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- B, Previous ABS surveys:

Agenda item 1. Arrival and Morning Tea
Agenda item 2. Welcome, Introduction and ABS Scene Selting

lntroduotlonu Bob McColl

1. The Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) Is currently exploring the possibility of conducting a Personal
Safety Suivey (PSS) in 2012. While a 2012 PSS would be expected o fargely build on the 2005 PSS and
dellver time series comparisons, there are new and emerging information requirements that the ABS would
seck to address If they were to conduct the survey again. In early preparation, should funding be secured, the
ABS has convened a Survey Advisory Group (SAG) to parlicipate in dISCUSSIOHS regarding emsrging
requwemen”ts and plans for a possible PSS 2042,

2. Timing for a possmle PSS has to be integrated with the current ABS work program. The ABS has a
particularly large household surveys work program over the next few years, including the 2011 Census and the
2011 Australian Health Survey. At this stage, including time to allow for development and tesilng of new
content for PS8, the earliest time slot avallable for the survey to be run is in 2012.

Agenda item 3. Role of Advisory Group

3. The primaty role of the SAG will be 1o provide expert advice on development of the survey In relation to the
content, implementation and dissemination, including pricrities that would guide final decisions on content
This would include group members providing their views on: :
e the relative prioritles of proposed hew content;

« advice on concepts and definitions;

» the special procedures 1o be adopted by, and training for, ABS Intennewers to ensure the cooperatlon

" and safety of survey participants and interviewers; ‘

o the outcomes of field testing; and

e possible survey 'outputs and information disseminatlon strategles.

4. Under the assumption that the survey will proceed In 2012, it is anticipated that the SAG group may meet
three of four times throughout the survey development process. Advice and guidance from the group will be
sought at key stages of the survey program, as Tollows;
July 2010 - Face to Face Meetlng {in Canberra) - primary focus of this first meeting is to inform members
about the possible tlmmg for development and enumeration; proposed suivey design; proposed new
. content; testing sirategies; and an ovetview of dissemination plans. ‘
November 2010 - Face to Face Meeting post Skirmish (in Canberra) .
September 2011 - Face to Face Meeling post Dress Rehearsal (in Canberra}
April 2012 - If necessary, a Face to Face Meeting during enumeration to discuss dissemination {in
- Canberra) : _ :
The ABS may also seek ongoing advice/guidance out of session from SAG members on an ad hoc basis, es

“heeded. This contact may be done via email or by phone or smaller working grouns could be convened for

dlscuss10n
Agenda item 4. Background to the Survey
5. Aninformation priority from any forthcoming PSS will be time serles measufemen‘rs of high prictity

information. A 2012 P38 would be designed to provide data that can be compared to the 2005 PSS. A
potential 201.2 PSS would build evidence based on the nature, extent and characteristics of women's and

. men’s experiences of violence in Australia and assist in monitoring and evaluating the government’s sucgess in

achieving priority actions and strateg[c outcomes.

s Personal Safety Survey 2005 {4906.0)
+  Women's Safety Survey 1996 (4128.0)
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7. ABS Information Papers used for evaluation and development:

Conceptual Framework for Family and Domestic Viclence (4529.0)
National Information Development Plan for Crime and Justice Statistics (4520.0)
Sexual Assault Information Development Framework (4518.0)

8. Current policy context:

Time for Actlon: The National Counci’s Plan for Australia to Reduce Violence agamst Women and thelr

" Children, 2009-2021

The various State and Tenitory plans, policies, sl:rategms and frameworks for recluclng violence.

9. The ABS has also taken mLo account common data gaps/themes arising from conferenoes such as the
Women's Health Conference, Hobart, June 2010. -

10. In preparatmn for cond uctmg the PSS agaln, the ABS has also reviewed th'e outputs from the 2005 PSS.
Through this process the ABS has |denuﬂed areas for improvement in the sLivey guestionnaire and output
processing, :

11. Fiona Blackshew explained that through this process a couple of issues of concern have been identifled

with the Confidentialised Unit Record File (CURF) produced from the 2005 PSS. Noting that these data issues

were not impacting estimates published in the Summary publication.

12, The CURF that was released from the 2005 PSS has 6 levels of Information on the file!

Person leval: demographlcs about respondent and thefr current partner; general safety items, lifesfiyle
indicators

* Violence level: information about responclents most recent incident of violence by sex of perpetrator

{maleffemale); by 4 types of violence (sexual/physicat assault/threat) — up to 8'incidents and detailed
informatlon about the characteristics of these (8) Incidents such as location; whether reported to
police; fearfanxiety. experlenced; help sought after incident. It also contained high level summary
prevalence information about whether the respondent had ever experienced violence by sex of

perpetrator (male/female); by 4 types of violence (sexual/physical assault/threat); by 5 perpetrator 'types-

(stranger; current partner; previous partner; boy/girifrlend; other known man/woman)
Partner level: Information about violence by current partner and (most recently violent) previous pariner
— detalled Information about the eharacteristics for each type of partner viclence (how often; whether

“children witnessed; fear/anxiety experienced; whether intervention order issued).

Abuse level: Information about experience of abuse before the age of 15 by a man and by a woman
Harassment level: information about experience of {sexual) harassment by man.and by a woman
Stalking level: information about most recent incident of stalking by a man and by a woman, including
characteristics of most recent incident such as type of perpetrator; type of stalking behaviour:
fear/anmety expemonced ‘

13. The key | 1ssues [dentifled |n rewewmg the 2005 files:

Data regarding emetional abuse by a current partner was located on the Violence leval, [t was found

“that only a subset of those expetiencing emotional abuse had their data included an the CURF (less

than 10% of records had been correctly extracted for this item). Once corrected, it is expected that
additional data about the types of emotional abuse experienced and whether this occurred in the last

12 months might also he made available.

Data on the Violence level was correct for a respondent’s most ’repent incident of viclence by sex of
perpetrator (male/female); by 4 types of violence (sexual/physical assauli/threat) for each of these 8
incidents, However it was found that where a respondent had experienced more than one particular
type of violence {eg more than one incident of sexual assault by a man) data hacl not always been
merged onto the file correctly. The flow on impact is that not all pievalence data Is on the CURF. For
example, if someone had experienced sexual assault by their current parther and a siranger, if their
most recent incident was by the stranger, there was no prevalence information to indicate they had
also experienced sexual assault by thelr current partner. The correspondmg data was, however, on the

: Partner Ievel of the CURF.
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¢ In reissuing the CURF, the information would be more clearly included on 2 separate file levels:
- & 'Perpetrator’ level which would be used to determine whether a person has ‘experienced violence’
(ie data for the 40 different prevalence rates available from PSS by 4 types of molence/sex of
perpetrator/s types of perpetrator); and
- a ‘Mest recent Incident’ leval which would be used to assess the charactenstrcs for a person's 8 most -
recent incidents of violence (ie type of violence by sex of perpetrators) such as location of ingl dent
whether reported to police, support sought after incident,
The introduction of these separate levels on the CURF should also make it much simpler to use.

» 'Data on the Stalking level about the type of stalking behaviour experienced' was also found to have
some incohsistencles (around 1400 records do not necessarily have the correct type of stalking
behaviour extracted)

14, Through this re\new process, the ABS also ldentifiecl other minor data issues that will also be corrected as
part of the rejssue (g corrections to data labels, revisions to better identify ‘not applicable’ populations for
data items). The ABS also identified a small number of data items that had initially been exciuded from the
CURF, where it may now be possiiile for further information to be released {eg Contribution of alcohel or tlrugs
to the most recent incident of violence, Whether experienced anxlety or fear after most recent incident of -
violence, How often experienced anxiety or fear after most recent incident of viclence). ‘

15. The ABS is currently assessing what is required for the CURF to be reissued. A cautionary note will be
posied on the ABS Remote Access Data Lab (RADL — where the CURF Is accessed from) mformmg CURF users -
of the issues identified shortly. - :

Agenda ltem 5. Dévelopment Timeframe

Possible Survey: Timetable : ,
16. Key survey dates — assuming funding for the survey is forthaommg (notmg that some of these have
changed from those presented at the SAG mesting):
¢ Data content consultation — July 2010
Pretesting content finalised — end July 2010
Pretesting (including a Skirmish) — (now} October 2010
SAG Meeting — (now) November 2010
Dregs Rehearsal content finalised- (how) end November 2010

‘Dress Rehearsal F
SAG Mesting — (how) September 2011

Final data content — October 2011

Live Survey enumeration period —ﬂ

Publteation — Aptlt 2043
Users' Guide & GURF - June .2013

£ 88 & & 8 & =& & =5 @

17, These dates are indicative only. The ABS is still finalising the de\relopmen‘r tirnetable for Pretesting and the -
Dress Rehearsal (eg the dates for Pretesting and Dress Rehedrsal have moved from those presented at the
meetmg)

18. Fiona Mort queried the ABS position on funding and what the cut-off point was for the ABS, Bab McColl
explained that the ABS would not be proceeding unless confirmation of funding for the survey had -been
recelved hy late September 2010, in time for the Pretesting/Skirmish phase.

19, The ABS explained the requirement for new content to be appropriately tested prior to its inclusion in the

PSS. The Pretesting/Skirmish phase will provide the best opportunity to coghitively test any new content prior

to the Dress Rehearsal. Any content that is considered complex is best tested at this phase. Opportunities to
test new content after this phase will be mare fimfted.

20. ABS emphasised that all new survey content neads to be finalised in t m'e for inclusion In the Dress

Rehearsal. If any new content/questions are unsuccessful in the Dress Rehearsal, the likely cutcome will be
that they will neecf to-be removed from the survey
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Agenda Item 6. Survey Content

21. For further information, please refer to the diseussion paper hrovided for Agenda [temn & (this was

- circulated prior to the meeting). “Discussion Points” referred to below are those outlined throughout the

discussion paper.
Agenda ltem 6.1 Broacl design objectives & Key design parameters

Broad design objectlves

22. As part of assessing the feaslbllity for a PSS, the ABS has assessed what slze survey would be required for

the survey to meet & number of broad design objectwes and certain key estimates. These design factors
assessed, include a PSS that could provide:
s Estimates for violence against women and men aged 18 years and over in Australia (since the age of
15, and’in the last 12 months) for
- State/territory level estimates on the prevalence of violence agamst women
- Natlonal level estimates on the prevalence of violence against men
- National level estimates on the prevalence of violence agamst men and women by current and
previous partners
- National level estimates on the prevalence of vnolence against women, by broad country of birth
- National level estimates on the prevalence of violence against women, by broad age groups
«  Improve understanding of the characteristics of violent incidents to inform the deslgn and
, Implementation of future prevention Intefventions to reduce violence
» Achieve a baseline from which to measure the outcomes of future strategies to reduce violence
»  Produce data to analyse changes over time that can be compared to the 2005 PS8

23, ABS emphaslsed that in determining survey objectives, outputs and any new contert that might be sought,
we must consider the safety of both our respondents & interviewers. The more information we are asked to
collect, the loriger we take to complete interviews with respondents: this means that there is & higher -
passibility of poten‘cial risks to respondent and Interviewer safety.

Key Estimates (see Handout 1) '
24, ABS has undertaken some preliminary sample design assessments This mformatlon was outlined to the

. SAG.

256. Broad survey objectives are to preduce 4 key estimates of prevalence for women by statefterritory and for

"men national data (with an expected refative standard error of 25% or less) for;

Experlenced Sexual Assault in Jast 1.2 months

Experienced Physical Violence (ie assault and/or threat} in last 12 months
Experlenced Emctional Abuse (by a Current and/or Previous partner} in last 12 months
Experienced Intimate Partner Violence in last 12 months ' :

PoNe

26. ABS explained that of the four key estimates, the estimate for ‘Women who experienced sexual assault in
last 12 months'(1.3%), and ‘Men who experienced sexual assault In the last 12 manths' (0, (0.6%) are expeoied
to have the lowest prevalence rates, based on 2005 PSS data. :

27, In assessing the fully responding sample size reqLured to meet the broad survey design chjectives, the ABS
has determined that a fully responding-sample of approximately 1.7,1.10 women (for women this would range

- from around 1,950 to 2,480 per state/territory) and 5,300 men would be. required.

28. Using this design requirement to produce estimates for sexual assault, an assessment of the expacied
relative standard emors (RSES) for cach of the other key estimates was undertalen to demonstrate the
expected prevalence rates and expected accuracy levels. .

29, ABS also explained how much this design would Improve the expected confidence intervals {+/- 2 relative
standard errors) for estimates, especially estimates for women in Tasmania, the Northern Terrltory and the

. Australian Capital Temtory, in comparison to the 2005 PSS.
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30. With regard to the possibility of producing estimates for ‘Men who experienced sexual assault in‘the last
12 months (0.6%)' by state/territory, the ABS explained that a much larger sample of men would be required(
in order to produce estimates with an expected relative standard error of 25% or less). It is estimated that a
sample of around 30,000 fully responding men would be required in order to produce the squivalent estmates
for men. This would add considerably to the costs and ABS would need to further assess whether thers was -
sufficient interviewer capacity to conduct a much larger survey in 2012, At this stage there are no plans to
increase the size of the male sample.

Broad Age Group and Broad Country of Birth Group key estimates, and approx:mate RSEs (see

Handout 2)

31. Using the State/Territory sample desigh, an assessment of estimates that could be produced by Broad Age
Group and Broad Country of Birth Group has been undertaken to determine the feasibility of producing reliable
estimates for each of these groups. ‘

32. Based on this assessment, it appears that most of the key estimates for women by Broad Age groups and
Countty of Birth group would have RSEs of less than 25%. The followmg estimates are the only exceptions,
which are likely to have RSEs of greater than 25%: ,

¢  Women aged 45-54 years who experienced Sexual Assault in last 12 months;
Women aged 55 vears and over who experienced Sexual Assault in last 12°months
Women born in MESC who experienced Sexual Assault in last 12 months; and
Women born in Other countties who experienced Sexual Assault in last 12 months.”

s ® @

- §tate and Territory Fully Responding Sample Size Compérisons (2005 to 2012) (see Handout 3)

33. For comparative purposes, a summary of the potential PSS 2012 sample by State/T. errltory for women and
men in comparison 1o the fully responding sample achieved in 2005 was provided.

34, ABS noted the increase In the total sample for men (from 4,552 to an expected 5,300) and women (from

11,861 to an-expected 17,110).” For men, with a national level design, data will be more robust with the
larger sample. For women, while there are slightly sialler sarmples for NSW, Victoria and Queensland, the -
differences to the expected RSEs will be negligibie: however the much larger samples for Tasmanla, and
especially the NT and the ACT will provide much needed data (with much smaller‘ RSEs) than was available

~ from the 2005 PSS,

Discussion Point 1. Do SAG members have any comments or questions on the key estlmates and
populations of interest?
35. There was general agreement with the deS|gn objectives and key estimates for a potentlal 2012 PSS

36. However SAG members noted that the sample design does net provide for estimates for Aboragmal and
Torres Strait Islander peoples. The ABS explained why this was not possible:
+ Most ABS secial surveys are designed to provide good statistics for the general population and as such
are usually Unsuitable for producing estimates of characteristics of small population groups like the

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander population. Representation of Indigenous people in Australia's total -

“population Is small, at arcund 2.5%, and only around 1.3% of the popu]atlon is for those aged 18 and
over (the population scope for PSS).
» To produce reliable estimates for the Indigenous population requires a speclﬂcally deslgned sample for
urban, rutal and remote areas of Australia,
« A survey incorporating Indigenous people requires an extenswe sereening process, from which an
' appropriately sized and representative Indigenous sample could be constructed.
» Given'the sensitive nature of the Information collected in. PSS, more culturally sensitive methodologies
would also need to be developed and tested.
s Further complicating PSS is the need to conduct interviews in a private setting, o ensure the safety of
~ hoth respondents and interviewers.
+ |t was understood and agreed by SAG members that the PSS is not an appioprlaLe vehlcle for th|s
research.
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+  SAG members also requested more detailed information so they are able to explain why the PSS won't
be able to be used to provide Indigenous estimates. This has beeh provided In Attachment 1.

Agenda item 6.2 Overview of Survey Content (see Handouts.4 & b)

37. Given the requirement for a 2012 PSS to produce estimates to assess changes over time, the ABS
outlined 1o the SAG the various key estimates that were produced from the 2005 PSS. This session was
designed to assist SAG members to understand whal information is cutrently available (in addition to that -
provided in the Summary publication) that would be replicated if a PSS were run again in 2042.

38. The data presented In Handouts 4 and 5 shows a picture of the prevalence rates for violence ‘in the last
12 months’, SAG members would also appreciate the same data showing prevalence rates for experience of
violence ‘since 15 years of age’, to show a wider plature of the prevalence of violence. It was agreed that it

. would also be useful to have information regarding the Relative Standard Errors (RSEs) of these data, and to

show how the RSEs can be used to calculate confidence intervals (for ‘the last 12 months’ and smce age 15’
estlmates) ABS undertook to provide this information ta SAG members. - .

39. ABS explained that the fogus for the survey Is to prowde measures for 40 different prevalence rates (that
is, 4 different types of violence, by sex of perpetrator (2 types), by 5 key perpetrator types) to show whether a
person has ever experienced each of these types of violence, and when their most recent incident of each of
these 40 types occurred. This provides information that enables us to say whether or not a persen has
axperienced many different types of violence. This information can be aggregated many different ways to
produce estimates and can be.aggregated up to produce a single estimate: “Whether experienced violence” (if
yes to any of the 40 different types equals experienced violence’).

40 Detalled characterlstics are then collected for a respondent’s (8) most recent Incldents of violence (ie by
the 4 types of violence (le sexual & or physical assault &/or threat), by sex (by a male &or a female
perpetrator}). This information shows the differences in actions/reactions between the 8 different types of
violencefsex of perpetrator: it is not designed to produce an aggregate estimate of actions/reactions for all ,

vielence (we don't collect information for all their incidents of viclence). As people have different

aclions/reactions for the different types of violerice: these can’t be added together. For example if & person
reported their most recent incident of sexual assault by a man to the police but didn’t report their most recent
incident of physical assault by a wornan to the police — you can't create an overall estimate from this
information to show the proportion of people who report thelr violence to the police (you can only provide an
estimate of those who report a particular type of violence by the sex of perpetrator to the police).

4., Detailed characteristics are also collected about partner violence for vielence by a current partner and
violence by a previous partner (nete: as a person can have had more than one violent previous partner, we ask
them to think about their ‘most recently violent' previous partner). This information shows the differences in
actions/reactions for current versus previous partner violence, ABS explained that, as per characteristics of a
respondent's most recent incident of violence, detailed information about partner vicience can't be added
together to produce aggregate estimates for all partner violence.

42, Other gendered estimates (such as Sexual harassment by a man & by a woman, Stalking by a man & by a

. woman); Demaographic eharacteristics of both respondent and thelr parther (such as age, sex, employment

status, ete}; and Other data (such as general feelings of safety, lifestyle indicators such as financial stressors).

43. The complexity of the various different prevalence rates produced from the PSS were discussed, SAG
members raised the point thal some of the results from the last PSS were used incorrectly, posmb]y tue to
interpretation issues, With a proposed 2012 PSS, 8AG members asked that ABS {ake speclal care to ensure
that results are correctly and clearly communlcated

44. ABS offered 1o develop, in the Ionger term, some “snapshot” pictures of the 2005 PSS data, to give a'

broader. perspective of the data that can be found within PSS, as well as explaining what clata is not able to be -
extracted from PSS.
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Action ltems Arising

« ABS to update Handouts 4 and 5 to include RSEs/conftdence mtervals and 1o create equivalent handouts
that show estimates of violence since age 15. (These will he sent out shortly)

» ABS to develop some “snapshot” pictures of the 2005 PSS data, to give & broader perspective of the data
that can be found within PSS, as well as explaining what data is not able to be extracted from PSS, (Thas will
be done over the next 12 months)

- 6.3 Possible new and amended data items

Demographic and socioeconomic modules

General comments
45, During the discussion of the new and amended content proposals, SAG members noted that they would

" find it easier to understand and assess the content changes if they were also prowded with the question

wordmg, and response calegories for these questions.

Language

486, In response to demand for more.information on Culturally and Linguistically Diverse (CaLD) communitles a
number of new data |tems are pfoposed to be included In a 2012 PSS, including:

» - Main language spoken at horne (respondent)

¢ Whether has English language difficulties (respondent)

e Assistance used for English language difficulties (respondent)
Note: the two English language difficutties Items woulld replace the single English proﬂctency item used in the
2005 PSS,

47, ABS ekplaine'd the possible limitations Tor this data due to survey procedures
This will limit the number of interviews conducted with those from CalD

backgrounds as:

» While the ABS employs interviewers with foreigh' language skills, not all languages will be able to he
catered for and some interviews won't be able to be conducted.
+ Possible cultural differences may also limit participation by respondents.

Discussion point 2. Do SAG members agree with the proposed questions to collect additional
information on language abilities? Are there any special concerns?

48. ABS undertook to provide SAG members with the actual guestions used to collect the Ianguage data ifems
- these are shown in Altachment 2.1.

49. SAG members welcomed the expansion of the potential CALD measures, noting the expected limitations.

BO. There was geheral agreement from SAG members for the inclusion of the proposed questions for the
Language module and the removal of the single English proficiency item used in the 2005 PSS.

Social connectedness
51. To givé an indication of the type of support that a respandent may, have access to and how this may vary
between people who have/not experienced violence, it is proposed that a 2042 PSS include the following new
items:
 Whether able to get genela! support from outside the household
. = Whether able to get support in a time of ctisis from outside the household
s Sourge of support from outside the household in lime or cisis

Discussion pnmt 3. Do SAG members agree to the inclusion of questions of social connectedness
based on standard ABS items?

52. SAG members agreed that the proposed questions are & positive addition to the survey. There was strong
agreement that the impact of viclence on an individual's social connectedness is an important measure,
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53, ABS undertook to provide SAG members with the actual questions used to collect the social

. connectedness data items — these are shown In Attachment 2,2

54, Howevar, concern was raised that the questions proposed were deficit-based, and that he]p~seekihg
behaviours did not necessarily glve a robust measure of ‘social connectedness’” oh their own.

55. Additional question options were discussed, including a volunteering guestion, a self-assessed
identification of connectedness, and questions used in the ABS General Social Survey ABS undertook to
further consider options that m|ght capture this additional aspect

Post SAG meeting actions;
56. An additional question about involvement in social activities has been added — thls is also shown in
Attachment 2 2. .

Health

B7. To glve an incllcatmn of the overall health and wellbeing of a respondent and how thls may vary between-
people who have/not experienced violence, 1t is proposed that a 2012 PSS Include the’ roilowmg new items:
- & Self-assessed health status

* Quality of Ilfe measure (Delighted- Terrlble Scale)

Discussion point 4. Do SAG members agree to the inclusion of basic health questions based on

. standard ABS ftems?

58. ABS undertook to provide SAG members Wlth the actual questlons used to collect the health data ltems -

 these are shown in Attachment 2.3.

59. There was general agreement from SAG members that the addltional health questions are of value.

Disability :
60. In response to demand for any. information .on Disabled communities and their expetiences of violence, it

Is proposed that a 2012 PSS include the ABS short disabllity module. Questions from the module will provrde a
new item, with all respondents being classified under one of the following:

Frofound core activity limitation

Severe core activity limitation

Moderate core activily limitation

Mild core activity limitation

Education/employment restriction only

No specific limitation or restriction

No disability or long-term health condition

8 % & & ¥ S @

61. ABS outlined the 16 questions used to determine the above data item. Inciuding the suite of questions

- required to determing disabitity status will add approximately 5 minutes to the average length of survey

interview (for afl responc{ents) Timing and any associated affecis will be further assessed after the Dress
Rehearsal

62. _ABS also explained the possible limitations for this data due to survey procedures GGG
* This will limit the number of interviews conducted with those

with & Disability as:

. The _only includes those living in rivate dwellings so residents of ‘special 'dweliings’ {such as
boarding housges, institutions) will not be in scope for the survey.
Therefore it is likely that any estimates from PSS for people with & disability will be underestimated.
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63, Despite these Ilmitatlons and possible Lmderrepresentatlon the PSS should be eble to producc some
broad estimates.

Dlscussmn point 5, Do SAG members agree to the inclusion of questlons from the ABS short dlsablllty

module? Are there any special concerns?
64, SAG members agreed that the disability module would be a positive inclusion to the survey, as there is a

-strong demand to better understand the impact of violence on those who have a disability, WWDA were

partlcular]y bleased with the inclusion of this modulo -

65. ABS undertook to provide SAG members with the actual questions used to collect the disability data itermns
- these are shown in Attachment 2.4. :

66. WWDA enquired as to what information would be available from this component of the survey. The ABS

~can confirm that, based on expecled prevalence rates, If this measure is included within a potential 2012 PSS,

a national level prevalence rate of Violence against women with a disability should be available.

67. WWDA also asked whether group households are in scope of the survey. ABS confirmed that group .
househalds for the disabled, as well as those women's refuges thal are set up in private dwellings, are not

specifically excluded from the scope of the survey: they are private dwellings, These households will stand the

same chance of selection as a private dwelling and may well be selected in the sample 'SAG members hoted
that residents in women's refuges may not agres to be Interviewed.

68. The ABS will continue to further assess the expected rellabllity of estimates for women with a disability.
With special emphasis on whether the sample design will be able to deliver reliable measures of the 8 different
types of violenice, for women with a disability. This information will be provided &t the next SAG meeting.

Lifestyle Indicators

Fmancral Stress
69, After reviewing the 2005 PSS content and the possible new or amended content for a 2012 PSS, ABS.
proposed that two Items relating to household finance be moved to earlier in the survey interview:

s  Whether household members could raise $2,000 in an emergency .

» Whether household members ran out of money for basic lliving expenses in last 12 months

70. No comments/issues ralsed by SAG members.
Alcohol Consumption

71. The ABS proposed to delete the questions relating to the respondent and their current partners aloohol
consump'tson

Questions proposed for deletion: _
The next fow questions are about people’s alcohol consumption.

Do youi dink alcohol?
1. Yes
5, No

- How often do you drink so much that you get drunk?
1. Drink but never get drunk _
- 2. Get drunk a couple of times a year
3. Get drunk a couple of times a month
4. Get drunk once or iwice a week
B, Gef drunk evely day or a!most every day
6. Don’t know
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Does your current partner dnnk alcohol?
1. Yes
5. No

How often does your cutrent partner drink so much that [he/she] gets drunk?
1. Drinks but hever gets drunk

2. Gets drunk a couple of times a year .

3. Gets drunk a couple of times a month

4, Gets drunk once of twite a week

5, Gels drunk every day or almost every day

6. Don't know

72. ABS noted that information about the contribution of alcohol and/or drugs to the most recent incident of
violence (for each of the 8 different most recent mmdents) was {0 be retained. Please see these quastions
below.

Discussion Point 5.1: Do SAG members agree to the deletion of the questions regarding alcohol
consumption?

73. There was consicierable discussion regarding this proposal. Those at the mesting discussed the concept
around respondent/partner’s alcohol consumption that was collected in the 2005 PSS and how this does not
actually establish 'Risky alcoho! consumption’ like other ABS surveys do such as NATSISS, National Health

- Survey. To do this requires much more detailed infarmation to be collected abaut the amount and frequency

of alcohol consumption.  SAG members were advised that to collect informaticn to identlfy alcohol
consumption about the respondent and their partner would require many additional questions (a total of 12 in
fact); whether a respondent would actually know the details about their current partner’s consumption was also
guestioned. It was Telt that the measure from the 2005 PSS only provided a very rough guide regarding zlcohol
conhsumption that wasnt as useful as the concepts collected in other ABS surveys nor was it cemparable.

74. SAG members noted the importance’ of context around alcohol consumpticn and viclence., Members felt
that collecting the information about the contribution of aleohol and/or drugs to the most recent incident of
violence provided the necessary context thal this more general alcchol consumption concept didn™.

75. SAG members discussed that linking the general alcohol consumption qguestion to expetlence of violence
might be misleading ~ while you could assess whether someone drlnks aleohol and expetlenced violence, this
did not necessarily provide a causal link betwéen violence and alcohol, It was seen as very important to know
whether there was link between an incident and whether it involved aleohol (ot general drinking patterns} and
that using the information In this way might somehow be construed that alcohol cansumption could be
‘blamed’ as the reason for the violence.

76. Further discusslons indicated that there were other items that provided better Indlcators for violence suich
as emotional abuse and social connectedness. These were considered to-be more useful in the prediction of
violence, as welt.as measuring the impact that violence Is having on people’s lives. Those at the SAG meeting
agreed, gtven the need to identify areas to cut content to enable nther, moro relevant mﬁ)rmatlon to be
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collected, that these items-be dropped: it was fétt that other new content was of a higher priority.

77. The NSW Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research vo]ced'étrong congern regarding the ramoval of the -

ftems concerned. They were particularly keen for this ltem to be retalhed in the survey as an analytical variable

" (and have since followed up with a further request for the ABS to reconsider its deletion).

78. Howevet, it was ovorwhelmmgly agreed that the questions remalning, regardmg the contributlon of alcohol
andfor drugs to the most recent incident, would provide a measure of the connection between alcohol and
vidlence, without the necessity of the general consumption questions.

- General Safety
" 79. The content from the 2005 PSS has been reviewed and updated to better allgn with other current ABS

surveys that contain similar concepts and questions. Briefly, the wording of questions on feelings of safoty

when doing various activities alone at night now asks for the level of safety felt, with the items being:

Feelings of safety using public transport alone at night
Feolings of safety waiting for public transport alone at night
Feelings of safety walking along in local area at night
Feelings of safety at home alone at night

L 4

» & @

80. ABS undertook to provide SAG members with Lhe actual questions used to collect the general safety data
items — - these are shown in Attachment 2.5,

81.. There was no time at the SAG maeting to discuss the proposal to delete questions from the survey on
reasons for not using public transport, walking alone and staying home alone: the responses ‘Did not fee! safe
or 'Other’ are hot felt to be particularly useful, Nor was there timé to discuss the possible altemate set of

3

“main réason’ questions that could be developed, such as:

Diseussion p‘uiﬁt 6: Do SAG members have any comments on the usefulness of the General Safety
questions? Wauld the module be of greater use if gquestions about ‘main reason’ are included?
82, This was not raised at the meeling as a prlorlty issue for any members of the SAG.

. 83, At this stage, glven all the other new content proposed for inclusioh and the additional interview time

requiired to collect this Information, ABS has decided not to develop further guestions to collect Information
about the reasons for not feeling safe in the survey.

84, It was also fell that theré was related information elsewhere within the PSS regardmg the respondents’ e
feelings of fear and anxiety. : »

85.‘ SAG rhémberg are able to provide feedback if they have any concems or issues they'd like to raise. . |

Sexual Harassment

88, The content from the 2005 PSS has been revnewed and updated 1o better align with changes in
technology that have occurred since the last survey, as well as cusrent thinking around what constitutes sexual
harassment. The module heading has been updated from ‘Harassment' to ‘Sexual Harassment' so that the
hature and jntent of the questions contained within the module is clearer.

" 87. lL is also proposed that the first question in the module be updated as-foliows:
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88. The replacement of ‘obscene’ is due to interviewar feedback from the 2005 PSS that many respondents

from countries where English is not a first language required this concept to be explained. The expansion of
ways in which an obscene message may have been delivered acknowledges changes in accessibility related to
tachnology advancements

89, ABS undettook to provide SAG members with the actual queetions used to collect the sexual herassment
data items - these are shown in Attachment 2.6.

Discussion point 7.-What do SAG members think of the proposed change of concept for ‘obscene’
contact/phone call in the sexual harassment module? -
90. This was not raised at the meeting as a priotity issue for any members of the SAG.

94, SAG members are able-to provide feedback if they have 'any concerns or issues they'd like to raise.

Emotional Abuse

92. Given interest in data related to intimate partner vlolence ABS has Investlgeled refming/expanding the
measure of emotlonal abuse, so that it could be combined with measures of violence (ie Sexual and/or
Physical violence) by current and/or previous partner to derive a new measure for Intimate Partner Violence,
This might also be used to assess possible links between Emotional Abuse and other forms of violence (je
Sexual and/or Pnysical).

93, In the 2005 PSS, two questions on Emotional Abuse were asked, but only of reepondente who were
married or in a de facto re!atlonshlp The proposed changes for a 2012 PSS wou]d expant this concept to

. include Emotiohal Abuse by:

s Current partner (who could be rmale or femaie),
. Male Previous partnet; and/or
» Temale Previous partner

94 This would enable estimates to be produced to a5sess the gdendered nature of wo[ence mcludmg
emotlonal abuse, :

95. Acknowledging.the need for more information and the relatively broad definition of Emotional Abuse
applied in the 2005 PSS, it is proposed that a 2012 PSS include.a refined, more precise-definition (in line with
Conceptual Framework for Family and Domestic Violenge). The definition would incorporate additional -
behaviours to those identified in 2005 and would also determine that behaviours experienced by & respondent
were sustained and repetitive in nature. - , : .

. 98. The proposed questions Would ask about behaviours relating to aspects of emotional, financial, social,

religious and pet abuse, Including whether a current, previous male/female partner had ever:
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97. To meet the definition of emotional abuse, one Way to determine this could be {o ensure that the

- respondent: experlenced more than one of these behaviours; or f they experienced only one behaviour, that -
-~ this behaviour occurred multiple times.

98, ABS also acknowledged that it was important to try and weed out false poéitive responses (eg where
behaviours were prevented/controlled in cases where the respondent had an addiction or compuilsion),

99, It is expected that questions from the module will provide the following items:

Whether ever experienced emotional abuse by a partner - expanded

Type of emotional abuse behaviours experienced by partnér - expanded

Frequency of emotional abuse behaviolrs experienced by partner - new

Timeftame of most recent incident of emotional abuse by pariner (including last 1.2 months)
expanded

s Type of partner (Current and/or Previous) - hew

s Sex of (emotionally abusive) parther — new

100, While acknowledging the interest in Emotional Abuse as it relates to domestic and fa mily viclence, the
ABS also. explained that there are currently no plans to c¢ollect this emotional abuse information for any other ,
perpetrator types eg emotional abuse by other family member. .

101, The feasibility of including the revised ooncepts/questlons for Emotional Abuse will be assessed after field

: testmg

Discussion Points 8,98&10: Emotlohal Abuse discussuin/commentsiconcerns

102, SAG members were extremely pleased that the topic of emotional abuse Is being fewewed and was a
matter of pricrity within a proposed PSS for 2012.

103, There was genetal discussion regarding the possible ways in which to measure emotional abuse.

104.. Concemn was raised over the definition of emofional abuse propose'd for a PSS 2012. it was thought that
this definition may also be too broad and capture false positives (eg a réspondent may report a nagging parther

‘through this serles of guestion but this was not thought to have the same impacts as a pariner whose

behaviour was intended to cause emotional fear of harm).

105. Discussion surrounding the behaviours listed came 1o the conclusion thét it is the impact that these
hehaviours have on the respondent (ie causing anxiety/fear) which is actually an indicator of emational abuse,
rather than necessanly, the behavuours themselves,

1086. Suggestl_ons were made by SAG members, as to how thé responée categoties could be refined, to

“ghcompass a broader range of behaviours, as well as to try to avoid any ‘false-positive’.

~ 107. The ABS explained that deriixatidns, based on responses to the varous questions, could be used to derive

a measure of emotional abuse that could take into consideration the complexities.

Post SAG meeting actions:
108. The ABS has reviewed the Emotional Abuse module to take on board the issues and ldeas discussed at
the SAG meeting, around refifing the concept for those who have experienced emotional ebuse 1o
' - consider the concept of repeated/ongoing nature of behaviours '
- determine the impact on the respondent (eg whether the hehaviours caused fearfanxisty)
- refining the wording of the various response categories, 10 ensure greater clarlty of the behaviours
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108, The revised concept now includes whe’ther fear and/or anxiety was present, 1o asoertam/olarlfy whether
the behaviours they had expetienced could be determined as “I:xperrencing Emotional Abuse”.

110.~ A revised module (to be used in the upcomlng Pretesting/Skirmish) showing the actual questions used to
coliect the emotional abuse data are provided in Attachment 2.7. Given the key nature of this soncept {to
enahle estimates of Intimate Partner Viclence to be produced) SAG members are encouraged 1o let the ABS
know if they have any concems or issues with the updated concepts/questions,

Sexual and/or Physical Threats

14.1. -Characteristics of a respondent’s most recent lncldenL of Sexual and/or Physwal Threat by a man and/or
waiman were collected In the 2005 PSS, The following items were found to be of very low prevalence and
viewed as irrelevant by resporidents. As data outputs were minimal, and the data will not be as reliable as
some of the proposed new content, the followmg items are proposed o be ternoved from the violence
modules:

_ POLIGE INVOLVEMENT AFTER THE MOST RECENT INCIDENT OF SEXUAL AND/OR PHSYCIAL THREAT BY A
"MAN AND/OR A WOMAN
» Whether police told about most recent incident of threat
o ' Whether perpetrator of most recent incident. of threat was charged
»  Whether perpetratar of most recent incident of threat went to court
«  Main reason most recent incident of threat not reported to police

SUPPORT- SLEK[NG BEHAVIOURS AFTER THE MOST RECENT INCIDENT OF SEXUAL AND/OR PHSYC!AL
THREAT BY A MAN AND/OR A WOMAN

s Type of professional support sought after most recent Incident of threat

« Type of support service used after most recent incident of threat

FEAR OR CHANGE TO ROUTINE AFFER THE MOST RECENT INGIDENT OF SEXUAL AND/OR PHSYCIAL - : |
THREAT BY A MAN AND/OR A WOMAN : o
» Whether took time off work in the 12 months after the most reoent incident of threat

Amount of time off wotk In the 12 months after most recent incident of threat

Whether felt # for personal safety in the 12 months after most recent incident of threat
(non-partner viol : ' :
o Whether felt

! for personal safety in the last 12 months from most recent incident of

' Fréquency of _
wolence) e ' o : !
. Ghanges {o routine because of ‘_ ;

Dlscussmn point 11. Do SAG members have any comments on the proposed deletion of content
relating to Sexual and/or Physica] Threat by a man and/or woman? .
112, This was not raised as a matter of priority by any m_embers of the SAG at the meeting.

:113 'However, during the course of the. meeting it was highlighted that measuring respondents’ anxiety and L

| fear was of high priority to all SAG members. So, during an ABS review past SAG meeting, it was decided that

the guestions relating to anxiety or fear (as above) wotlld be retained., Al other queonns releting to

incidents of threat will be removed from the survey conterit for a 20i2 PSS,

Partner Modules
1.14. After reviewing the content and structure of the 2005 PSS, a humber of changes are proposod forthe .
Partner modules

Additional Characterlstlcs of Partner Viclence S -
115, To ggin a better understanding of a person’s experlence of partner wolence in the last 12 months the
following new items were proposed:

. Whether experrenced violerice by a p’rrrner more than onee in Iast 12 months
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e Length of relationship with partner ,

»  Whether partner violence was seen or heard by children in last 12 months

»  Whether further Incidents of violence after restraining order taken out against partner cocurred in last
12 months , ‘

116. There was not time at the SAG meeting to have detalled discussions about the above iterns {(and they
were not raised as key areas that required discussion during the mesting). :

Post SAG meeting actions:
147. ABS has included extra questions in the partner modules to determlne the above data items with the
exceplion of the last dot point. ,

11.8. While in theory an extra guestion could be asked to determine whether further Incidents of violence after
restraining order taken out against partner occurred in last 12 months, it is unlikely that the prevalence of this
oceurting will be high enough (will only occur for a very small subset of the population) for output purposes.

119. Further it was decided that this concept lacked the context around why the violence re-occurred (eg they
could-have decided, despite the restraining order being issued, to let their partner move back into the family

home — this doesn’t mean the restraining order didn't work). This last item has not been included for testing in

the Skirmish.

Help seeking behaviours and assistance sought

. 120. To gain a better understanding of intimate partner violence, a list of possible ftems that could be

considered for inclusion was provided around help secking behaviours and assistance sought relatl ng o parther
violence:

JUSTICE INTERVENTIONS [FOR PARTNER VIOLENCE
+ Whether police ever told about any incident of violence by parther
o Whether any further incidents of vioience ever occurred after police-told about partner viclence
+ Whether further incidents of violence that occurred after police told about partner violence occurred in
the last 12 months
Whether police not told about some incidents of violence by partner
Matn reason violence hever reported to police
Main reason some violence not reported/stopped reporting to pollce _
‘Whether partner was ever charged due to their violent behaviour/s towards respondent
Whether any further incidents of violence ever. occurred after partner was charged
Whether further intidents of violence that occurred after partner was chargeci occurred in the last 12
month :
~ Whéther parther ever went to court due to their violent behavioui/s
+ Whether any further incidents 'of vialence ever occurred after partner went to. court
»  Whether further incldents of violenee that occurrecl af ter partner went to court ecourred In the last 12
months
+ Whether ever taken out a restraining order against violent partner (collected in 2005 PSS)
+ Whether further Incidents of violence ever occurred afler restraining order taken out against partner
(coliected in 2005 PSS)
e Whether further incidents of violence after rcstralmng order taken out agarns“c partner oceurred tne
last 12 months .
SERVICE & SUPRPORT USE FOR PARTNER VIOLENCE
o Type of professional support ever sought as result of partner viclence
s ~ Type of support service ever Lused as result of partner violence
« Type of informal support sought ever used as result-of pariner viclence -

e 2 e e # w

1241, It was not proposed to try and ascertain whether further instances of violence occurred after seeking
services or support for partner violence. This would require each service or source of support to be assessad -

' separately and would require too many additional questions (and would be unlikely to be able to produce
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e'stima'tes for egch type of service).

Discussion point 2. Do SAG members have any comments on the proposed expansion of content -
relating to partner violence?
122, There was very limited time at the SAG meeting to have detailed discussmns about the proposed items.

123. Those at the SAG meeting recognised the difficulties in collecting information on Justice interventions.

124, Members of the SAG presented some other ideas on how to collect the informatlon around:
+ Whoinitiated the restraining order?
¢ [f restraining order not sought, reasons why not?
o If restrammg order was issued, would respondent recommend this course of action to others?

125, Discussions al the SAG mee‘ung have hlghllghted the importance of clearly defining the concepts to be
collected 1’or these ftems.

126. Other aspects raised by SAG members were around better understanding the context of the [nterventions
eg police may have been called and removed an offender from the home. -Despite this further violance could
have occurred but this Isn't attributable o the quality/efficiency of the pofice intervention - it could ke due to
other influences (eg their partner or other family member convmcecl the respondent to allow them to move
hack into the famlly home agalnst police advice).

Post SAG meetmg actions:
127. ABS has since further considered the new content and as with the earlier restralnmg order ltem, it was

decided that the new content put forward lacked the context around why the violence re-occurred. This could

lead to misunderstandings about what the data is showing,

128, ABS will continue to review, At this stage no new items have been included for Pretesting in the
. Skirmish. ABS Is considering asking respondents some open ended questions at the end of the Skirmish

interviews to try and tease out what might be feasible/worthwhile collecting, If SAG members have any other
feedback about content to query responden'ts ahout for thIS topic, please feel free to raise with ‘Ehe ABS.

Frequency of Partner Yiolence : ’
129, In the 2005 PSS, data regardmg the frequency of partner violence was collected by determining:
a) Firstly whether$ i s

130 Itls proposecl to change the item to a singde questlon and determine frequenoy hased ona & pomt rating
scale as follows: ‘

Discussion point 13. Do SAG members have any oommento on the proposed change of concept for '

measuring frequency of partner violence?
131. This was not raised as a maLtor of prioril ty during the SAG meeting,

132. Following the meeting, oorrespondence has been received askmg the ABS to reconsider thIS proposal, as
the proposed measure is perceplion-based.

Post SAG meeting actions:
133, ABS has further reviewed the frequency concepts collected In the. survey.
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134, In assessing data collected in the 2005 PSS thete were marked discrepancies between what -
respondents reported between the 2 items eg respondents may have reported that they experience viclence by
a partner “often” and that it happened "monthly”: whereas other respondents reported that they experience
violence by a partner “sometimes” and that it happened “weekly”. This could be because of changes in
violence patterns over time (what used to happen “daily” now only happens "weekly” 80 the respendent’s
perception Is that now it only happens sometlmes")

135. Partner violence can be a combination of multiple behaviours including: sexual assault; sexual threat;
physical assault; and/or physlcal threat. For a respondent to be thinking about a single frequency for all these
behaviours combined as one concept Is-considered quite complex and difficult, While the nhew proposal is a
somewhat objective measure, it is felt that this W|II be easler for respondents to answer and is likely to yield
more consmtent responses. .

136. It is worth noting that the items regarding frequency of fear/fanxiety are collected dif ferently This is
because we are measuring a single concepl — the frequency of fear/anxiety: not the actions themselves, The
PSS collects information regarding frequenay of fear/anxioty in the followmg manner;

—
-
—

137, At thle stage, the frequency of partner violence is to be tested as outlined in paragraph 130 above.

Current Partner :

138. In the 2005 PSS, respondents ware asked Whether their current partner had ever threatened or.
physically assaultad anyone outside the household. The usefulness of this question, in relation to other
proposed new content, is now being gueried. This concept does not provide a true picture of the violent

behaviours of the respondent’s current partner, as apart from violehce towards the respondent, the PSS does .
not ask about the current partner’s violence towards any other people inside the household. It also does nol try

o aseertain the ¢lreumstances of any violence directed towards people outside the household, 1t is
acknowledged that this is a very sensitive area for data collection, so rather than trying 1o expand the concept
of violence towards others, it is proposed that the stand-alone question: beclropped from the suivey.

- Discussion point 14: Do SAG members agree to deletion of the :terh ‘Whether current partner vre[ent

fowards others outsite the household'?
139. This was nol raised as a matter of priority during the SAG meetrng

140. This guestion will be removed from the survey.

Ag'énda iten 7. Review of morning sessions/queries arising post lunch
141 No new issues ralsed-

Agenda item 8. Overview of Survey Procedures and Methodology

8.1 Testing Strategy

Pretesting/Skirmish meludnng Cognitive testing:

142. The Skirmish will consist of a number of purposive interviews, with known victims of viclence. This form of
testing was used very successfully inthe last PSS. Interviews were set up with assistance by a key SAG
member first contacting the support centres o see if they would be able to assist the ABS, with the ABS then
directly liaising with the support centre. The support centre identified cllents who they rhought would he -

‘suitable candrdatt,s

143, The Pre'testlng Skirmish is currently proposed to take place in W IGNGTGEENGNR. The ABS is hoping
to have an estimated 20 interviews conducted across approximately 4 different centres, over a period of two

" weeks. The rnter\r[ew will be conducted by trained ABS interviewers, within the support centres, so Lhat if

needed, immedmte support is available to the respondent foliowrng the interview.
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144. The broad aims of the Pretesting Skirmish, that will include cognitive testing, are to:
test respondent understanding of modified and new guestions

gssess length and wording of questions

check stitability of response categories

assess sensitivity of subjects/issuss to be covered

assess ability of respondents to recall past events

assess overall length of interviews

* & & & * @

Dress Rehearsal: :
145. The ABS is planning that the Dress Rehearsal will be conducted in approximately 4 states.

146. The broad aims of the Dress Rehearsal are to:

« test any changes 1o content from Skirmish {limited)

» assess survey operational and procedural aspects such as: -
~ cheek interview length
- workload management
- interviewer fraining
- office procedures
- last chance to check revised survey content

Action ltems Arising .
147. Due to the expanded discussion surrounding agenda item 6 atihe meeting, this topic was not discussed
at great length. Any SAG members with comments or questions regarding Lhe Lesting strategy proposecl by the
ABS are encouraged to make contact with the ABS.

148. ABS would also appremate assistance from SAG members In organiéing appropriate support centres to

“asslst in the Skirmish testing process.” If you are able to help out, please fet us know.

8.2 Survey Procedures '
149, While there was not detailed discussion for this agenda item, during the discussions ABS outlined various
pracedures that would be implemented for the survey. :

150. Survey procedures are aimed at:

ensuring the safety of respondents and interviewers

gaining willing cooperation of respondents (voluntary survey)

providing & safe environment that provides opportunity to speak openly, honestly ancl freely
obtaining accurate responses to sensitive guestions . - ,

obtalning data that is consistent across the survey

> & 4 & 5

Household ap roach
151

il

Interviewers:

Respondent Safeiy
153 Due to the sensmve content of the survey, reqpondent participation is not compuisory. Sl
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: con dentia |tyof respondent information is guaranieed

B A!I ABS surveys arecarrled out under the Censusand Statrstrcs Act arrd the

there i5 also an opt-out

154, In addition to participation belng voluntary,

Communrcatron I|mrtatrons

@ [t must be kepr '

157,
i and the

in mind that thesemterv ewsare limited by the avallabrlity of an

‘languages that these interviewers speak. Cultural barriers also ose imitations to the survey, as many peopre

will not be comfortable discussing the content. Some interviews will not be able to be conciucted, and it is likely
that the sample will under-represent those who don’t speak English

158, Simllar limitations will be experrenoed for thoso with commumcatron dlfﬂcultres such as those with

profound/severe core activity fimit:
- B It s (ikely that those erh profound/sevore core

acti\rltylrmltatrons will be uncler~r|oresented in the sample of the. survey

Aotion ltems Arising

- 159, This agenda item was discussed mlermrtterrtly throughout the meeting, hewever due 1o extensiva

discussions surrounding agenda item 6, this toplc was not addressed specifically. Any SAG members with
comments, concerns or questions regarding the survey procedures proposed by the ABS are encouraged 3]
make contact with the ABS. -

Agenda iteam 9. Overview of possible Survey output plans
160. Expectad survey outputs include: '
*  Summary publication
- State level data expeoted to be included
. -~ Gendered approach (Women's experience & Men's experience)
» Confidentialised Unit Record File (via RADL) '
s Users' Guide (ths will include the CURF Technlca] IVIanuaI)

161, Consultation regarding actual content will be undertaken with the SAG over the next year orse, ABS .Will
also consrder what ‘snapshot’ or ‘themed’ type releases might be possible .

Agenda item 10. Summary
182, The next SAG méetirrg will be held gfter the Skirmish (lIkely to be November. 2010).
163, ABS will keep SAG members informed of progress eg once funding has béen confirmed.

164. Please feel free to direct any quesuon or querres s} Fiona Blackshaw ot Penny Vandenbroek.
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Attachment :l.

- ABS consideration: Feas;blllty of including an Indigenous marker in the proposed Personal Safety

Survey

1. While a ‘Personal Safety Survey (PSS) could include questions to determine whether a person is of
Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander origin, it Is not considered beneficial, as the survey would not yleld
reliable estimates for the Aborigihal and Totres Strait Islander population clue to Lhe survey deslgh A number

- of areas for conslderation are outlined below,

Sample design considerations;
2. Most ABS social surveys are designed to provide good statistics for the general population and as such are
usually unsultable for producing estimates of characteristics of small population groups. Representation of the

~ Aborlginal and Torres Strait Islander people in Australia's total population is smali: around 2.5% of the total
population, with almost half of the Indigenous population aged under 20 years. For a PSS, which only includes

persons aged 18 years and over, Indigenous people aged 18 vears and over: this would only be around 1.3%
of the total population.

3. Apart from issues in producing estimates for small population groups, to produce reliable estimates for the
Indigenous population requires a'specifically deslgned sample, in both urban and rural areas that include the
remote and very remote areas of Australia, ABS social surveys (that are not specifically designed to produce
Indigenous estimates} generally do not include the very remote areas of Australia: the exclusion of very remote
areas does not significantly impact an estimates produced for these surveys. Whereas the inclusion of very
remate areas in the survey sample dramatically increases the overall cost of the survey due to the very high
costs of travelling to and col[ectihg_ data in these very remote areas.

Screening reqwrement to identify Indigenous population:

4. Part of the complexity in designing and conducting Indigenous surveys, Is also actually Identlfying the

Indigenous population living in urban and rural areas, where around 75% of the Indigenous population reside.
To do this requires an extensive screening process o determine if there are any Indigenous persons in the
dwelling from which an appropriately sized and representative Indigenous survey sample could be constructed.
So produce estimates for Indigehous persons a survey would require a much larger sample and the survey
would need to include an assocjated additional screening process in order to identify & representatlve sarnple
of Indigenous persons from which valid concluslons could be drawn.

Cultural sensitivities:

5. However, apart: from this, it is considered that dlfferent and more culturally sensitive methodologias would

need to be developed and tested in order to determlne if it possible to collect good quality data about violence
in Indigenous families/communities. lssues that would reed to be explored include: is it culturally acceptable
to divulge experience of vialence particularly in a remote community setting? Once one persen in & community
has completed the Interview, will others ‘hear’ about what is being asked and decide not to participate or not

“allow others to participate? Such aspects would need to be assessed and any issues overcome to help ensure

the validity & reliabillty-of such sensitive survey data.

6. Securing the privacy and safety of the respondents who would be interviewed would also be vital to its
suceess. ABS experience with Indigenous surveys has highlighted that lnterwews in an Indigencus seLng 'tend
to be conducted where other people are present clurmg Lhe mterwew )

This is hO‘tjUS‘t a survey procedural lssue but highlights cultura_l differences that would need to be taken i_o
account in the development and conduct of an Indigenous PSS type survey.

7. In summary, the ABS considers that a separate survey would need to be developed In order to meet the
requirements far this data., The extra development time and cost would be significant. 1t would also reguire

- allowances to undertake special research and extensive consultation with Indigenous communities and

arganisations. Given the above design ISSUES a 2012 PSS sample design would not include any discrete
Indigenous communities.
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8. It had also been suggested to the ABS that the Indigenous indicator be included in the survey to provide
'same indication’ for the Indigenous population. Where the ABS collects information specifically for Indigenous
persons, such as the Indigenous identifier, the ABS. has a commitment to provide information back to the
Indigenous community. Given the design aspects and issues outlined above, any PSS estimates praduced
from the survey under current design plans would certainly not be representative of the Indiganous population
and any estimates would be misleading. Therefore an Indigenous identifier will not be collectad in a PSS,

Alternatlve sources: '

9. It is worth noting that some mTcrmatlon is collected in the National Aborig’ nal and Torres Strait Islander
Social Survey (NATSISS). Thls survey was last conducted In 2008 (and in 2002 prior to that) and collected
some broad date about experiences of violence, While it dooes not contaln the level of detall collected in PSS
outputs are available for whether a person was a victim of physical or threatened assault in last 12 months:

“and perceived nelghbourhood/community’ problems (eg 'family violence', ‘assault!, 'sexual assauit, level of

personal safety day or night; and family stressors such ‘abuse or violent crime').
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Attachment 2.1 Questions used to collect the language data items .
Attachment 2.2 Questions used to collect the social connectedness data
Attachment 2.3 Questions used to colflect the health data items
Attachment 2.4 Questions used to collect the disability data items
Attachment 2.5 Questions used to collect the general safety data items
Attachment 2.6 Questions used to collect the sexual harassment data items
Attachiment 2.7 Questions used to collect the emotional abuse data

Pleass refer to PDF for the above attachments
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Agenda Item 6.1 - Handout 1
Sample design: State/Territory key estimate & Relative Standard Error (RSE) assumptions

For each koy estimate, the following tables outline the possible State/Territory sample design for women and the
National sample design for men. The figures are based on population estimates and prevalence rates from the 2005
Personal Safety Survey (PSS03), as well as some calculated assumptions for a PSS12. Each table contains:

+ the actual population estimates and prevalence rates from PSS05; .

e the approximate prevalence rate and population estimates for a PSS12 for sample design purposes;

e approximate fully responding sample required by State/Territory; and

¢ approximate Relative Standard Errors (RSEs) that would be achieved using this design by State/Territory.
Note: where the assumptions fot the different prevalence rates and fully responding sample sizes by State/Territory are

not met {eg actual prevalence rates arc higher or lower; or the fully responding sample is smaller or greatcr) then tlns
would impact the RSEs actually achieved (ie RSEs may be higher or lower than predicted).

Of the four key estimates, the estimate for ‘Women who experlenced sexual agsault in last 12 months’ is expected to
have the lowest prevalence, based on PSS05. Therefore, the sample sizes required to produce good quality data for th1s
key estimate have been used to demonstrate expected RSEs for each of the other key estimates.

Relative Standard Brrots (RSES) for PSSOS estimates (and associated prevalence rates) are noted throughout the tables
as follows: .

* RSE of 25% to 50%
## RS greater than 50%

Key Estlmate 1 — Sexual Assault

Women who experienced Sexual Assaulf in last 12 months — PSS12 Assumed prevaience(n of 1.3%

State/Territory PSS05 PSS12 PS812 P8S12
Population estimates Approximate Approximate Approximate
and prevalence population estimates”™ | Fully Responding . RSE%
Sample réquired
NSW 18,200% (0.7%) ' 33,600 2480 |- 25%
Vie 34,100  (1.8%) _ 25,300 2,180 ‘ 24%
Qld 24,000 (1.6%) 19,100 2,180 24%
SA : 7,200% (1.2%) : 7,700 ' - 2,180 '25%
WA ~ . 10,400*%  (1.4%) 9,700 2,180 23%
Tas 4,300* (2.2%) 2,600 | ‘ 1,980 23%
NT 2,700*% (5.3%) 700 - 1,950 ' 23%
ACT 800** (0.7%) ~ 1,400 1,980 23%
Ausiralia . 101,600  (1.3%) : 100,000 17,110 8%
Mon who experienced Sexual Asgault in last 12 months — PSS12 Assumed prevalence™ of 0.6%
State/Territory PSS05 - PSS12 PSS12 : PEsi12
Population estimates Approximate Approximate Approximate
and prevalence population estimates” |  Fully Responding REBE%
. Sample required -
Australia 42,300% (0.,6%) 44,900 5,300 25%

(1) Based on PSS05 population estimates and prevalence




Key Estimate 2 — Physical Violence

Women who experienced Physical Violence in last 12 months - P$S12 Assumed prevalence™ of 4.7%

State/Territory PSS05 Pss12 PSS12 PSS12
Population estimates Approximate Appreximate Approximate
and prevalence population estimates’) |  Fully Responding RSE%
. ' Sample required
INSW 99,800 (3.9%) 121,400 2,480 10%
Vie 102,600 (5.3%) 91,500 2,180 - 11%
Qld 79,900 (5.4%) 70,000 2,180 11%
ISA 30,500. (5.2%) 27,800 2,180 11%
WA 32,000 (4.3%) 34,900 2,180 11%
Tas 9,700 (4.9%) 9,400 1,980 1%
NT 3,800* (7.6%) 2,400 1,950 11%
ACT 4,500* (4.1%) 5,200 1,980 12%
Augtralia 363,000 (4.7%) 361,600 17,110 _ 4%
Men who experienced Physical Violence in last 12 months - PSS12 Assumed prevalence’” of 10.4%
State/Territory . PS805 PSS12 PSS12 PSS12
' _ Actual population Approximate Approximate " Approximate
estimates and population estimates™® | Fully Responding RSE%
] prevalence Sample required '
Australia 779,800 (10.4%) 777,700 5,300 6%
{1) Based on PS805 population estimates and prevalence.
 Key Estimate 3 —~ Emotional Abuse
Women who expericnced Emotional Abuse © in Jast 12 months - PS812 Assumed prevalence®™ of 1.9%
State/Territory PSS05 - PSS12 PSS12 P§S12
Actual population Approximate Approximate Approximate
estimates and population estimates'® | Fully Responding RSEY%,
prevalence” Sample required
NSW 41,700 (1.6%) 49,100 2,480 16%
Vic 41,100 (2.1%) 37,000 2,180 15%
Qld 33,400 (2.3%) 27,900 2,180 16%
SA 11,200 (1.9%) 11,200 2,180 15%
WA 11,400 (1.5%) 14,100 2,180 16%
Tas 4,100 (2.1%) 3,800 1,980 14%
NT ~1,100% (2.1%) ~ 1,000 1,950 13%
ACT 3,300 (3.0%) 2,100 1,980 13%
Australia 147,200 (1.9%) 146,200 17,110 6%
‘Men who experienced Emotional Abuse ® in last 12 months - PS812 Assumed prevalence® of 1.3%
State/Territory ‘PSS805 PSSz . . P8Siz PssS12 .
Actnal population Approximate Approximate Approximate
_ estimates and ~ | population estimates™ | Tully Responding RSEY%
prevalenco' Sample required :
Australia 98,100 {1.3%) 97,200 5,300 19%

(1) This estimate excludes Emotional Abuse by a previous partner: if is assumed actual estimates from PSS12 would be higher,
(2) Based on PSS05 population estimates and prevalence.
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Key-Estimate 4 — Intimate Partner Violence (Current and/or Previous Partner)

Wormen who experienced Intimate Partner Violence!” in last 12 months - PSS12 Assumed prevalence™ of 3.0%

State/Territory PSS05 PS8i12 PSS12 PSS12
Agtual population _ Approximate Approximate Approximate
estimates and population estimates™® | Tully Responding RSE%
prevalence“) Sample required
NSW 65,800 (2.5%) 77,500 2,480 15%
Vie 61,400 (3.2%) 58,400 2,180 14%
Qld 56,200 (3.8%) 44,100 2,180 13%
SA 17,600 (3.0%) 17,800 2,180 _13%
WA 17,800 (2.4%) 22,300 2,180 14%
Tas 6,900 (3.5%) 6,000 1,980 13%
NT 1,600% (3.2%) 1,500 1,950 13%
ACT 3,600 (3.3%) 3,300 1,980 13%
Australia 230,700 (3.0%) 230,800 17,110 6%
Men who experienced Intimate Partner Violence ™ in last 12 months - PSS12 Assumed prevalence® of 1.6%
State/Territory - PSS0s "PSS12 P8S12 PSS12
: Actual population Approximate Approximate Approximate
estimates and population estimatesV® | Fully Responding |  RSE%
prevalenee'™ Sample required
Australia 117,600 (1.6%) 119,700 15,300 - 16%

(1) This estimate excludes Emotional Abuse by a previous partner: it is assumed actual estimates from PSS12 would be higher.
(2) Based on PSS05 population estimates and prevalence.




Agenda Ttem 6.1 - Handout 2
Broad Age and Country of B-ix%th Groups: key estimates and approximate RSEs

Using the State/T'erritory design parameters to predict the total female sample size for a 2012 Personal Safety Survey
(PSS12), an assessment of estimates by Broad Age Group and Broad Country of Birth Group has been undertaken to
determine the feasibility of producing reliable estimates for each of these groups.

1. Broad Age groups

The following table shows the fully responding sample expected by the Broad Age groups based on the State/Territory

sample design (see column 2) and the prevalence rates that would need to be observed in order to produce estimates
with RSEs of 25% (see column 3). The last four columns show the assumed population prevalence rates for each of the
four Key Hstimates by Age groups, based on estimates from the 2005 Personal Safety Survey (PSS05).

The shaded cells indicate where expected prevalence rates, based on assumptions of prevalence rates from PSS05, are

predicted to be lower than that required to produce estimates with an RSE of less than 25%.

Broad Age group assessment

_ Column 2 Column 3 ~_Assumed population prevalence'” for Koy Estimates
Age Approximate Population Women who [Women who [Women who [Women who
Fully Responding [prevalence - |experienced |experienced |experienced |experienced
Sample expected required o Sexual Assault [Physical Emotional  [Intimate
by Age® achieve 8 25%  (inlast 12 Violencein  |Abuse in 1‘18'& Partter
RSE for expocted jmonths ~ . [last 12 months|12 months® [Violence in
sample size , last 12
, : months®
18-24 vears 1,000 . 2.3% 3.0% 10.1% 1.5% 2.8%
25-34 years 2,160 1.0% - 2.1% 7.1% 2.3% A% .
34-44 years 2,570 0.9% 1.7° 5.0% 2.7% 4.2%
45-54 years 2,360 1.0% ; 4,0% 2.6% 3.3%
55 years and over 4,160 0.5% 1.5% 1.0% 1.3%

(1) Based on PSS05 population estimates and prevalence.
{2) Based on the State/Territory sample design parameters, . :
(3} This estimate excludes Emotional Abuse by a previous partnet: it is assumed actual estimates from PSS12 would be higher.

Note: where the assumptions for the different provalence rates and fully responding sample sizes by Age Group are not
met (eg actual prevalence rates are higher or lower; or the fully responding sample is smaller or greatar) then this will
impact the RSEs actually achieved (1e RS8Es may be higher or lower than predicted).

Based on this assessment, it appears that most of the key estimates for women by Broad Age groups would have RSEs
of less than 25%, except for the following estimates, which are likely to have RSEs of greater ’Lhan 25%:
- Wormen aged 45-54 years who experienced Sexual Assault in last 12 months; and S
" - Women aged 55 years and over who expetieticed Sexual Assault in last 12 months.




2. Broad Country of Birth groups

The following table shows the fully responding sample expected by Broad Country of Birth groups based on the
State/Torritory sample design (see column 2) and the prevalence ratos that would need to be observed in order to
produce estimates with RSEs of 25% (see coluron 3), The last four colummns show the assumed population prevalence
rates for each of the four Key Bstimates by Broad Country of Birth groups, based on estimates from 2005 Personal
Safety Survey (PSS05).

The shaded cells indicate where expected ﬁrevalence rates, based on assumptions of provalence rates from PSS05, are
predicted to be lower than that required in order to produce estimates with an RSE of less than 25%.

Broad Couantry of Birth group assessment

Assumed population prevalence’ for Key Estimates

Column 2 [Column 3
Country of Birth Approximate Population Women who [Women who |[Women who [Women who
Fully Responding. prevalence cxperienced  jexperienced  fexperienced [experienced
Sample expected required to Sexoal Assanlt{Physical Emotional  [Intimate
by Age® achieve n 25%  |[inlast 12 Violence in  |Abusein last |Partner
RSE for expected |[months last 12 months |12 months® |[Violence in
sample size last 12
' months®
Born in Australia 8,960 0.3% 1.5% 5.3% 1.8% " 3.1%
Born in MESC' 1,550 1.5% 4.0% 2.5% 3.1%
Born in other 1,740 1.3% 2.5% 1.9% 2.6%
countries '

(1) Based on PSS05 population estimates and prevalence.
(2) Based on the State/Tesritory sample design parameters '
(3) This estimate excludes Emotional Abuse by a previous partaer: it is assumed. actual estimates from PSSIZ would be higher.

and United States of America,

“(4) Main Bnglish Speaking Country (MESC) includes: Canada, Republic of Ireland, New Zealand, South Africa, United Kingdom

Note: where the assumptions for the different prevalence rates and i"ﬁlly_responding sample sizes by Broad Country of
Birth Groups are not met (eg actual prevalence rates are higher or lowet; ot the fully responding sample is smaller or
greater) then this will impact the RSEs actually achieved (i RSEs may be higher or lower than predicted).

Based on this assessment, it appears that most of the key estimates for women by Broad Country of Bitth groups would
have RSEs of less than 25%, except for the following key estimates, which are likely to have RSEs of greater than 25%:

- Women born in MESC who experienced Sexual Assault in last 12 months; and
- Women born in Other countries who experienced Sexual Assault in last 12 months.




Agenda Item 6.1 - Handout 3.

State/Territory Fully Responding Sample Size Comparisons (2003 to 2012)

Mot ‘Women,
PSS 2005 -
‘ Fully Potential PSS 2012 PSS 2005 Potential PSS 2012
State/Tegritory responding Fully responding | Fully responding | Fully responding
. sample sample design sample sample design
NSW 1,461 1,778 2,611 2,480
| Vie 1,058 1,280 2,248 2,180
Qld 888 1,070 2,220 2,180
SA 321 363 1,575 2,180
WA 463 546 1,680 2,180
Tas 186 1435 837 1,980
NT 52 26 195 1,950
ACT 123 95 495 1,980
Australia 4,552 5,303 | 11,861 17,110
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Personal Safety Survey 2012

Survey Advisory Group Meeting
Dale & Time 7 December 2010, 10am - 3.30pm
Location Archier Boardroom, ABS House, Benjamin Way Belconnen
Chairperson Bob McColl, Assistant Statistician
B Socml Conditiony Statistics Branch, Austialian Bureau of Statistics

Children and Families Swveys Section:
Kathryn MeGrouther, Fiona Blackshaw,

Peonuy Vandenbroek, Jack Dearden, Jessica Gouzlay,
Fiona Johnson ,

National Centre for Crime and Justice Statistics:
Kate Hahn (for Soula Macfartane and Sam McNally)
Living Conditions: Carofyn Ashley

ACT Department of Disability, Housing and Community Services | Anna Fieldhouse
Australian Centre for the Study of Sexual Assault Antonia Quadaras,
Australian Domestic & Family Violence Clearinghouse Gaby Marcus
Commonwealth Aftorney-(ieneral's Department Dianpe Heriot

Commonwealth Department of Families, Housing, Commounity
Services & Indigenons Affairs (FaHCSIA)

Karen Gauntlett, Bree Willsmore

NSW Department of Premier and Cabinet Tanya Bosch.
Vie Department of Planning and Community Development Rachael Green
| VicHealth ' : Melanie Heenan

Julie 0beri31

Australian Institute of Criminology

Jacqui Jourdo Larsen

Austialian Institute of Family Studies’

Raec Kaspiew

' Commonwealth Department of Families, I{fousing, Comnmiity
- Services & Indigenous Affairs (FalICSIA) -

Fiona Smart

National Association of Serwces Against Sexual Violence Veronica Wensing

(NASASV) _ ‘

NEW Bureau of Crime Stat1st1cs and Research .| Don Weatherbum

NT Department of Health and Families Fran O'Toole

Qld Department Families, Youth and Community Care Helen Warneke

SA Attorney-General's Department Vanessa Swan

Tas Department of Justice Robyn Yaxley B
University of Wollongong Michael Flood

Vic Department of Premier and Cabinet Cameron Bray

WA Departinent for Child Protection Shertilee Mitchell

Women With Disabilities Australia

Sue Salthouse

Vic Depélrtment of Justice

| Kristen Diemer
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Discussion notes and further developments

Agenda Jiems 1 & 2. Arxival and Morning Tea/ Welcome and Introduction

Introduction: Bob McColl

I, The Australian Burean of Statistics (ABS) is progressing work for a Personal Safety Survey (PSS) to be conducted in
2012, While-a 2012 PSS would largely build on the 2005 PSS and deliver tite series comparisons, there are new and
emerging information requirements that the ABS would seek to address in a 2012 PSS, :

2.l Since the previous Survey Advisory Group (SAG) meeting in July 2010, targeted field testing (a Skirmish?) has been

" undertaken, This meeting largely focussed on the outeomes of the testing and subsequent work that has been done in order

to finalise the survey content for a larger field test {a ‘Dross Rehealsal’) in 2011.

Agenda Ttem 3, Mmutes and Action Itexns from the Previous SAG meeting

3, There were no comtents on the Minutes from the July 2010 SAG meeting, There was a brief dlscussmn of Action Items
from the previous SAG meeting, inchuding:

Overvzew of Survey Content (Agendg Tiem 6, 2)

4, Hindouts 4 a:nd 5 provided estimates for wotnen's and men’s experience of “Violence in the last 12 months’ (relatcs to the
permd prior to the 2005 PSS). SAG membets requested the same detailed information for *Violence since the age of 15°
be ciroulated. This would also include Relative Standard Errors (RSEs) 'md if possible, confidence intervals,

- This work will be completed in the next few months. :

5. ABS to develop some ‘snapshots’ from the 2005 PSS, to give & broader perspectwe of the dala that can be found within

. PSS, as wall as to help explain what cannot be extracted from PSS,
- This work will be complefed over the next 12 months,

Testing Strategy - Dr’éss Rehearsal (Agenda Item 8.1)

6. .Due to the expanded discussion about Agenda Item 6, this topic was not discussed at length. SAG mcmbers who had any
‘comments or questions regarding the testing strategy were encouraged to contact the ABS,
- Some feedback was received and was taken into consideration during Skirmish testing,

7 The ABS asked for assistance from SAG mermbers in contacting appropriate supporL centres to assist with the Skm:msh

testing,
- Veronica ammg (NASASV) and Julie Oberin (WESNET) provided assistance in contacting potent1al sLpport
' N kinterviews with known victim/survivors through their extensive networks.
d in the Skirmish have been formally acknowledged by the ABS for providing their
" nssistance. Certificates of Appreciation and letters of tharks signed by the Australian Statistician, Bnan Pink, have -

been distributed.

Survey Woceciures (Agenda Item 8.2) .

8. This Agenda Item was discussed intermittently throughout the meeting, but due to extensive discussion of Agenda Hem 6,
this topic was hot specifically addressed. SAG members who had any comments or qua%mnq regarding the proposed
procedutes were encouraged to contact the ABS, :

- No feedback was received,
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Agenda Item 4, PSS Skirmish outcomes

4.1 Backeround and objectives

9,

10,

11

12.

In preparation for conducting a 2012 PSS, the ABS has reviewed the outputs from the 2005 PSS, Through this process

some areas for improvement in the survey duestionnaite were identified. A lengthy discussion on the items for 1ev1~ew and
testing was held at the July 2010 Survey Advisory Gr oup (SAG) meeting.

Ag part of the redevelopment of the PSS, tar gcted ﬁeld teshng (a‘ Sk:lrmlsh’) was undertaken from 25 October to'4-
November 2010, The Skirtmish comprised a series of interviews with known victim/survivors of violence conducied in

support .cemn'esq The broad aims of the Skirinish were to test new and modified survey content for
comprehension, reliability and usability, : . _

Koy elements of the Skirmish were:

» 5 ABS Interviewers;
» 39 participants (‘respondents’);
» 9 support centres; and

» 5 geographic locations.

The ABS would like to acknowledge the éupport provided by in afranging interviews with their
clients, and for providing their time and resgurces to this process, The ABS would also like to thank Melanie Heenan for
her time and support during the Interwewer training,

4.2 Procedures

13,

14,

15.

The ABS visifed support centres -to discuss the Skirmish and the interviewing process to be conducted.
Demonstrations of the survey mstrmnent were provided and potentisl questions were outlined. Due to time constraints,
'u'rangements with suppott centres iware undertaken by phone/email.

A range of respondents were sought by the ABS, with an empha31s on people who had expenenced partner violsnce to
test new and modified survey content. Following a Training Day, experienced ABS Interviewers went to the support -
contres to conduct interviews with willing participants {‘respondents’). Undettaking interviews in support centres enabled.
respondents to bave Jmmednte support, if required. .

Respundents were asked the PSS questions along Wlth ) sencs of oogmtlve p.lObGS “The probes were designed to test for”
eonmprehension and to seek feedback on concepts and content. Respondents weré also asked some peneral questions on
their overall feelings about the survey and their reactions to the content, The responses to the cognitive probes have been
used to pange the effectiveness of existing content and to further develop new survey content, Interviewer féedback was
also sought and has assisted in updates.-

4.3 Findings

16.

Information on the cutecomes of Skirmish testing was presented to SAG membery in a paper at the December 2010
mesting, For reference, the PSS consists of the following survey modules: -

Langnage
Education
Labour Force
Income

~ Financinl Stress

Social Connectedness .
Health :
Disability

General Safety

Sexual Harassment

.. list of survey modules continued on the next page
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Violence gince the age of 15
Abusge before the age of 15
Current Partner Violence

* Previous Partner Violence
Stalking

17. Summaries of chscussmns undertaken at the December 2010 SAG meeting that have informed changes, as well as
dovelopment work undertaken since the meetmg, are provided for the following survey modules:

4.3.1 Emotional Abuse
4.3.2 Violence since the age of 15
- 4,3.3 Pastner Violence - Current and/or Provious Partner
4.,3.4 Abuse before the age of 15
4.3.5 Stalking ’
4.3.6 Sexval Harassment
4.3.7 Language
4 3 8 Disability

18. No issues wete raised, of only Iimited discussion occurred in 1elat1on tu the other survey modules therefore no further
information will be included here.

4.3.1 Emaotional Abuse

19, One of the main purposés of the Skirmish was to test new content relating to experiences of Emotional Abuse by a
. Current andfor Previous Partner (male andfor female). This survey module is an important addition to the PSS and will
assist in gaining a clearer picture of Intimate Partner Violence. The concspt of emotional abuse in the PSS moludes the
following elemems

: + Rep aated in nature;
. Preventing or controlling behaviour s; and
» TIntended to cause emotional harm ot fear,

20. Discussion with SAG memmbers has led to the inclusion of an additional descriptor that is implied through the survey
content, but was not listed in the paper distr ibuted at the Decerober meetmg

- . e Regults in fealings of anxdety and/or fear,

21, The questions in this module ask about experience of behaviours relating to aspeocts of émotional, ﬁnancial_,' social,
_religious and pet abuse, They cover the frequency and timeﬁ'ame of the abuse, as well as the occurrence of anziety or fear,

- 22, The quesmons on. emotional abuse were well unclerstood by paruclpant‘:, as evidenced in fecdback from the cogmtwe

probes,
23. An outcome of the Skirmish was that questions on emouonal abuse will be askcdmm the survey questicnnaire,
This change was brought about theough feedback from both
tespondents and ABS Interviewers. There was general agreement from. S‘AG members to make this change,

4.3.2 Violence since the age of 15

24. Several questions were tested for comprehension and some cognitive probes were asked to try and gauge potential new

survey content on perceptions of the incident, help-secking behaviours and service interventions, Many of the questions in.
this module are repeated in other survey modules, or are the basis for further questioning (eg Partner Violence).
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Introduction fo the Violence module

25, The sensitive mplcs in the Violence moclule are prcceded by an mtroductory statement, which explains the impor ta,nee of

Types of violence

26. Questions on four main types of violetce are asked in the Violence module:

»  Sexual Assault (includes attempted assaulf);
+ Threatened Sexual Assault;
¢ Physical Assault; and -

s Threatened Physical Assault (mcludes attempted, assault)

27, I‘01 each type of wolence regpondents are asked whether

28. Where more than one incident of a type of wolence by a man/worman has oceurred, respondents are asked to focus on
their Most Recent Incident. ‘

29. Tor each Most Recent Inc]dent the PSS determines the person (mainly) responsible and atiribules one of five main
perpetrator types: » '

30. Any other known person mc]udes people such as father/mother, son/danghter, ﬁmend employm/ boss/superwsor, teacher,
doctor, ete .

Location of the Most Recent Incident

: 31, Following feedback from Skumlsh testmg, and ove;ra]] revisions to Wordmg throughoul the Violence module, the
-+ response options for this question have been updated:
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Perception of the incident being o orime or not

- 32, Skirmish testing indicated that a respondent’s perception of an incident may vary over time, depending on the type of
incident and their initial reaction to it, Information on the concepts and questions tested was presented to SAG members
and since the meeting some adjustments have been made: :

Police involvement

. 33, Skirmish testing indicated that the reasons for not confacting the police in relation to an incident may need some revision,
It was thought useful to first collect all reasons, then the main reason, Information on these revisions was presented to
SAG members, From these discussions an updated series of questions and response categories were developed.
Respondents who experienced sexual andfor physical assault which was not reported to the police (by themselves or
anyone else) will be asked: ‘ : '
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Injuries recetved

34, There was interest by some SAG members in the types of injuries that a respohdent may have incurred as a result of
_pattner violence, with particular interest in dental problems. The followmg quesuons are agked in rela‘uon {0 & person’sy
Most Recent Incident: -

35, Respondents are also asked whether they saw a doctor abouf their injuries and whether thc ijurics had an impact on their
" usual way of doing things such as working, studying or socialising.

Sources of support

36. Questions on the use of formal and informal sources of support wete tested during the Skirmish to gain better
understanding of respondent interpretations and reascns for selecting possible response categories, The testmg showed
overlaps in the responses given to multiple ql.IGStIODS This information was presented to SAG members and since the
meoting fmther development work has been undertaken

37, To gain more meamngﬁll information on the types of supporL used, several possible scenarios have been explored The

options have focussed on trying to. make the intended questions clear to respondents and the resulting data items nseful to
stakeholdets. This process has led to a more comprehensive question on help-secking behaviour, as well as a new
question on the point of f“u‘st dmclosure This mformatlon will be collécted for the Most Recent Incident and for partner
violence,

e e s e i e
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Enablers & Barviers

38. Aside from the new questions ouflined in Sources of support (see page 7), Skirmish testing provided some further
direction in this area of development, particularly around disclosure of an incident.

39. There was some discussion with SAG members about the possibility -of collecting further information on:

things that helped to stop or reduce the violence,
whether anything made the situation better or worse, and
s ways the respondent found to cope with their situation.

40, Most ol the feedback on stopping/reducing violence related to known sources of tension or aggravation (eg alcohol,’
financial stress, pregnancy). Some further exploration of questions/responses on how the situation was made wotse
(mwstly in relation to partner violonco) has been undertaken since the SAG meeting, but gwen the developmeont
t1meframes it is suggested that this idea be revigited fora PSS subsequent fo 2012,

41, If any SAG metnbers are interested in 1ece1vmg more information from the Skirmish testing, please contact the ABS,

Measuring anxiety ov fecar

42. A mumber of questions refer to feslings of anxiety or fear experienced as a result of the Most Recent Incident. Thesé or
similar questions also appear in the Emotional Abuse, Partner Violence and Stalking modules,

\ _ , . ‘ ‘
i 43, Skirmish respondents were asked to provide examples of their feelings to demonstrate that concepts were understood,
. This information bas been nsed to provide additional help to Interviewers (and future respondents) by wey of a help

' prompt. -

44, Respondentq were also asked fo give timeframes for the frequency of their feehngs of anxicty. or fear. Whare feelings
Lo telated to an ongofng situation such as partnor violence, it was difficult for respondents to provide an answer as their
P feelings often varied. Skirmish testing suggested that using a broader concept of measurement, similar to that used for
i experiences of emotional abuse, would work better, Therefore, the response options have boen updated:
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4,3,3 Partner Violence - Currént and/or Previous Partner

Dleimz‘tions

46, The PSS uses the following criteria to define two types of partner telationships:

» Current partner - a partner the respondent is living with now.

¢ Previous partner - a partner the respondent was either living with or no longer living with at tie tine of the itcident/s
(ie violence may have occurred while they were living together, while they were separated or after the relationship
finally ended).

47 Whete there is more than one violent prevmus partner, the amphasxs is on the most recently violent pr evious partner.
Infmmatmn is collected for both male and female previous partners.

48. The difference between a “partner’ and ‘boyﬁlendfglrlﬂlend’ is that the respondent and that person were living toge’cher
al some pomt during their relationship,

Bacl round

49. Much. of the redevelopment work for the Current and Previons Parther modules relates to thinking about the types of
violence a person may. have experienced and the contimmm of that violence in ari Intimate Partner setting, Therefore,
some questions that were previously asked for the Most Recent Incident by & pattner are now being asked in the Partner
modules. Where appropriate, some questions are asked for both the Most Recent Incident and for partner violence. For
example, whether the police were involved and the firgt person/servme told,

Sources of support

50. Questions on sources of support in the Partner modules reflect Mm the Viclence module, except
for slight wording changes to account for any violence experienced during the refationship, The fcllowmg examples are
from the Previous Partner module:
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.53 Respondents who selected any of the following options at

51. To fry and gauge whether the respondent received a positive reaction (or not) from the first person or service told the
following questlon will be tested in the Dress Rehearsal:

ill not be askedNNIR os it is éxpected their

needs will be addressed as required:

54,  Equivalent questions will be asked in the Current Partner module.

Police involvement .

55. Respondents will be asked a series of questions about pohce mvolvement in their violent partner relationship if they
gelected ‘Po]lce asa person/so1 vice they had:

s ever sought advice or support from, or
s first told.

56. These questions are based on Mm the Violence module, except for slight wording changes to
account for any wolence experienced during the relationship, The fo]lowmg examples are from the Py evmus Partner
module: .

57. Existing questions relating to violence or restraining orders have been repositioned to accompany the above questions:

58. Equivalent queétions will be askod in the Cutrent Partner module.

Page 10 of 20



Housing arrangements on separation

59, From discussions with stakeholders, there appears to be an emerging need for data on‘houszng artangements chmng
geparation or at the end of a vielent partner relationship, Seme initial ideas were presented to SAG members and since the
meetmg further clevelopment work has been under taken

60. Respondcnts with a violent current and/or previous partner are asked questions to establish whether there havc been any
sepatations durlng the relationship. Ari existing question on relocating house has been reworded and a guestion on leaving -
possess10na behind has been repositioned. An additiondl question on the type of housing arrangements used will be tested
in the Dress Reheatsal, The following questmns are asked in the Current Partner module of anyons who had expérienced
at Ieast onte separation;

62, Additional questions focus on what happened when the relationship finally ended:

. -Reasons for separation and intentions to leave -

'63. A mumber of questions look at scenarios of separatioxi and the reasons why a respondent left/returned to their pariner, or

wanted to leave, but felt unable to do so, There are common themes across these questions, therefore response categories
are similat, Skirmish testing indicated scope for some additional reasons to be collected and discussions with SAG
members confirmed some potential options, The following examples are from the Current Pactner module;
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64, There are o eguivalent questions.in the Previous Partner module for D However,
respondents ate asked reasons for returning to their Previous Partner following separatmn s well as the

main reason for their final separation:

. 65 SAG members expressed an interest in knowmg if the violence continued after the relauonship ended, Therefore,

respondents. who had a violent previous parther will be asked about behaviout/s during any sepatrations, as well as after
the relationship ended. The wording for. ”has been updated fo a]low for this slightly different ooncept and a.
new question has been added: _

Violence duvine precnancy

66, All female respondents who were prognant at some polnt during a violent partner, relationghip will be asked the seties of
questions about their experiences. This includes respondents who were lmng, » with or no longer 11v1ng with their partuer,
The following examples are from the Previous Partner module

'-l——l-—l——

m

67. Equivelent questions will be asked in the Cutrent Partner modulo
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68. From discussions at the SAG meetmg, the wording of the questmn about chlidlen ‘withessing any Vlolenoe has been
expanded to include ‘abuse’. The following examples are fi'om. the Cutrent Partner module:

I

i .

't Wheiher vzolence Wits Seen or hec;rd bv children
|

|

|

|

|

69. Equi'valent questions will be asked in the Previous Partner module.

Measuring anxiety or fear

70. Questions asked about feelings of anxiety or fear in the Partner modules build on “1(1 roflect N ond
in the Violence module. The following examples are from the Prevmus Partner module;

73. Equivalent questions Wiﬂ be asked 1n the Current Partner module.
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4.3.4 Abuse before the age'of 15

74. Members discussed the potenual for changes to the questions on Sexua]/Physmal Abuse before the ago of 15, atising out '

of a query from the Children’s Policy Branch. of the Department of Fannhes Housing, Community Services and
Indlgenous Affhirs (FaHCSIA), :

75, The ABS were asked to consider the possible expansmn of PSS to addr ess data needs stemming from the ‘Responding to
Sexual Abuse’ priotity within the National Framework for Protecting Australia®s Children 2009-2020. This priority
focuses on practices and services which provide specialised therapeutic treatment to young people W1th problematic

- and/or abusive sexual behaviours. .

76. FaHCSIA ara explormg ways 'u) collect data on children aged under 15 yeais and experiences relating to sexyal abuse,
‘Specifically they are seeking: .

» the rate of sexually transmitted diséases by S-year 4go groups; |
. the number of people/otganisations prosecuted for sexuvally exploiting children; a:tld
s the mumber/rate of c]nldlen with substan’uahons related to sexual abuse,

77. There was ganer'll agreement by SAG members that the PSS was not the appropriate vehicle for such new content due to
the following concerns:

» the focus of the survey is women's and men’s experience of violence - vietim/survivor basis, not a perpsirator survey;

* the scope of the survey is parsons aged 18 years and over — therefore parental/guardian permission would be required
for patticipation of younger people and this is not considered appropriate (pamculmly as a patent/guardian may be the
perpetrator of abuse); and :

+ the types of changes required to collect this information would affect time series comparab111ty of existing survey
content. . :

78, A reply has been sent to- FaHCSIA outlining these issues and the difficulties in trying to adapt PSS to meet these very
“specific needs.

4.3.5 Stalking

79. A number of updates have been made to this module based on changes to other parts of the survey. For example, thie
reasons for not coﬂtactmg the police and the frequency of angiety or.fear oocunmg

80, SAG members expressed an interest in how various experlences are considered within the context of PSS, Respondents
are asked a series of questions about behaviours by a man/woman for up to five potential stalkers, A series of expericnces
by one of these men/women has to be endorsed before the questions focus on that ‘stalker’,
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82. This initial question is followed-up by a more detailed question, asking the specifics of the enootﬁﬂer/s:

~ 83, To be considered sfalking:

'+ more than one behaviour must have occutred; or
s one of the behaviours must have oceurred more than once; and
¢ the person responsible must have had the intent to harm ar frighten the 1esp011dent

84, These endorsements assist in the selection of a *stafker’, about which further information is collected, inclyding:

4.3.6 Sexual Harassment

85. Updated ooncepts and question wording for the introductory quesnon Wn this survey module were proposed at
the July 2010 SAG meeting: : .

"86, Skirmish testing found that too many concepts had been incorporaled into the question and that overall it was too lengthy:

* cansing confusion with many respoodents, and
»  requiring Interviewers to repeat the question multiple times to emphasise the intent,

87. "There was some discussion with SAG wembeis gbout the use of ratherthan ‘obscene’ and whether
there was potential for other types of behaviours to be included, such as ‘racial sturs’, The change of wording ¢ame about
from feedback on the 2005 PSS where the concept of ‘obscene’ had to be repeatedly explained, particulatiy to -
respondents from Culturally and Linguistically Diverse (CallD) communities, There were also comments suggesting that
people included racial vilification as a form of obscene phone call. Skirmish testing found that respondents understood the
intent of} phone ca]ls/mess.ages by pr owdmg relevant examples

88. Development worl since the December 2010 SAG meeting has focussed on refining the concepts Lo be collected and the
types of questions needed. The following questions will be tosted in the Drcss Rehearsal:
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89. The inclusion of a question on the method used to convey messages acknowledges stakeholder interest in the role'of the
Internet/modern technology in s’cxual harassment and goes some way to addressing a potemi'ﬂ futvre data need,

90, 'I‘hclc was also discussion with SAG mcmbcm about the wor dmg of a question on ynwanted scxual touching, which
1cfcrred to the respondent experiencing behaviour ‘against their will’, ThIS concept has been updated:

4.3.7 Language

91, Some additional questions for this survey module were proposed at the July 2010 SAG meeting;

s Main languagc spoken at home (rcspcndcnt)
. ththcr has Bnglish language difficulties (respondent)
» Assistance used for English language difficuities (respondent)

92, Skirmish testing showed respondents had no difficulties undersianding thc question on main language spoken and it is
proposed that this question also be asked in relation to the rcspcndcnt’s current partner,

93, A mumber of Skirmish respondents were from Culturally and Linguistically Diverse (Cal.D) communities, W1th twc
respondents experiencing cansiderable difficulty with the survey questions due to language ability. One of these
tespondents was not asked the cogaitive probes due to their lack of comprehension of the survey questions. They
identified as having dli‘ﬂculucq with undcrstandmg othcrs and being understood:

04, Ancthcl res pcndcnt who cxpcrlcnccd a similar level of difficulty with the survey questions 1dcn11ﬂcd as having no
problems with English lemgllcl}:(ﬂ proficiency in their day-to-day life.

93, As these Skirmish respondents both seemed likely to experience the same difficulties in trying to ccnvcy complex or

- detailed issues, their conflicting responses to these questions suggest they are unlikely to be a useful measure for langnage

prcﬁucncy Thcrcforc these twc qucsucns bhave been rcmcvcd from the survey, Some potential other questions have
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been reviewsd, but due to the limitations of data.collected from Cal.D respondents, there ate currently no plans fo
incorporate any new questlons, for the Diress Rehearsal.

96. Limitations on the collection of data from CalD respondents were discussed at the July 2010 SAG meeting, As gurvey
procedutes are designed around respondent safety and conﬁdentmhty/pnvacy the number of interviews is likely to be
impacted, due to the following, constramts

o  While the ABS employs interviewers with forelgn language skills, not all languages will be able to be cateted for and
some interviews won’t be able to be conducted,

~+ Possible cultural differences may also limit part1c1pation byr espondents

4.3.8 Disability

97.

98.

In response to demand for any information on Disabled communities and then expetiences of violence, the Skn*mlsh ‘
included testing of questions from the ABS short disability module, These questions will prowde for the cleation of a
‘disability status® data fiem in the PSS.

The limitations for this data due to survsy procedures wero discussed at the July 2010 SAG meoting o NG_—G—G.y

99,

100.
: mformatmn for analysis this module will be included in the Dress Rehearsal

101.

Atthe Deoemb or 2010 SAG mﬂetmg, the ABS confirmed fhat based on expected prevalence rates the 2012 PSS ig likely
to produce a national level prevalence rafe of viclence against women with a disability. The ABS will contimue to 2ssegs
the expected reliability of these ostimates, focussing on whether the samiple design will be able to deliver reliable '

measures of the different types. of ‘vmlence .

Skirmish testing, whﬂe fairly limited found thete were no issues in comprehension of the questmns To provide further

SAG members expressed an interest in the collection of details about limitations and/or long term health conditions within
this module, particularly in relation to dental issues, The specifications for the Disability module were circulated with the
July 2010 meeting minutes (refer to questions “ndm While it is possible that respendents may haye
dental issues related to their experience of violence, such defailed information is likely be grouped undez ong or all of the
following conditions;

Chronie or recurring pain;

-
-« Any other long term condition that requires treatment or medication; .

102.

~ Any other [ong term condition such as arthritis, asthma, heart drsoase, Alzhem:ier s disease, dementia, cte;
¢ Specch problems; or - , . ‘ . 1
o Any disfigurement or deformity. ' _ - g

Agenda Item 5. Preparation for the Dress Rehearsal

The ABS is planning for a large Dress Rehearsal to be conducted in 3 to 4 states across Australia from SRy
The broad aims of the Dress Rchearsal are to: .

& fost any changes to the content pos1,~81<11tmsh (lll'l’lllt.d), and
= assess survey operational and procedural aspects such as;
- ntorvio o .
- worldoad management
-~ interviewer trafning
- office procedures
- revised survey content (Jast chance to checlc)
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5. 1 Interviewers

103. For ‘the Dress Rehear: sal, preference w111 be given to experlencecl ABS Inter v1ewersm

104.

' 5.2 Traing

105, Draft Interviewer training materials wore created for the Skirmish and wﬂl.be refined for the Dress Rehearsal, Further
- work includes the developmﬁnt of e-learning produets which focus on Icey differences between the PSS and other ABS
surveys, such as;

W

106. Work is also being undertaken to create an expanded - ‘
along W:lﬂl survey-spec]ﬁc (1e content based Llammg to Intei WGwars

o training package, which is provided

5.3 Survey procediuxes

© 107. Further development of survey procedures is underway g

108. Respondent safety: Due to the sensitive content of the survey, respondent participation is vohmtaly.w

109. Confidentiality: Alt ABS surveys arc carried out under the Census cmd Statistics Act 1905, and the confidentizlity ol
respondent inforration is guaranteed,

110. Sensitivity: In addition to participation being voluntary, there is also an opt-out point Ja

5.4 Kev dates '

111. For the Dress Rehearsal;
. & Content finalised — Decerabet 2010/Tanuary 2011

+ * Interviewer training —{ NN

» Enuwmeration -
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Agenda Ttem ¢, Where to f1 om here...

112, The next SAQ meeting is schedulsd for Octobei 2011, at Whlch the ABS intends to prov1de:

'- feedback and ﬁndmgs ﬂom the Dress Rehearsal,
o impact of any timing issues; and
o detailed mformatmn on the dissemination plans

113, Other key dates for the PES:

Final data content — November 2011

Live enumetation — '

Summary publication - April 2013

Users' Guide & Confidentialised Unit Record File (CURF) — June 2013

. ® * »

114. These dates are indicative only as the ABS is.still finalising the development timetable,
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Attachiment A

Opt-out point (OOP)

Question Specification

Fgom mgopuléiﬁcm'- o . : Questio:i/l?‘iéldh .1 Togquestion:

oo Qor T T T T T .

o BLAiSB field name;. Perannre OOP
- 11SAS name; Violenca QOl
QDT Entryi 1

1. Information to assist in the itterpretation of the Question Specification:

¢ TFrom, population: _ o ' ,
- Respondents who have answered the questions in the WSS, 1|1 be ssked this question.

o To question;
- If a respondent says yes they are agked the next set of questions in the survey
- If a respondent says ‘no’ they will not be asked any further survey questions and the interview will be concluded,
Note: in the 2005 PSS very few respondents declined to participate at this point fn the swrvey. -
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