet 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0316 3Ring-Mother'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0317 3Ring-Father'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0401 4Ring-Mother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0402 4Ring-Father 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0403 4Ring-Stepfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0404 4Ring-Stepmother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0405 4Ring-Fostermother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0406 4Ring-Fosterfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0407 4Ring-Sister 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0408 4Ring-Brother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0409 4Ring-Uncle 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0410 4Ring-Aunt 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0411 4Ring-Grandmother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0412 4Ring-Grandfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0413 4Ring-Other adult 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0414 4Ring-Other child 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0415 4Ring-Pet 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0416 4Ring-Mother'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0417 4Ring-Father'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0501 5Ring-Mother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0502 5Ring-Father 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0503 5Ring-Stepfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0504 5Ring-Stepmother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0505 5Ring-Fostermother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0506 5Ring-Fosterfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0507 5Ring-Sister 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0508 5Ring-Brother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0509 5Ring-Uncle 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0510 5Ring-Aunt 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0511 5Ring-Grandmother 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0512 5Ring-Grandfather 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 6 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

RE01A0513 5Ring-Other adult 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0514 5Ring-Other child 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0515 5Ring-Pet 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0516 5Ring-Mother'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0517 5Ring-Father'spartner 64 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

FA06A01 Family Cohesion-Talking 64 1 5 3.75 .642 

FA06A02 Family Cohesion-Fun 64 1 5 2.88 .864 

FA06A03 Family Cohesion-Learning 64 1 5 2.63 1.189 

FA05A01 Vulnerability-Sick 64 1 4 2.88 1.062 

FA05A02 Harmful-Scare 64 1 4 2.14 1.006 

FA05A03 Vulnerability-Hurt 64 1 4 2.77 1.095 

FA05A04 Harmful-Arrested 64 1 4 2.16 1.324 

FA05A05 Harmful-Fighting 63 1 4 2.38 1.250 

FA05A06 Vulnerability-Money 64 1 4 2.41 1.094 

FA05A07 Vulnerability-Home 64 1 4 2.27 1.324 

FA05A08 Vulnerability-Eat 64 1 4 2.22 1.315 

FA05A09 Vulnerability-Move 64 1 4 2.31 1.258 

FA05A10 Harmful-Hurt 64 1 4 2.06 1.233 

FA05A11 Harmful-Lie 64 1 4 2.16 1.042 

FA21A01 Fam Health-Disability 64 1 2 1.92 .270 

FA21A02 Fam Health-MentalIll 64 1 2 1.91 .294 

FA21A03 Fam Health-Drugs 64 1 2 1.91 .294 

FA21A04 Fam Health-None 64 1 2 1.19 .393 

SD05A01 Disability 64 1 3 2.08 .543 

SD06A01 Disability Difficulty-DailyActivities 17 1 2 1.94 .243 

SD06A02 Disability Difficulty-Friends 17 2 2 2.00 .000 

SD06A03 Disability Difficulty-OtherActivities 17 1 2 1.94 .243 

SD06A04 Disability Difficulty-NoDifficulty 17 1 2 1.12 .332 

MW01A01 Material Deprivation-Ipod 63 1 3 1.19 .535 

MW01A02 Material Deprivation-Money 62 1 3 1.34 .571 

MW01A03 Material Deprivation-Clothes 63 1 3 1.25 .621 

MW01A04 Material Deprivation-Camp 63 1 3 1.11 .444 

MW01A05 Material Deprivation-Mobile 63 1 3 1.84 .677 

MW01A06 Material Deprivation-MobileCredit 19 1 3 1.53 .697 

FA13A01 Books in Home 63 1 5 3.43 1.201 

FA09A01 Family Possessions-Car 63 1 3 2.79 .446 

FA10A01 SES Deprivation-Petrol 62 1 3 1.05 .282 

FA11A01 Family possessions-Ownbedroom 63 1 2 1.86 .353 

FA15O01 Family possessions-Dishwasher 62 1 2 1.85 .355 

FA12A01 Family Possessions-Holiday 63 1 4 3.02 .992 

FA16O01 Family Possessions-ForeignHoliday 62 1 4 1.63 .814 

FA14O01 Family Possessions-Computers 63 1 4 3.62 .705 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 6 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

FA17O01 Family Possessions-Bathroom 61 2 4 3.20 .628 

FR01A01 Number of Close Friends 63 1 6 5.37 1.182 

FR02A01 Friend Closeness-Fun 63 1 5 4.38 .991 

FR02A02 Friend Closeness-Thoughts 63 1 5 2.95 1.464 

FR02A03 Friend Closeness-Help 63 1 5 3.56 1.365 

FR02A04 Friend Closeness-SticksUp 63 1 5 4.05 1.184 

FR03O01 Friend Conflict-Fights 63 1 4 1.57 .928 

FR03O02 Friend Conflict-MakeUp 63 1 5 4.30 1.291 

FR03O03 Friend Conflict-Annoy 63 1 5 1.71 1.184 

FR03O04 Friend Conflict-Argue 63 1 5 1.62 .923 

FR03O05 Friend Conflict-Disagree 63 1 5 2.00 1.257 

SC06A01 School Enjoyment-Happy 63 1 4 3.05 .771 

SC06A02 School Enjoyment-Going 63 1 4 2.76 .797 

SC06A03 School Enjoyment-Fun 63 1 4 3.03 .718 

SC06A04 School Enjoyment-Safe 63 1 4 3.25 .718 

SC06A05 School Enjoyment-Learning 63 1 4 3.11 .698 

SC06A06 School Enjoyment-Enjoyment 63 1 4 3.03 .803 

SC06O07 School Motivation-Interesting 63 1 4 3.00 .803 

SC06O08 School Motivation-Questions 63 1 4 3.03 .822 

SC06O09 School Motivation-ExtraWork 63 1 4 2.41 .944 

SC06O10 School Motivation-Class 62 1 4 3.00 .849 

SC06O11 School Motivation-Best 63 2 4 3.43 .560 

SC06O12 School Motivation-Excited 63 1 4 2.79 .845 

SC02A01 Teacher Support-Cares 62 1 4 2.94 .973 

SC02A02 Teacher Support-Success 62 1 4 3.13 .966 

SC02A03 Teacher Support-Listens 62 1 4 3.27 .813 

SC05A01 Success at school compared to classmates 63 1 4 1.94 .738 

SC03A01 Parental Interest-Schoolwork 0     

SC03A02 Parental Interest-Homework 63 1 4 1.43 .777 

SC04A01 Parental Interest-Teacher 9 1 4 2.22 .972 

SC07O01 School Pressure 63 1 4 2.32 .820 

SC01A01 Missed School Last Term 63 1 6 2.25 1.414 

SC08A01 Outside School Activities-Lessons 63 1 5 2.98 1.100 

SC08A02 Outside School Activities-Friends 63 1 5 2.78 1.054 

SC08A03 Outside School Activities-Housework 63 1 5 3.25 .983 

SC08A04 Outside School Activities-Homework 63 1 5 3.46 .800 

SC08A05 Outside School Activities-TV 63 1 5 3.54 .839 

SC08A06 Outside School Activities-TeamSports 62 1 4 2.90 1.082 

SC08A07 Outside School Activities-PlayingSports 63 1 5 3.16 1.035 

SC08A08 Outside School Activities-Computer 63 1 5 2.60 1.171 

SC08A09 Outside School Activities-ByMyself 63 1 5 3.35 .986 

SC08A10 Outside School Activities-CareFamily 62 1 5 2.77 1.323 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 6 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

BU01A01 Bullying this Term-Ignore 63 1 5 1.44 .912 

BU01A02 Bullying this Term-Teased 62 1 5 1.40 .914 

BU01A03 Bullying this Term-Lies 62 1 5 1.53 .987 

BU01A04 Bullying this Term-Afraid 62 1 5 1.27 .793 

BU01A05 Bullying this Term-Secrets 62 1 5 1.27 .772 

BU01A06 Bullying this Term-Ganging Up 62 1 5 1.18 .615 

BU02A01 Bullying-Location 30 1 3 1.40 .770 

BU03A01 Bullied by Friend 62 1 2 1.71 .458 

BU04A01 Bullying-Initiator 62 1 2 1.98 .127 

NE01A01 Neighbourhood Resources-Places 62 1 5 3.76 1.003 

NE01A02 Neighbourhood Resources-Nothing 62 1 5 2.29 1.077 

NE01A03 Neighbourhood Resources-Fun 61 2 5 4.10 .851 

NE02O01 Neighbourhood Safety-Day 62 1 5 3.98 .932 

NE02O02 Neighbourhood Safety-Night 62 1 5 2.94 1.114 

NE02O03 Neighbourhood Safety-Freedom 62 2 5 3.98 .896 

HE02A01 Hungry to Bed 62 2 4 3.68 .594 

HE03A01 Hunger-Frequency of Breakfast on Weekdays 61 1 6 5.59 1.230 

HE04O01 Smoked 62 1 1 1.00 .000 

HE04O02 Alcohol 62 1 3 1.03 .254 

HE04O03 Drunk 62 1 2 1.02 .127 

HE05A01 Overall Subjective Health-Headache 62 1 5 3.71 1.260 

HE05A02 Overall Subjective Health-Stomach-ache 62 1 5 4.13 1.138 

HE05A03 Overall Subjective Health-Backache 62 1 5 4.13 1.324 

HE05A04 Overall Subjective Health-Low 62 1 5 4.10 1.224 

HE05A05 Overall Subjective Health-Irritability 62 1 5 3.94 1.226 

HE05A06 Overall Subjective Health-Nervous 62 1 5 4.03 1.159 

HE05A07 Overall Subjective Health-Sleep 62 1 5 3.56 1.656 

HE05A08 Overall Subjective Health-Dizzy 62 1 5 4.26 1.354 

SD08O01 Puberty-Height 61 1 5 2.74 .854 

SD08O02 Puberty-BodyHair 60 1 5 2.57 1.170 

SD08O03 Puberty-Acne 61 1 5 2.38 .969 

SD08O04 Puberty Girl-Breasts 27 1 5 2.48 1.122 

SD08O05 Puberty Boy-Voice 34 1 5 2.03 1.000 

SD08O06 Puberty Boy-Facial Hair 34 1 5 1.74 1.053 

SD08O07 Puberty Girl-Menstruation 26 1 3 2.38 .637 

FA19A01 Out of Home Care 42 1 4 1.10 .484 

FA20A01 Same Carers as 1 Year Ago 42 1 1 1.00 .000 

FA18A01 Changed House in Past Year 43 1 3 1.26 .581 

FA18A02 Changed School in Past Year 39 1 2 1.10 .307 
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Attachment 3.   
Descriptive analyses - Year 8 

Descriptive analyses - Year 8 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

SD01A01 Gender 53 1 2 1.55 .503 

SD02A01 Not ATSI 53 1 2 1.23 .423 

SD02A02 Aboriginal 53 1 2 1.75 .434 

SD02A03 Torres Strait Islander 53 1 2 1.94 .233 

SD04O01 Language background Y68 53 1 4 1.15 .496 

SD07O01 Aspirations 53 1 6 4.57 1.658 

WB04A01 Cantril Ladder 53 1 11 3.40 2.079 

WB01A01 Overall wellbeing1-life going well 53 1 5 4.11 1.013 

WB01A02 Overall wellbeing2-life just right 53 1 5 4.04 1.126 

WB01A03 Overall wellbeing3-wish had different life 53 1 6 2.30 1.395 

WB01A04 Overall wellbeing4-good life 53 1 5 4.11 1.068 

WB01A05 Overall wellbeing5-have what I want 53 1 5 3.66 1.055 

WB02A01 Optimism for the future 53 1 5 4.21 1.007 

HE01A01 Overall subjective health 53 1 4 1.68 .728 

WB03A01 Importance of Family 53 1 7 1.13 .833 

WB03A02 Importance of Friends 53 1 7 2.30 1.395 

WB03A03 Importance of School 53 1 7 2.09 1.244 

WB03A04 Importance of Neighbourhood/Community 53 1 7 4.00 1.743 

WB03A05 Importance of Health 53 1 5 1.75 .939 

WB03A06 Importance of Money/ThingsIhave 53 1 7 3.11 1.717 

FA01A01 Organisation household-Type of home 53 1 3 1.55 .607 

FA02O01 Org First House-Mother 49 1 2 1.08 .277 

FA02O02 Org First House-Father 49 1 2 1.35 .481 

FA02O03 Org First House-Mother Partner 49 1 2 1.88 .331 

FA02O04 Org First House-Father Partner 49 1 2 1.94 .242 

FA02O05 Org First House-Grandmother 49 1 2 1.96 .200 

FA02O06 Org First House-Grandfather 49 1 2 1.96 .200 

FA02O07 Org First House-Brother 49 1 2 1.35 .481 

FA02O08 Org First House-Sister 49 1 2 1.27 .446 

FA02O09 Org First House-Other child 49 1 2 1.96 .200 

FA02O10 Org First House-Other adult 49 1 2 1.96 .200 

FA03O01 Org Second House-Mother 3 1 2 1.33 .577 

FA03O02 Org Second House-Father 3 1 2 1.33 .577 

FA03O03 Org Second House-MotherPartner 3 1 2 1.33 .577 

FA03O04 Org Second House-FatherPartner 3 1 2 1.67 .577 

FA03O05 OrgSecondHouse-Grandmother 3 1 2 1.67 .577 

FA03O06 OrgSecondHouse-Grandfather 3 1 2 1.67 .577 

FA03O07 Org Second House-Brother 3 1 1 1.00 .000 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 8 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

FA03O08 Org Second House-Sister 3 1 2 1.33 .577 

FA03O09 Org Second House-OtherChild 3 1 2 1.67 .577 

FA03O10 Org Second House-OtherAdult 3 1 2 1.67 .577 

FA04A01 Num of Adults Paid Job-First home 50 1 5 2.76 1.021 

FA04A02 Num of Adults Paid Job-Second home 3 1 2 1.67 .577 

RE01A0101 1Ring-Mother 52 11222 22222 12529.69 1975.720 

RE01A0102 1Ring-Father 52 11222 22222 13548.92 3456.855 

RE01A0103 1Ring-Stepfather 52 12222 22222 20875.85 3446.423 

RE01A0104 1Ring-Stepmother 52 12222 22222 21452.77 2690.691 

RE01A0105 1Ring-Fostermother 52 12222 22222 22029.69 1386.750 

RE01A0106 1Ring-Fosterfather 52 12222 22222 22029.69 1386.750 

RE01A0107 1Ring-Sister 52 11112 22222 13865.65 4141.216 

RE01A0108 1Ring-Brother 52 11122 22222 14970.08 4674.734 

RE01A0109 1Ring-Uncle 52 11111 22222 14963.90 4679.845 

RE01A0110 1Ring-Aunt 52 11112 22222 15138.92 4781.983 

RE01A0111 1Ring-Grandmother 52 11222 22222 15645.08 4835.920 

RE01A0112 1Ring-Grandfather 52 11222 22222 16818.15 5053.671 

RE01A0113 1Ring-Other adult 52 11122 22222 20085.46 4167.664 

RE01A0114 1Ring-Other child 52 12222 22222 21068.15 3226.025 

RE01A0115 1Ring-Pet 52 11111 22222 15004.29 4650.823 

RE01A0116 1Ring-Mother'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0117 1Ring-Father'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0201 2Ring-Mother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0202 2Ring-Father 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0203 2Ring-Stepfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0204 2Ring-Stepmother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0205 2Ring-Fostermother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0206 2Ring-Fosterfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0207 2Ring-Sister 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0208 2Ring-Brother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0209 2Ring-Uncle 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0210 2Ring-Aunt 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0211 2Ring-Grandmother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0212 2Ring-Grandfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0213 2Ring-Other adult 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0214 2Ring-Other child 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0215 2Ring-Pet 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0216 2Ring-Mother'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0217 2Ring-Father'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0301 3Ring-Mother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0302 3Ring-Father 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0303 3Ring-Stepfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 8 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

RE01A0304 3Ring-Stepmother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0305 3Ring-Fostermother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0306 3Ring-Fosterfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0307 3Ring-Sister 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0308 3Ring-Brother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0309 3Ring-Uncle 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0310 3Ring-Aunt 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0311 3Ring-Grandmother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0312 3Ring-Grandfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0313 3Ring-Other adult 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0314 3Ring-Other child 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0315 3Ring-Pet 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0316 3Ring-Mother'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0317 3Ring-Father'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0401 4Ring-Mother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0402 4Ring-Father 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0403 4Ring-Stepfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0404 4Ring-Stepmother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0405 4Ring-Fostermother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0406 4Ring-Fosterfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0407 4Ring-Sister 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0408 4Ring-Brother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0409 4Ring-Uncle 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0410 4Ring-Aunt 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0411 4Ring-Grandmother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0412 4Ring-Grandfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0413 4Ring-Other adult 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0414 4Ring-Other child 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0415 4Ring-Pet 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0416 4Ring-Mother'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0417 4Ring-Father'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0501 5Ring-Mother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0502 5Ring-Father 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0503 5Ring-Stepfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0504 5Ring-Stepmother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0505 5Ring-Fostermother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0506 5Ring-Fosterfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0507 5Ring-Sister 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0508 5Ring-Brother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0509 5Ring-Uncle 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0510 5Ring-Aunt 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0511 5Ring-Grandmother 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 8 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

RE01A0512 5Ring-Grandfather 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0513 5Ring-Other adult 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0514 5Ring-Other child 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0515 5Ring-Pet 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0516 5Ring-Mother'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

RE01A0517 5Ring-Father'spartner 52 22222 22222 22222.00 .000 

FA06A01 Family Cohesion-Talking 50 1 5 3.48 .974 

FA06A02 Family Cohesion-Fun 50 1 5 2.90 1.111 

FA06A03 Family Cohesion-Learning 50 1 5 2.84 1.390 

FA07E03 Fam management-Low 48 1 4 3.29 .874 

FA07E01 Fam management-High 48 1 4 1.71 .683 

FA07E02 Fam management-Medium 48 1 4 2.87 1.024 

FA08E01 Fam management-Homework 49 1 5 2.06 1.088 

FA08E02 Fam management-Curfew 49 1 5 1.98 .924 

FA08E03 Fam management-Rules 49 1 5 2.06 1.088 

FA08E04 Fam management-Monitor 49 1 5 1.88 1.073 

FA08E05 Fam management-Call 48 1 5 1.81 .915 

FA08E06 Fam management-AlcoholRules 49 1 5 2.00 1.443 

FA08E07 Fam management-AlcoholCaught 49 1 5 2.67 1.560 

FA08E08 Fam management-Weapon 49 1 5 2.37 1.510 

FA08E09 Fam management-Truant 49 1 5 1.96 1.369 

FA05A01 Vulnerability-Sick 49 1 4 2.76 1.164 

FA05A02 Harmful-Scare 49 1 4 2.67 1.179 

FA05A03 Vulnerability-Hurt 49 1 4 2.80 1.207 

FA05A04 Harmful-Arrested 49 1 4 2.37 1.202 

FA05A05 Harmful-Fighting 49 1 4 2.61 1.222 

FA05A06 Vulnerability-Money 49 1 4 2.57 1.225 

FA05A07 Vulnerability-Home 49 1 4 2.78 1.311 

FA05A08 Vulnerability-Eat 49 1 4 2.71 1.275 

FA05A09 Vulnerability-Move 49 1 4 2.51 1.175 

FA05A10 Harmful-Hurt 49 1 4 2.31 1.245 

FA05A11 Harmful-Lie 49 1 4 2.20 1.224 

FA21A01 Fam Health-Disability 49 1 2 1.80 .407 

FA21A02 Fam Health-MentalIll 49 1 2 1.69 .466 

FA21A03 Fam Health-Drugs 49 1 2 1.78 .422 

FA21A04 Fam Health-None 49 1 2 1.39 .492 

SD05A01 Disability 49 1 3 1.96 .455 

SD06A01 Disability Difficulty-DailyActivities 7 1 2 1.86 .378 

SD06A02 Disability Difficulty-Friends 7 1 2 1.57 .535 

SD06A03 Disability Difficulty-OtherActivities 7 1 2 1.57 .535 

SD06A04 Disability Difficulty-NoDifficulty 9 1 2 1.44 .527 

MW01A01 Material Deprivation-Ipod 49 1 3 1.18 .527 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 8 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

MW01A02 Material Deprivation-Money 48 1 3 1.48 .652 

MW01A03 Material Deprivation-Clothes 49 1 3 1.22 .550 

MW01A04 Material Deprivation-Camp 49 1 3 1.45 .792 

MW01A05 Material Deprivation-Mobile 49 1 2 1.04 .200 

MW01A06 Material Deprivation-MobileCredit 39 1 3 1.28 .560 

FA13A01 Books in Home 49 1 5 2.82 1.439 

FA09A01 Family Possessions-Car 48 1 3 2.48 .714 

FA10A01 SES Deprivation-Petrol 42 1 2 1.07 .261 

FA11A01 Family possessions-Ownbedroom 47 1 2 1.74 .441 

FA15O01 Family possessions-Dishwasher 47 1 2 1.51 .505 

FA12A01 Family Possessions-Holiday 48 1 4 2.63 1.123 

FA16O01 Family Possessions-ForeignHoliday 47 1 4 1.34 .668 

FA14O01 Family Possessions-Computers 48 1 4 3.40 .917 

FA17O01 Family Possessions-Bathroom 48 1 4 2.50 .851 

FR01A01 Number of Close Friends 48 1 6 4.81 1.539 

FR02A01 Friend Closeness-Fun 47 1 5 3.64 1.374 

FR02A02 Friend Closeness-Thoughts 47 1 5 3.23 1.684 

FR02A03 Friend Closeness-Help 46 1 5 3.52 1.531 

FR02A04 Friend Closeness-SticksUp 46 1 5 3.74 1.467 

FR03O01 Friend Conflict-Fights 47 1 5 1.64 1.206 

FR03O02 Friend Conflict-MakeUp 47 1 5 3.64 1.712 

FR03O03 Friend Conflict-Annoy 47 1 5 1.96 1.215 

FR03O04 Friend Conflict-Argue 47 1 5 1.83 1.129 

FR03O05 Friend Conflict-Disagree 47 1 5 2.09 1.265 

SC06A01 School Enjoyment-Happy 47 1 4 2.83 .842 

SC06A02 School Enjoyment-Going 48 1 4 2.58 .895 

SC06A03 School Enjoyment-Fun 48 1 4 2.67 .907 

SC06A04 School Enjoyment-Safe 48 1 4 2.85 .743 

SC06A05 School Enjoyment-Learning 48 1 4 2.85 .772 

SC06A06 School Enjoyment-Enjoyment 48 1 4 2.85 .772 

SC06O07 School Motivation-Interesting 48 1 4 2.71 .824 

SC06O08 School Motivation-Questions 48 1 4 2.52 .799 

SC06O09 School Motivation-ExtraWork 48 1 4 2.04 .922 

SC06O10 School Motivation-Class 48 1 4 2.79 .771 

SC06O11 School Motivation-Best 48 1 4 3.13 .841 

SC06O12 School Motivation-Excited 48 1 4 2.35 .812 

SC02A01 Teacher Support-Cares 43 1 4 2.56 .908 

SC02A02 Teacher Support-Success 43 1 4 2.84 .814 

SC02A03 Teacher Support-Listens 43 1 4 2.93 .828 

SC05A01 Success at school compared to classmates 43 1 3 1.95 .722 

SC03A01 Parental Interest-Schoolwork 0     

SC03A02 Parental Interest-Homework 43 1 4 1.98 1.144 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 8 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

SC04A01 Parental Interest-Teacher 3 3 4 3.67 .577 

SC07O01 School Pressure 43 1 4 1.88 .793 

SC01A01 Missed School Last Term 44 1 6 2.59 1.300 

SC08A01 Outside School Activities-Lessons 44 1 5 2.80 1.374 

SC08A02 Outside School Activities-Friends 43 1 5 3.14 .990 

SC08A03 Outside School Activities-Housework 43 1 5 3.35 .870 

SC08A04 Outside School Activities-Homework 43 1 5 2.88 1.349 

SC08A05 Outside School Activities-TV 43 1 5 3.70 .773 

SC08A06 Outside School Activities-TeamSports 43 1 5 2.77 1.269 

SC08A07 Outside School Activities-PlayingSports 43 1 5 3.21 1.081 

SC08A08 Outside School Activities-Computer 43 1 5 2.72 1.260 

SC08A09 Outside School Activities-ByMyself 43 1 5 3.44 1.007 

SC08A10 Outside School Activities-CareFamily 43 1 5 2.93 1.183 

BU01A01 Bullying this Term-Ignore 40 1 5 1.68 1.095 

BU01A02 Bullying this Term-Teased 40 1 5 1.75 1.127 

BU01A03 Bullying this Term-Lies 40 1 5 1.68 1.207 

BU01A04 Bullying this Term-Afraid 40 1 5 1.70 1.285 

BU01A05 Bullying this Term-Secrets 40 1 5 1.55 1.154 

BU01A06 Bullying this Term-Ganging Up 40 1 5 1.60 1.257 

BU02A01 Bullying-Location 25 1 3 1.68 .852 

BU03A01 Bullied by Friend 41 1 2 1.56 .502 

BU04A01 Bullying-Initiator 41 1 2 1.85 .358 

NE01A01 Neighbourhood Resources-Places 41 1 5 3.76 1.135 

NE01A02 Neighbourhood Resources-Nothing 41 1 5 2.59 1.161 

NE01A03 Neighbourhood Resources-Fun 41 1 5 3.51 1.186 

NE02O01 Neighbourhood Safety-Day 40 1 5 3.72 .987 

NE02O02 Neighbourhood Safety-Night 40 1 5 2.88 1.223 

NE02O03 Neighbourhood Safety-Freedom 40 1 5 3.63 1.030 

HE02A01 Hungry to Bed 40 2 4 3.70 .608 

HE03A01 Hunger-Frequency of Breakfast on Weekdays 39 1 6 4.79 2.015 

HE04O01 Smoked 38 1 4 1.08 .487 

HE04O02 Alcohol 38 1 4 1.26 .601 

HE04O03 Drunk 38 1 4 1.13 .529 

HE05A01 Overall Subjective Health-Headache 38 1 5 3.63 1.364 

HE05A02 Overall Subjective Health-Stomach-ache 38 1 5 4.26 1.005 

HE05A03 Overall Subjective Health-Backache 38 1 5 4.11 1.311 

HE05A04 Overall Subjective Health-Low 38 1 5 4.11 1.331 

HE05A05 Overall Subjective Health-Irritability 38 1 5 4.11 1.290 

HE05A06 Overall Subjective Health-Nervous 36 1 5 3.94 1.286 

HE05A07 Overall Subjective Health-Sleep 38 1 5 3.82 1.540 

HE05A08 Overall Subjective Health-Dizzy 38 1 5 4.24 1.149 

SD08O01 Puberty-Height 36 1 5 3.17 1.028 
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Descriptive analyses - Year 8 N Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev. 

SD08O02 Puberty-BodyHair 35 1 5 3.31 1.105 

SD08O03 Puberty-Acne 36 1 5 3.08 1.079 

SD08O04 Puberty Girl-Breasts 18 2 5 3.39 .979 

SD08O05 Puberty Boy-Voice 18 1 5 2.89 1.410 

SD08O06 Puberty Boy-Facial Hair 18 1 5 2.39 1.378 

SD08O07 Puberty Girl-Menstruation 18 1 3 1.89 .900 

FA19A01 Out of Home Care 21 1 4 1.14 .655 

FA20A01 Same Carers as 1 Year Ago 22 1 1 1.00 .000 

FA18A01 Changed House in Past Year 25 1 2 1.28 .458 

FA18A02 Changed School in Past Year 21 1 2 1.14 .359 
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Attachment 4.   
Frequency analyses 

Please note that missing percentages included those cases where the student did not view the item 

as well as viewed it but did not answer it. For analyses that separate those two types of missing 

responses please refer to the section on missing data analysis in Chapter 2. Please also note that the 

any items that were used to form a scale are not included here as their analysis is addressed in Chapter 

4 of this report.   

Gender: SD01A01 

SD01A01 

  
  

Total 
N 

missing % Valid % 

Girl Boy 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 0 47.5 52.5 

 

ATSI: SD01A02-A03 

  
  

Total N 

SD02A01 SD02A02 SD02A03 

missing % 
Valid % 

No 
missing % 

Valid %   
Yes, Aboriginal 

missing % 
Valid % 

Yes, Torres Strait Islander 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 0 83.6 0 16.4 0 2.8 

 

Language Background: SD04F01 & SD04O01 

SD03F01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Always Sometimes Never 

Year 4 58 0 87.9 12.1 0 

 
SD04O01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Always Almost Always Sometimes Never 

Year 6 & 8 119 0.6 84.7 11.0 2.5 1.7 

 

Disability: SD05A01 

SD05A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

YES NO L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 5.6 12 74.3 13.8 

 

Disability Difficulties: SD06A01-A04 

 
Total 

N 

SD06A01 ς Daily 
activities 

SD06A02 ς Friends SD06A03 ς Other 
activities 

SD06A04- no difficulty 

missing  
% 

Valid %  
Yes 

missing 
% 

Valid % 
Yes 

Missing 
 % 

Valid % 
Yes 

missing 
% 

Valid % 
Yes 

Year 4, 6 & 8 51 27.5 16.2 27.5 16.2 27.5 18.9 27.5 64.1 

 

Aspirations: SD07O01 

SD07O01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Year 10 Year 11 Year 12 Trade/ apprenticeship TAFE University 

Year 6 & 8 119 0.6 4.2 0 17.8 5.9 11 61 
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Puberty: SD08O01-O07 

SD08 

  
  

Total 
N missing % 

SD08O01: Height Valid % 

Not yet 
started 

Barely 
started 

Definitively 
started 

Seems 
complete L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 

Year 6 & 8 119 

18.5 4.1 26.8 54.6 4.1 10.3 

 SD08O02: BodyHair Valid % 

20.2 14.7 21.1 44.2 5.3 14.7 

 SD08O03:Acne  Valid % 

18.5 14.4 28.9 43.3 5.2 8.2 

Year 6 & 8 girls  53 

 SD08O04: Breasts Valid % 

15.1 13.3 20 48.9 4.4 13.3 

17.0 

SD08O07: Menstruation Valid % 

YES NO L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 

22.7 36.4 40.9 

Year 6 & 8 boys 66 

 SD08O05: Voice Valid % 

21.2 25.0 42.3 19.2 1.9 11.5 

 SD08O06: Facial Hair Valid % 

21.2 44.2 34.6 11.5 0 9.6 

 

Optimism for the Future: WB02A01 

Optimism for the Future  WB02A01 

  
  

Total 
N 

missing 
% 

Valid % 

Strongly 
Disagree Disagree 

Neither agree not 
disagree Agree 

Strongly 
agree 

5ƻƴΩǘ 
know 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 4.5 1.8 3.6 4.1 32.5 51.5 6.5 

 

Importance of Domains for Wellbeing: WB03A01-A06 

Importance of Domains for Wellbeing WB03 

  
  Total N missing % 

WB03A01: Family Valid % 

Top shelf (1) 2 3 4 5 6 Bottom Shelf (7) 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 

1.7 93.7 4 .6 1.1   0.6 

 WB03A02: Friends Valid % 

1.7 44.8 35.1 7.5 6.9 4.0 0.6 1.1 

 WB03A03: School Valid % 

1.7 35.1 38.5 9.8 8.0 5.7 1.1 1.7 

 WB03A04: Neighbourhood/community Valid % 

1.7 5.7 36.2 16.1 17.2 12.1 8 4.6 

 WB03A05: Health Valid % 

1.7 48.9 35.1 6.9 7.5 1.7 0 0 

 WB03A06: Money/things I have Valid % 

1.7 9.8 24.7 17.2 14.4 16.1 10.3 7.5 

 

Cantril Ladder: WB04A01 

WB04A01: Cantril Ladder 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 1.1 1.7 0 0.6 0 1.1 7.4 8.6 21.7 21.1 18.9 18.9 
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Bullying: BU01A01-A06 

BU01 

  
  Total 

N missing % 

BU01A01: Ignore Valid % 

This did not 
happen to me 

this term 
Once or twice 

this term 
Every few 

weeks this term 
About once a 

week this term 

Several times a 
week or more 

this term 

Year 4, 6 
& 8 

177 

15.8 64.4 24.2 4.7 3.4 3.4 

 BU01A02: Teased Valid % 

15.8 67.1 20.1 6 3.4 3.4 

 BU01A03: Lies Valid % 

16.9 65.3 22.4 4.1 2.0 6.1 

 BU01A04: Afraid Valid % 

16.4 73.6 13.5 5.4 2.7 4.7 

 BU01A05: Secrets Valid % 

16.9 78.2 13.6 3.4 2.0 2.7 

 BU01A06: Ganging up Valid % 

16.4 80.4 10.1 3.4 1.4 4.7 

 

Bullying - location: BU01A01 

BU02A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Mainly at school Mainly outside of sch About the same at school and outside of school 

Year 4, 6 & 8 113 24.8 60 14.1 25.9 

 

Bullied by a friend: BU03A01 

BU03A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

YES NO 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 14.7 37.1 62.9 

 

Bullying ς initiator: BU04A01 

BU04A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

YES NO 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 14.7 8.6 91.4 

 

Organisation of the household: FA01A01 

FA01A01 

  
  Total 

N missing % 

Valid % 

I always 
sleep in the 
same home 

I usually sleep in the same home, but 
sometimes sleep in other places (for example 

ŀ ŦǊƛŜƴŘΩǎ  ƘƻǳǎŜύ 

I regularly sleep in 
two homes with 
different adults 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 2.3 42.8 49.7 7.5 

 

Organisation of the household 2: FA03/FA03 

FA02 02 

  
  

Total N %
 m

is
s
in

g
  

Valid % YES First home 

M
o

th
e
r 

F
a

th
e

r 

a
ƻ
ǘ
Ƙ
Ŝ
Ǌ
Ω
ǎ
 

p
a

rt
n

e
r 

C
ŀ
ǘ
Ƙ
Ŝ
Ǌ
Ω
ǎ
 

p
a

rt
n

e
r 

G
ra

n
d
m

o
th

e
r 

G
ra

n
d

fa
th

e
r 

B
ro

th
e

r(
s
) 

S
is

te
r(

s
) 

O
th

e
r 
ch

ild
re

n 

O
th

e
r 

a
d

u
lts

 

Year  6 & 8 119 5.0 93.8 79.6 8.8 4.4 3.5 3.5 62.8 67.3 4.4 2.7 

 Valid % YES Second home 

Year  6 & 8 8 22.2 28.6 71.4 28.6 28.6 14.3 14.3 71.4 42.9 28.6 14.3 
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Paid Job: FA04A01-A02 

FA04 

  
  Total N missing % 

FA04A01 Valid % First home 

None One Two More than 2 5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 

Year 4, 6 & 8 

177 5.1 6.5 23.2 56 13.1 1.2 

  FA04A02 Valid % Second home 

17 23.5 15.4 46.2 15.4 23.1 0 

 

Family Possessions- Car: FA09A01 

FA09A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

No Yes Yes, two or more 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 7.9 4.9 23.3 17.8 

 

SES ς Deprivation: FA10A01  

This question was only asked if the response to Family Possessions ς Car was yes.  

FA10A01 

  
  

Total N missing % 

Valid % 

We have this 
We don't have this but I 

would like it 
We don't have this and 
I don't want or need it 

Year 4, 6 & 8 169 9.5 93.5 4.6 2.0 

 

Family Possessions- Own bedroom: FA11A01  

FA11A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

No Yes 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 9.0 23.6 76.4 

 

Family Possessions ς Holiday: FA12A01  

FA12A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Not at all Once Twice More than twice 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 7.9 12.9 22.7 29.4 35 

 

Family Possessions ςBooks: FA13A01 

FA13A01 

  
  

Total N missing % 

Valid % 

None or 
very few 

Enough to fill 
one shelf 

Enough to fill 
one bookcase 

Enough to fill 
two bookcases 

Enough to fill three 
or more bookcases 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 7.3 12.2 17.1 27.4 20.1 23.2 

 

Family Possessions ς Computers: FA14O01 

FA14O01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

None One Two More than two 

Year 6 & 8 119 6.7 4.5 6.3 21.6 67.6 

 

Family Possessions- Dishwasher: FA15O01 

FA15O01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

No Yes 

Year  6 & 8 119 8.4 29.4 70.6 



 

The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 76 

Family Possessions - Foreign Holidays: FA16O01 

FA16O01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Not at all Once Twice More than twice 

Year 6 & 8 119 8.4 63.3 25.7 8.3 2.8 

 

Family Possessions - Number of Bathrooms: FA17O01 

FA17O01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

None One Two More than two 

Year 6 & 8 119 8.4 2.8 30.3 42.2 24.8 

 

Changed house/school: FA18A01-A02 

FA18 

  
  Total N missing % 

FA18A01; moved house Valid % 

NO Yes, once Yes, more than once 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 

36.2 77.9 15.9 6.2 

 FA18A02 changed schools Valid % 

40.7 85.7 14.3 0 

 

Out of Home Care: FA19A01 

FA19 

  
  

Total N missing % 

FA98A01 Valid % 

I live with members 
of my family 

I live in a 
foster home 

I live in residential care or a 
family group home 

 I live in another 
type of home 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 37.9 93.6 0.9 1.8 3.6 

 

Changed Carers: FA20A01 

FA20A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

No Yes 

Year 6 & 8 119 37.9 0.9 99.1 

 

Family Health: FA21A01 

FA21 

  
  

Total N missing % 

FA21A01-A04 Valid % 

Disability or long term 
illness 

Depression or mental 
illness 

Using alcohol or other 
drugs 

None of 
these 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 5.6 16.2 15.6 12.0 71.9 

 

bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŎƭƻǎŜ ŦǊƛŜƴŘΩǎΥ Cwлм!лм 

FR01A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

FA98A01 Valid % 

None One Two Three Four Five or more 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 8.5 2.5 5.6 7.4 12.3 14.2 58.0 

 

Missed school: SC01A01 

SC01A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Never Hardly ever About once a week Most days Every day 5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 13.0 14.9 53.2 9.7 5.2 1.9 14.9 
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Parental Interest in School: SC03A01-A02 

SC03 

  
  

Total N missing % 

SC03A01 Valid % 

Every day or almost 
every day 

Once or twice a 
week 

Once or twice a 
month 

Never or almost 
never 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 

100     

 SC03A02 Valid % 

13.6 60.8 26.8 3.3 9.2 

 

Parental Interest in School 2: SC04A01 

SC04A01 

  
  

Total N missing % 

Valid % 

At least every 
week 

Once or twice a 
term 

Once or twice a 
year 

Never or almost 
never 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 91.5 13.3 40 26.7 20 

 

Success at School: SC05A01 

SC05A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Very good Good Average Below average 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 13.6 35.9 46.4 16.3 1.3 

 

School ς Pressure: SC07O01 

SC07O01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Not at all A little Some A lot 

Year 6 & 8 119 10.9 21.7 49.1 22.6 6.6 

 

Access to neighbourhood resources: NE01A01-A03 

NE01 

  
  Total N missing % 

NE01A01 Places Valid % 

Strongly disagree Disagree Neither agree not disagree Agree Strongly agree 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 

16.4 6.1 6.1 12.8 48.6 26.4 

 NE01A02 nothing Valid % 

16.9 27.9 38.8 19 10.2 4.1 

 NE01A03 fun Valid % 

16.9 3.4 4.8 18.4 34 39.5 

 

Neighbourhood Safety: NE02O01-O03 

NE02 

  
  Total N missing % 

NE02O01 Day Valid % 

Strongly disagree Disagree Neither agree not disagree Agree Strongly agree 

Year  6 & 8 119 

14.3 2.9 5.9 16.7 49.0 25.5 

 NE02O02 Night Valid % 

14.3 12.7 23.5 32.4 22.5 8.8 

 NE02O03 Freedom Valid % 

14.3 2.0 7.8 19.6 45.1 25.5 

 

Overall Subjective Health: HE01A01 

HE01A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Excellent Good Fair Poor 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 1.1 45.7 46.9 6.9 0.6 
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Hunger: HE02A01 

HE02A01 

  
  Total N missing % 

Valid % 

Always Often Sometimes Never 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 16.4 1.4 5.4 19.6 73.6 

 

Breakfast: HE03A01 

HE03A01 

  
  

Total N missing % 

Valid % 

I never have breakfast 
during the week 

One 
day 

Two 
days 

Three 
days 

Four 
days 

Five 
days 

Year 4, 6 & 8 177 16.9 6.1 4.1 1.4 2.7 2.0 83.7 

 

Smoking and Drinking: HE04O01-O03 

HE04 

  
  Total N missing % 

HE04O01 smoking  Valid % 

Never 1-2 times  3-5 times  6-9 times 10-19 times 20-39 times 40 or more 

Year 6 & 8 119 

16.0 99 0 0 1 0 0 0 

 HE04O02 alcohol Valid % 

16.0 91.0 7.0 1.0 1.0 0 0 0 

 HE04O03 drunk Valid % 

16.0 96.0 3.0 0 1.0 0 0 0 

 

SES ς Deprivation: MW01A01-A06  

MW01 

  
  Total N missing % 

MW01A01: IPOD Valid % 

I have this I don't have this but would like it I don't have this and I don't want or need it 

Year 4, 6 & 8 

177 

6.8 88.5 6.7 4.8 

 MW01A02: Money Valid % 

8.5 69.8 24.7 5.6 

 MW01A03: Clothes Valid % 

6.8 83.0 9.1 7.9 

 MW01A04: Camp Valid % 

6.8 85.5 6.7 7.9 

 MW01A05: Mobile Valid % 

6.8 47.9 38.2 13.9 

  MW01A06: Mobile credit Valid % 

91 25.2 70.6 22.1 7.4 
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Attachment 5.   
ACWP questionnaire - Year 4 with tracked changes 
after FT  

ACWP Survey Items 

Year 4 Question Order 

Intro Screen:  This survey asks questions about you, your family and other things. There are no right 

or wrong answers to the survey; just how you think and feel about these things. The survey should 

take 20 to 30 minutes to complete. If you would like to change your answer on a screen, click the Undo 

button. If answering questions in this survey raises any issues or feelings that concern you, click the 

Help button for more information about whom to contact. If you want to exit the survey and complete 

it at a different time, just exit your browser. Thank you for your help! 

Help Button:  "Thank you for completing this survey. If answering questions in this survey raises any 

issues or feelings that concern you please talk to an adult you trust (e.g. parent, school counsellor, 

school nurse, or social worker). You can also phone the Kids Helpline. They provide free, confidential, 

anonymous, 24-hour telephone and online counselling service for young people aged between 5 and 

18 years. Kids Helpline can be reached at: 1800 55 1800 

 

MD01 Please select your birthday (month and year) 

  Month 

  January 

  February 

  March 

  April 

  May 

  June 

  July  

  August 

  September 

  October 

  November 

  December 

  Not Administered 

  Invalid 

  Missing 

  Year 

  1999 

  2000 

  2001 

  2002 

  2003 

  2004 

  2005 
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  2006 

  Not Administered 

  Invalid 

  Missing 

    

  

MD02 Please enter your first initial and surname 

  First Initial  

  Surname 

 

SD01 Are you a girl or a boy?  

  Girl 

  Boy 

 

SD02 Are you of Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander origin? 

 If you are Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander, tick both óYesô boxes. 

  No 

  Yes, Aboriginal 

  Yes, Torres Strait Islander    

  Tick 

  No Tick 

 

SD03 How often do you speak English at home? 

  I always or almost always speak English at home 

  I sometimes speak English and sometimes speak another language at home 

  I never speak English at home 

 

WB04 Here is a picture of a ladder. The top of the ladder "10" is the best possible life for you and the bottom 

"0" is the worst possible life for you. In general, where on the ladder do you feel you stand at the 

moment?  

  Select the box next to the number that best describes where you stand.  

  10 Best possible life 

  9 

  8 

  7 

  6 

  5 

  4 

  3 

  2 

  1 

  0 Worst possible life 

 

WB01 - 

WB02 How much do you agree or disagree with each of these sentences: 

  My life is going well           
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  My life is just right         

  I wish I had a different kind of life           

  I have a good life           

  I have what I want in life          

  I feel positive about my future                    

  Strongly disagree 

  Disagree 

  Neither agree nor disagree 

  Agree 

  Strongly Agree 

  Don't know 

HE01 Would you say your health is ... 

  Excellent 

  Good 

  Fair 

  Poor 

 

WB03 Here is a set of shelves. Putting something on the top shelf means it is most important to you for having 

a good life. Putting something on  the bottom shelf means that it is least important to you for having a 

good life. You can put things on the same shelf if they are equally important. 

 Where would you put the following on this set of shelves? 

  Family 

  Friends 

  School 

  Neighbourhood/community 

  Health 

  Money/things I have 

  Top Shelf 

    

    

    

    

    

  Bottom Shelf 

 

FA01 This question is about the people you live with. 

  

Some children usually sleep in the same home each night. Other children sometimes or often sleep in different 

homes.  

  Please choose which of the following sentences best describes you.  

  I always sleep in the same home 

  I usually sleep in the same home, but sometimes sleep in other places (for example a friendôs  house) 

  I regularly sleep in two homes with different adults 

 

<if response to FA01 is "1" or "2" respondents will be shown FA02 only> 

<if response to FA01 is "3" respondents will be shown FA02 and FA03> 
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ғƛŦ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ C!лм ƛǎ ϦмϦ ƻǊ ϦнϦ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎƘƻǿƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƻǇǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ C!лп ΨCƛǊǎǘ IƻƳŜΩ  

only> 

<if response to FA01 is "3" respondents will be shown response optiƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ C!лп ΨCƛǊǎǘ IƻƳŜ !b5 

Ψ{ŜŎƻƴŘ IƻƳŜΩҔ 

FA04 How many adults that you live with have a paid job?  

  First Home 

  None 

  One 

  Two 

  More than 2 

  Donôt know 

  Second Home 

  None 

  One 

  Two 

  More than 2 

  Donôt know 

 

RE01 Here is a circle with you at the centre. 

  Here are some people you may know: 

  

How close are these people to you? Drag them into the circle, as close to you as you feel they are. If 

you don't know a person or you don't feel close to them, just leave it where it is.  

  Me! 

  1 

  2 

  3 

  4 

  5 

  Mother 

  Father 

  Stepfather 

  Stepmother 

  Foster mother 

  Foster father 

  Sister 

  Brother 

  Uncle 

  Aunt 

  Grandmother 

  Grandfather 

  Other adult 

  Other child 

  Pet 

  Mother's partner 

  Father's partner 

  Tick  

  No Tick 



 

The Australian Child Wellbeing Project: Phase Three Report 83 

 

FA19 

(changed 

location) Which of the following best describes the home you live in most of the time? 

  I live with members of my family   

  I live in a foster home     

  I live in residential care or a family group home 

  I live in another type of home 

 

FA06 How often in the past week have you spent time doing the following things with your family?    

  Talking together 

  Having fun together 

  Learning together 

  Not at all last week 

  Once or twice last week 

  Most days last week 

  Every day last week 

  Donôt know 

 

FA05 How much do you worry that someone close to you:  

  Will get sick? V 

  Will do something that scares me? H 

  Will get hurt?  V 

  Will get arrested? H 

  Will be fighting? H 

  Wonôt have enough money? 

  Wonôt have a place to live? V 

  Wonôt have enough to eat? V 

  Will move away? V 

  Will hurt somebody? H 

  Will tell a lie? H 

  Not at all 

  A little 

  Somewhat 

  A lot 

 

FA21 Is there anyone in your family who is seriously affected byé. 

  You can select more than one 

 01 Disability or long term illness 

 02 Depression or mental illness 

 03 Using alcohol or other drugs 

 04 None of these 

 

<If FA21 is 01, 02 or 03 ; FA22 will be shown.> 

<If FA21is 04; SD05 will be shown.> 
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FA22 

(added) 

Do you do extra work around your home because someone is disabled or sick or ócanôt do thingsô? 

 Yes 

 No 

 

SD05 Have you had a disability for a long time (more than 6 months) (such as, hearing difficulties, visual 

difficulties, using a wheelchair, mental illness)? 

  Yes 

  No 

  I donôt know 

<If SD05 is either 1 or 3; SD06 will be shown.> 

SD06 Does your disability make it hard for you, or stop you...  

 You can select more than one 

  

Doing everyday activities that other children your age can usually do                                                                            

(such as getting ready for school; eating, washing yourself, getting dressed or going to the toilet) 

  Talking to people, understanding what other people say or hanging out with friends 

  

Doing any other activity that children your age can usually do ( such as sports and hobbies like football, cricket, 

swimming, playing games or playing a musical instrument) 

  No difficulty with any of these 

  Tick 

  No tick 

 

MW01 Here is a list of items that some young people of your age have. Please tell us whether you have each 

item on the list or whether you'd like to have it.  

  An iPod or other personal music player  

  Some money that you can save each month, either in a bank or at home 

  The right kind of clothes to fit in with other people your age  

  My family has enough money for me to go on a school camp 

  Your own mobile phone 

  <If the answer is "1" to the above question (MW01A05), respondents will be further asked:> 

  Enough credit on my mobile to phone or text friends 

  I have this 

  I don't have this but would like it 

  I don't have this and I don't want or need it 

 

FA13 About how many books are there in your home? (Do not count magazines, newspapers or your school 

books.)  

 None or very few (0 - 10 books) 

  Enough to fill one shelf (11 - 25 books) 

  Enough to fill one bookcase (26 - 100 books) 

  Enough to fill two bookcases (101 - 200 books) 

  Enough to fill three or more bookcases (more than 200)  

 
FA09 Does your family own a car, van or truck? 

  No 

  Yes, one 

  Yes, two or more 

<If the answer is "2 or 3" to the above question, respondents will be further asked:> 
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FA10 My family has enough money to put petrol in the car, van or truck when needed. 

 Yes 

 No 

  We have this 

  We don't have this but I would like it 

  We don't have this and I don't want or need it 

 

FA11 Do you have your own bedroom for yourself? 

  No 

  Yes 

 

FA12 During the past 12 months, how many times did you travel away on holiday with your family? 

  Not at all 

  Once 

  Twice 

  More than twice 

 

FA14 

(added) 

How many computers does your family own? (including laptops and tablets, NOT including game 

consoles and smartphones)? 

  None 

  One 

  Two 

  More than two 

 

FR01 How many close friends do you have?  

  None 

  One 

  Two 

  Three 

  Four 

  Five or more 

 

FR02 For the following questions, please think about your closest friend. 

 I spend fun time with this person 

  I share private thoughts and feelings with this person 

  I depend on this person for help, advice, and support 

  This person sticks up for me 

  1 Never or hardly ever 

  2 

  3 

  4 

  5 Always or almost always 

 

SC06 My school is a place whereé 

  éI feel happy 

  éI really like to go to each day 

  éI find that learning is a lot of fun 

  éI feel safe and secure 
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  éI like learning 

  éI get enjoyment from being there 

  Strongly disagree 

  Disagree 

  Agree 

  Strongly Agree 

 

SC02 How true is each statement for you?  

  At my school, there is a teacher or another adult é 

  é who really cares about me 

  é who believes that I will be a success 

  é who listens to me when I have something to say 

  Not at all true 

  A little true 

  Pretty much true 

  Very much true 

 
SC05 In your opinion, what does your class teacher(s) think about your school performance compared to 

your classmates? 

  Very good 

  Good 

  Average 

  Below average 

 
SC03 How often do the following things happen?  

  My parents ask me what I am learning in school 

  My parents make sure that I set aside time for my homework  

  Every day or almost every day 

  Once or twice a week 

  Once or twice a month 

  Never or almost never 

 

SC04 And how often does the following happen? 

  My parents talk to my teacher(s) 

  At least every week 

  Once or twice a term 

  Once or twice a year 

  Never or almost never 

 

SC01 Last term, how many times have you missed school?  

  Never 

  Hardly ever 

  About once a week 

  Most days 

  Every day 

  Donôt know 

 

SC08 How often do you usually spend time doing the following activities when you are not at school?    

SC08A01 Taking lessons (like music, sports, dancing, languages)  

SC08A02 Hanging out with friends  
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SC08A03 Helping with housework  

SC08A04 Doing homework  

SC08A05 Watching TV or videos, or listening to music  

SC08A06 Playing sports on a team  

SC08A07 Playing sports or doing exercise (but not on a team)  

SC08A08 On the computer  

SC08A09 Spending time just being by myself  

SC08A10 Taking care of brothers or sisters or other family members  

  Hardly ever or never 

  Less than once a week 

  Once or twice a week 

  Every day or almost every day 

  Don't know 

 

These next questions ask about bullying. Bullying is when people tease, threaten, spread rumours 

about, hit, shove, or hurt other people over and over again. 

It is not bullying when 2 people of about the same strength or power argue or fight or tease each other 

in a friendly way. 

BU01 THIS TERM how often did these things happen to you? 

  Students deliberately ignored or left me out of a group to hurt me 

  I was teased in nasty ways 

  I had a student tell lies about me behind my back, to make other students not like me 

  Iôve been made to feel afraid I would get hurt 

  I had secrets told about me to others behind my back, to hurt me 

  A group decided to hurt me by ganging up on me 

  This did not happen to me this term 

  Once or twice this term 

  Every few weeks this term 

  About once a week this term 

  Several times a week or more this term 

<If the answer is "2,3,4 or 5" to any of the ten items, respondents will be further asked:> 

BU02 Where did you experience bullying? 

  Mainly at school 

  Mainly outside of school 

  About the same at school and outside of school  

 

BU03 THIS TERM has somebody who you think is your friend bullied you?  

  Yes 

  No 

 

BU04 THIS TERM have you taken part in bullying another child  in the last four weeks? 

  Yes 

  No 

 

  


























































































