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1 Key highlights

Inside this chapter

This chapter discusses some of the key insights from the report for management’s consideration.

1.1 Introduction

What does this report cover?

This report covers the results of the Ministry of Social Development’s (MSD) modelling of social Gutcomes
for all New Zealanders aged 16 and over. The model estimates each person’s pathway acrossa fange of
social outcomes over each quarter in the future. In addition to estimating potential outcgmes for the
current population, the model also estimates outcomes for those entering the population @ver the next 10
years. This includes children as they turn 16 and migrants. More detail can be found it the technical
reportl.

The results include a range of current social outcomes at the date of the medelling projection (30 June
2019) and a similar range of projected social outcomes. The current out¢omes are a summarised view of
current and historical data. The projected outcomes are a summarisedwieéw of the model projections.
When referring to estimated average future years on main benefit;this is based on the average number of
years a group of people are estimated to spend on main benefitsfrom their current age to when they turn
65.

How is the report structured?

= Chapter 2 provides a guide to interpreting this\report

= Chapter 3 provides Covid-19 scenario analysis (see section 1.2 for more detail)

= Chapter 4 summarises the main results\for the benefit system and public housing

= Chapters 5 to 18 show results fof specific population groups, comparing them to a comparison group
with an equivalent age, gendefiand ethnicity distribution.

The population groups have been-gelected in consultation with MSD. However, the full set of modelling
results covers the future lifetimes of all New Zealanders aged 16 and over, and be can used to create similar
chapters for any reasonably sized population group of interest. The report covers only a fraction of the
information contained within the full set of modelling outputs.

Have the impaets of Covid-19 been included?

Most resulfsifr this report are based on data and modelling before Covid-19 started to impact labour
market tonditions in New Zealand. As a result, they provide an important pre-Covid-19 baseline to:

= , ‘€ompare against actual experience
5~ “Quantify the impact of Covid-19 on the benefit system.

The insights derived from this pre-Covid-19 baseline remain highly relevant. In particular, the relativities
between the population and comparison groups in chapter 5 onwards quantify significant differences in
wellbeing outcomes. Future years’ reports may comment on whether Covid-19 has widened these gaps,
and the impact of operational and policy decisions made in response to Covid-19.

! Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Technical Report
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Recognising the significant impact of Covid-19, we have used the modelling to perform scenario analysis
of Covid-19. This is covered in chapter 3.

1.2 Covid-19 scenario analysis

Our Covid-19 scenario analysis estimates the impact on the benefit system will likely last for at least five
years.

The economic impact from the Covid-19 pandemic has already resulted in higher unemployment and
financial hardship in New Zealand. Benefit system entry and exit rates and movement between be fﬂs
categories are likely to be materially different to pre-Covid-19 levels. 5

As aresult, MSD have asked us to use the modelling to explore a Covid-19 scenario benchmar?d. 0

Treasury’s Budget Economic and Fiscal Update (BEFU) 2020. Our understanding of the d ics of the

benefit system (including a review of benefit dynamics following the Global Financial ) suggests:
/

= Large numbers of new clients are highly likely to enter the benefit system, mcﬁ&whom would
otherwise have a relatively low need for benefit system support. These typ ients have a high
likelihood of exiting the system when labour market conditions improv;. ;

= Thelikelihood of clients already in the benefit system exiting is hig
their need for long-term financial support will increase. ,<\

ely to reduce. As a result,

The charts below compare two scenarios:

= Pre-Covid - the pre-Covid-19 baseline projections base %sumptions set using pre-Covid data

= Post-Covid - The post-Covid-19 projection based o ted data to 31 May 2020 and assumptions
consistent with BEFU 2020.
JS-WR client numbers by quarters from \' Quarters on JS-WR over 5 years from
projection date ?y projection date - % of working-age population

250k \(/ 8%

200k QQ 6%
150k O
4%
100k \2\ o
ox Q B Ee
1 3 % 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 1 2-4 5-8 9-12 13-19 20
0@%& COoVID Pre COVID M Post COVID Pre COVID
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New JS-WR clients - Total quarters out of work over 5 years from projection date

30%
25%

20% %
15% O
o (o\
l Q&
0 QQ/
1 2-4 5-8 9-12

%

13-19 20 &
¥post COVID Pre COVID Q
In arecession it becomes increasingly important to be able to distinguish between client ill exit the
system of their own accord and those that need support to exit. The modelling output fr, this scenario

can be used to inform triaging of clients.

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 6
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1.3 Core results — Future years on benefit and in public housing

We estimate large increases in projected future time on main benefits for people to age 65, and in public
housing over their lifetime.

Comparing 2018 to 2019 modelling results, projected future time on main benefits and in public housing O E
has increased materially for most population segments. This has been driven by the following factors: 6\.

= Changes in observed experience: Q/

— Lower observed rates of people exiting benefits

— Higher observed rates of previous beneficiaries returning to the benefit system Q&
— Higher observed entry rates for people who have not received a benefit before v
— Lower observed rates of people exiting public housing.

it E

= Anincrease in the number of public houses and average number of people in a p({lc ousehold,
which effectively increases the likelihood of any person being in public hOUSi@'l he future.

There has also been an increase due to updated data sources. Q

The changes in observed experience are before the effects of Covid-19. @arisons of projected future
time on main benefit and in public housing allowing for Covid-19 ar ﬁ% raightforward, as related
changes are not expected to perpetuate. They are explored in cha L&

Average future years on main 5@%5 to age 65

18

O
16 Q
N

- V
. g

Under 25, main be

o N B OO

er 25, main ben NOMB Recent exits Wider pop
W 2018 m 2019

Q/ Average future years in public housing

Q
S
%

V%?~3II
&
< m B

2
1
Under 25, main ben Over 25, main ben NOMB Recent exits Wider pop
m 2018 © 2019
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1.4 Indicators of resilience

The modelling shows a significant decrease in the likelihood of poor outcomes for people with at least one
indicator of resilience.

We have used the modelling to quantify the relationship between indicators of resilience and the

O%

likelihood of people experiencing poor outcomes in the future. 6\.
The four indicators considered are: Qg-
= No mental health-related support in the last year A

= Were not proceeded against by Police in the last three years Q&
= Earned income in the quarter to 30 June 2019 v
* Earned over $12.5k in income in a quarter in the last three years. 2

For reference, around 2,160, 000 people have three or more of these indicators of r&iénce (68.4% of the
working-age population). (/

The area of the circles reflects the percentage of people in each group projectedto experience the outcome
at some time in the next 10 years. The multipliers are relative to the ‘All e@ aged 16-64’ group. All
groups have been scaled to have the same age, gender and prioritised t@: group distributions to enable
appropriate comparisons.

Projection of outcomes over the next 10 years by nun@ka resilience factors - Aged 16-64

All people No indicators 1 ind.icatlo E 2 indicators 3 indicators 4 indicators
of resilience of resi

of resilience of resilience of resilience

Some time on 0.8x 0.4x
main benefit 18% 8%
Some time in o ' @ 03x
public housing 33 19
Were %
proceede Q 0.9x 0.6x
agains 123 7o
Poliege a
least orice
% Some time
with income
below
threshold

The significant decrease in likelihood is apparent even when considering one indicator of resilience. For
example, the likelihood of being proceeded against by Police is 74% for the group with no indicators of
resilience and 31% for the group with one indicator of resilience.

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 8
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1.5 Mental health

Main benefit clients are projected to access mental health-related supports, particularly specialist mental
health services, significantly more than other people.

Many JS-HCD and SLP clients are accessing those benefits for mental health-related reasons. Mental O E
health-related support use amongst other main benefit clients is also much higher than for non- \.
beneficiaries. @

The charts and table below are for JS-WR clients. The comparison group is all people who are not in tAQ/
benefit system, scaled to have the same age, gender and prioritised ethnic group distribution: ,%)

= The top-left chart shows the proportion of people by level of highest mental health- relatedg
use in the last five years. Not only have more JS-WR clients than their comparison gro
mental health-related supports, but the average level of support use is higher. For e fé‘k

sed
28% of JS-
WR clients have accessed specialised mental health services (labelled PRIMHD i 1n t! art), compared

to 9% of the comparison group.

= The top-right chart shows the total projected number of quarters accessin,vgalal health-related
supports over the next 10 years. The average is much higher for JS-WR clienfs

= The table shows the proportion of people with different indicators of tisk among JS-WR clients who
are projected to access mental health-related supports in every &9 over the next 10 years (i.e. the
people circled in the top right hand chart). 83% of this group hree or more risk factors,

highlighting correlation and concentration of indicators o @

JS-WR - Mental health-related support use JS - Total quarters using mental health-
highest level in last 5 years r supports in next 10 years - Distribution

80% '\5;

60% 20%

0,
40% 15%
10%
20%
5%
0%
arm None

only
IJS—WR& arison mJS-WR Comparison

icators of risk amongst those in population group projected
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

ME- i Proceeded Zero Acute MB 3 or more
relaced againstby | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHEG
support Police in June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
uce in last last 3 years quarter years

Q/ 94% 15% 32% 70% 35% 100% 83%

Chapter 15 defines a population group as ‘all people aged 16-64 who utilised mental health-related
supports in each of the four quarters to 30 June 2019’. There are about 272,000 people in this group (8.6%
of the working-age population). They are projected to:

= Spend significantly more time out of work

= Spend more time with total income (inc. government transfers) below a minimum wage threshold

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 9
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= Be much more likely to be proceeded against by Police

= Have higher levels of self-reported loneliness and lower levels of reported life satisfaction.

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 10
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1.6 Current non-beneficiaries projected to spend more than 25% of the next
10 years on main benefits

main benefit have identifiable indicators of risk and are estimated to experience other poor outcomes.

Many of the current non-beneficiaries who are projected to spend more than 25% of the next 10 years on s

Understanding which new clients are, and are not, likely to spend a material amount of time on benefit will \
help with triaging. In our 2018 results report we highlighted current non-beneficiaries who are projected Q.
to spend more than 25% of the next 10 years on main benefit. AQ/

There are around 97,300 people in this group (3.1% of the working-age population). The compa ygr:
group in this instance is current non-beneficiaries who are projected to spend less than 5% of t ext 10
years on main benefit (including those projected to spend no time on main benefit):

= The top two charts below show this group’s current total incomes are much lower t Q—T?
comparison group, and their recent use of mental health-related supports is mu Qer. ‘Total
income’ includes benefits, Working for Families payments and the effective b 0 income from
Income-Related Rent Subsidy (IRRS) on public housing. Projected total inc re also much lower,
with 90% of the group projected to spend more than half of the next 10 ea%ith total income below a
minimum wage threshold (30% for the comparison group). é

= The bottom two charts show that this group are 3.1x more likely Qie comparison group to be
proceeded against by Police in the next 10 years. &

Current annualised total income @1 health-related support use - highest

E level in last 5 years
60% \ 80%
50%
° A\Y% 60%
40% '\

30% 40%
20%
(]
O% — I
$

0%

0 S0-$17,1 $17,160 - $34,320+ Hospital PRIMHD MSD Pharm None
$34,320 benefit only
B Future MB )&% Comparison M Future MB >25% Comparison
Proceede ihst by Police Total number of Police proceedings in next 10 years -
i 10 years Distribution

0 43%

4 20%

g@ 15%
30%

QS 25% 10%
20%

Q’ 15% 3.1x 1a% 5%
Q_ 10%

N ..
1 2-4

5% 0%
0% 5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100
Fut MB >25% Comparison M Fut MB >25% Comparison
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1.7 Main benefit clients in public housing

The modelling shows that main benefit clients in public housing are projected to receive, or benefit from,

nearly 2.5x more benefit and public housing related payments over their lifetimes than other public

housing tenants.

in this instance is public housing tenants not receiving a main benefit (excluding pensioners).

>

There are about 48,700 people in this group (1.5% of the working-age population). The comparison group @\

The difference in average future payments stems from differences in future benefit payments, which ﬁ;
would likely stop for people who are eligible to receive the New Zealand Super when they reach 65 yea

old, and future IRRS payments, which continue over a person’s lifetime. The difference in futur S
payments is mainly due to lower IRRS levels (as opposed to lower projected future time in pu &
Despite less apparent financial vulnerability, the comparison group do not exit public housi %
materially higher rate than those on a main benefit. Note that 35% of main benefit clien@%

are receiving SLP.

MB & PH group
Average future
payments $24 9k

$300k
$250k

$200k

B Other*
AS

m IRR-S %2\%
ain Bene lt%Q; -
N
Q $50k
B

0k

,\/S

C/&/

Comparison group v The difference

$1Q§§§§ $141Kk

oF
Q.
O

*includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,

Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs

Grants.

Ministry of Social Development
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1.8 Residual Global Financial Crisis impact

The modelling suggests minimal long-term differences in outcomes for people who left school during the
Global Financial Crisis (GFC) compared to people who left school in better economic times pre-GFC.

Youth unemployment rates were very high during the GFC (25%+ for under 20-year-olds in the labour O E
force). Youth also appear to be disproportionately impacted by Covid-19-related labour market effects. 6\.

leavers moved into tertiary education, many entered the labour force. During the GFC, some were una
to find employment and transitioned into the benefit system. Previous conversations with MSD haye
suggested that there may be a long-term GFC-related impact for school leavers at this time. Th
hypothesis was that entering the labour market during the GFC had a long-term impact on th ture
employment prospects and other outcomes. $~

People exiting mainstream schooling during the GFC faced a tough labour market. While lots of scho@-

We have considered people who turned 18 in 2008. There are around 148,500 people in@ current
modelling population in this group (4.7% of the current working-age population). rf historical lows in
2007, the unemployment rate started increasing noticeably through 2008. The c rison group is all
people who turned 18 in 2003, scaled to have the same gender and prioritised etlinic group distribution as
the population group. Most of the comparison group would have complet eir education and entered
the labour market in the strong labour market conditions preceding the

On almost all measures, current and projected outcomes over the years for the two groups are very
similar. Even if this group may have experienced poorer outcome n the comparison group between the
GFC and now, 10+ years on from the GFC their future outcorrép ar unaffected.

This is an important finding, given the current likelihoo eep recession and people exiting education
into a tough labour market. The age difference betwe ps impacts the comparison.
Current annualised total income '\, Current housing status

80% \?‘ 100%

60% 80%
Q 60%

40%
40%
20%

0% - -% 0 ——— _
0 $17,160 - $34,320+

20%

S0 PH AS Private
$34,320
B GFC y@'ﬂ?aver Comparison B GFC school leaver Comparison
Some ental health-related Total quarters using mental health-related supports
g;orts in next 10 years in next 10 years - Distribution

cj%’ 53% 54% 20%

50%
15%

40%
30% 10%
N
0% -

0% 5-10 11-20 21-39
GFCschIvr  Comparison B GFC sch Ivr Comparison
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2 Guide to this report

Inside this chapter

This chapter acts as a guide to the report, explaining how results have been constructed, how charts
should be interpreted and how outcomes are defined.

This is the results report for the Ministry of Social Development’s (MSD) modelling of social outcomes for
New Zealand resident adults aged 16 and over. The purpose of this report is to present the results from the
2019 modelling.

Status of this report

This is the final version of the report. It supersedes all prior versions.

2.1 Covid-19

The Covid-19 pandemic will have a significant impact on the welfare andpublic housing systems. The
impact of the pandemic on the economy will likely result in higher un€émployment and financial hardship
over the short to medium term. There has been, and there is likely.fo ontinue to be, higher volumes of
new entrants to the benefit system and lower exit rates. Demand\of public housing and the
Accommodation Supplement are likely to increase. Normal patterns of movement between benefit types
and public housing support are likely to be disrupted significantly.

Most of the results in this report are based on data prigxto the coronavirus outbreak with assumptions
based on data up to 30 June 2019. Results should be wiéwed as a ‘baseline’ estimate of what would have
happened in the absence of the pandemic. This ‘baséline’ can be compared with actual outcomes to help
assess the impact of the pandemic.

We have conducted scenario analysis to €stiffiate potential impacts of the Covid-19 pandemic. Results
from this analysis are covered in chapter 3.

2.2 Key terms and aceényms

Please see Appendix A foxdefinitions of common acronyms and terms used in this report.

2.3 Navigating this report

2.3.1 Care results

Sectien 4 - Core pre-Covid-19 baseline results gives an overview of the expected welfare and public
hetisipg lifetime support required for the New Zealand resident population aged 16 and over.

ThHe population has been broken down into groups of similar people, or segments. Segments are stable
groupings of individuals that are mutually exclusive; each individual belongs to one and only one segment
at any given time. This is particularly useful to give insight into different patterns of lifetime
benefit/housing support receipt and risk/resilience factors. Separate segmentation structures are used for
welfare and public housing.

2.3.1.1 Welfare segments

The welfare segments are unchanged from the 2018 reporting.

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 14
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The welfare segmentation breaks the population down into individuals currently supported by main

benefits, those supported by supplementary and orphans’ benefits (Not On Main Benefits; NOMB), those

recently on main benefits, pensioners, and the rest of the population. Further partitioning is based on
factors that explain variation in lifetime benefit support.

Note that:

Ch 0-2 and Ch 3-13 refer to the age of the youngest child in the household

No reassessment refers to SLP clients who do not have a set eligibility reassessment period

2yr mental health refers to SLP clients who have a 2-year eligibility reassessment period and whos Q/

primary incapacity code is mental health-related

2yr other refers to SLP clients who have a 2-year eligibility reassessment period and whose @,%ry

incapacity code is not mental health-related.

Figure 2.1 - Welfare segments
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Benefit history within 1-5 years

No benefit history within last 5 years

&.3.12 Public housing segments

v
&

65 and over

The public housing segments are unchanged from the 2018 reporting.

Households are assigned to a household segment based on the status of the primary tenant. Segments are
based on public housing system status, proximity to the private market, whether there are children in the

household, and benefit status.

K
JS-WR ;%;5\.0

A

Q

s

We use ‘closer to the (private rental) market’ to describe clients with an Income Related Rent Subsidy
(IRRS) less than or equal to $150 per week. Conversely, we describe those with IRRS above this level as
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‘further from the (private rental) market’. A client may be in receipt of a main benefit with work
requirements (namely Jobseeker Work-ready, Emergency Benefit and Sole Parent Support with youngest
child at least three years old), in receipt of a main benefit without work requirements (any other main
benefit such as Supported Living Payment), or not on a main benefit. Recent exit segments are split on
whether people receive Accommodation Supplement (AS).

The rest of the population is subdivided based on receipt of the AS.

Note that Priority A refers to households who have been assessed as at risk and Priority B refers to 6\'
households who have been assessed as having a serious housing need. For avoidance of doubt, Priority A Q—
considered higher priority than Priority B. A

A
L
Priority A Q—?~

Figure 2.2 - Public housing segments
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Figure 2.3 - Example results chart A
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2.3.2 Cohorts of interest

Sections 5 to 18 provide results for cohorts of interest. Each section describes the current and estimated
outcomes for a specific cohort. The sections follow a similar structure to allow for comparisons between

different cohorts. %
2.3.21 Outcomes 6\0

Current outcomes include measures based on administrative data and the General Social Survey (GSS).
Administrative measures are recorded as at 30 June 2019. Measures based on the GSS are sourced fro;;%/
latest survey available in the IDI, which was collected in 2018. For some cohorts of interest, there age

enough people included in the GSS to present the GSS measures. Q
Table 2.1 — Current outcomes QO ?“
)
Outcome Source Description p: /Q
N\
1st trimester maternity Admin Of the people who were pregnant in'the five years up to June
registration 2019, what proportion registered eir first trimester.
Ability to be yourself GSS How easy or hard is it for be yourself in New
Zealand? &
Acute hospitalisation in Admin An unplanned admisSion on the day of presentation at a
last five years publicly fund@ Ithcare facility in the five years to 30
June 2019. O
Annualised earned income Admin Taxa ome in the June 2019 quarter earned from:

=, Wadges & salaries

\?‘ ACC weekly compensation

\ =  Student Allowance
QQ =  Withholding payments
O = Paid parental leave
\2\% =  Self-employment, partnership and company income
& The amount is then annualised by multiplying by 4.

Annualised tot@me Admin Income in the June 2019 quarter received from:

%Q * Earnedincome
N

=  Working for Families Tax Credits

= IRRS

Q/Q =  Benefit payments

Q/?\ The amount is then annualised by multiplying by 4.

Benefit Status Admin What, if any, was the individual’s main benefit received in
the June 2019 quarter.

Diabetes prevalence Admin The percentage of people who at some point up to 30 June
2019 were diagnosed with diabetes.

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 18
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Outcome Source Description
Employment status Admin Whether someone is employed, defined by having earned
income in the quarter equivalent to greater than the
minimum wage for 20 hours per week. %
Family wellbeing GSS Where zero means extremely badly and 10 means extremely '\Q
well, how would you rate how your family is doing these %
days? %Q
Highest education level Admin The highest NZQF level of any qualifications compleged pe
achieved person up to 30 June 2019 for those under-302.
Highest justice interaction =~ Admin In the five years to June 2019 what was the hi%g;ustice
in last five years interaction level per person. Defined in or

/7
1. Custodial sentence C’}

2. Community sentence
3. Proceeded against by Police ?“
4. None

Housing Status Admin The housing status fog@une 2019 quarter per person:

1. PHifinanyp Q‘housing in the quarter
2. Otherwise, eceived AS

3. Otherwi tvate (i.e. not in public housing or
recei@S)

Job satisfaction GSS Plea% ink about the last four weeks in your job. How do
yQu fe€l about your job?

Life satisfaction GSS &wre zero is completely dissatisfied, and 10 is completely
Q\ satisfied, how do you feel about your life as a whole?

Material Wellbeing Index @ A score derived from a set of nine questions relating to
respondents’ non-income material wellbeing. Described as
“the actual day-to-day living conditions of households in
&\2\ terms of the basics of food, clothing, accommodation,
heating, and transport, and more widely in terms of their
Q— ability to maintain or replace broken household appliances,
Q/ purchase desirable nonessentials, cope with unexpected
&Q demands on the household budget, and so on”.

2NZQF levels range from the equivalent of NCEA Level 1 to Level 10 for a PhD. These levels are further defined
here: https://www2.nzqa.govt.nz/qualifications-and-standards/about-new-zealand-qualifications-credentials-
framework/
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Outcome Source Description
Highest level of mental Admin The highest level of any mental health-related support use
health-related support use in the five years to June 2019 per person. The highest level is
in last five years prioritised as:
1. If discharged from hospital for a mental health event
then hospital
2. Otherwise, if received mental health specialist services
then PRIMHD

3. Otherwise, if received SLP-HCD or JS-HCD with mental
health listed as the primary incapacity then MSD benefit

4. Otherwise, if prescribed pharmaceuticals that dte
mental health-related then Pharm only

5. None

Perceived health GSS In general, would you say your health‘is‘excellent, very
good, good, fair or poor?

Perceived safety GSS Thinking about crime, how s&fe-er unsafe do you feel:
= At home by yourself‘at night?
*  Walking alone ifyour neighbourhood after dark?

= Waiting for ot using public transport such as buses and
trains at-night?

*  Usingthé&internet for online transactions?

Poor housing quality GSS If any of the following is true:

I>"If the answer to “how would you describe the condition
of your house or flat?” is “immediate repairs and
maintenance needed” or “immediate and extensive
repairs and maintenance needed”

2. Ifthe answer to “does your house or flat have no
problem, a minor problem, or a major problem with
dampness or mould?” is “major problem”

3. Ifthe answer to “in winter, is your house or flat colder
than you would like?” is “yes — always”

Self-reported leneliness GSS In the last four weeks, how much of the time have you felt
lonely?

Social support - how easy  GSS Suppose you felt a bit down or a bit depressed and wanted

to seek support to talk with someone about it. How easy would it be to talk

to someone?

Victimisation GSS In the last 12 months, were any crimes committed against
you?

Projected outcomes are based on outputs from the 2019 model. The model projects individual’s outcomes
from 30 June 2019 until death. Except for chapters 3 and 4, outcomes reported are over the first 10 years of
the projection. Chapter 3 shows results over the first five years of the projection. Chapter 4 shows results
on a future lifetime basis.
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At the end of each chapter from chapter 5 onwards, lifetime benefit and IRRS payments are shown.
Payments have been inflated using average weekly earnings and discounted back to 30 June 2019 using
Treasury risk-free discount rates. IRRS payments have been adjusted for expected market rent inflation.

2.3.2.2  Future outcomes

Future outcomes are defined in Table 2.2.

Table 2.2 — Future outcomes

Outcome

Definition

% who enrol in tertiary
education

At least one acute
hospitalisation

At least one mental health
-related hospitalisation

Were proceeded against by
Police

Experience time out of
work

Serve at least one custodial
sentence

Serve at least one
community sentence

Some time in public
housing

Some time on main benefjit
Some time with jAcome (or
total income) below

threshold

Some use of mental
hedlth-related supports

The percentage of a defined population who enrol in tertiary edu€ation
over a defined time period

Whether someone has at least one acute hospitalisation 6yet a defined time
period

Whether someone has at least one mental healtiirelated hospitalisation
over a defined time period

Whether someone was proceeded agajdst\by Police over a defined period of
time

Whether someone is not empldyed for at least a quarter over a defined time
period

Whether someone serviesaat least one custodial sentence over a defined
time period

Whether som€on#’serves at least one community sentence over a defined
time period

Whethér someone lives in public housing at some point over a defined time
pesiod

Whether someone receives a main benefit at some point over a defined
time period

Whether someone has total income below threshold for at least a quarter

over a defined time period

Whether someone utilises mental health-related supports at least once
over a defined time period

2-3.2.3 Comparison group

Outcomes in chapters 5 onwards are measured against a comparison group that does not have the trait(s)
associated with the specific population group. For example, the cohort of interest in chapter 5 is
individuals that display three or more defined indicators of risk. The comparison group for this cohort is
individuals displaying none of the defined indicators of risk. The comparison group is reweighted to have
the same demographic profile (age, gender and prioritised ethnic group distribution) as the cohort of
interest. The exception to this is chapter 17, where the comparison group necessarily does not have the

same age distribution.

Ministry of Social Development
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Chapters 5 and 6 include outcomes for groups closely related to the primary cohort of interest. The chart
on the following page provides guidance on how to interpret the bubble charts used for this analysis.
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Figure 2.4 - Example bubble chart A
Measure Comparison Subgroups based on number of indicators of risk (o@ence)
All people No indicators lindicator 2 indicators 3 indicators 4 indiz Sindicators 6 indicators
of risk of risk of risk of risk of pi of risk of risk

0.3x
Some time ‘ @7

on main

benefit 11%
Size of circles @— —o tipliers ——@ Percentages
To enable quick, relative comparison the &ﬁultiplier indicates how much larger or The percentages represent how
area of the circles represents the measure .\(J smaller the measure is for the interest group much of the comparison or
percentage for each subgroup (33% in this Q or subgroups compared to the comparison subgroup are projected to
example) Q group experience the measure over the

O next 10 years
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2.4  Wellbeing framework

This project is guided by a wellbeing framework. The framework is set out in the following tables. It was

devised in consultation with MSD and a range of other social sector stakeholders. Several of the indicators

are projected by the model. To the extent of its coverage, it represents a model of people’s future wellbeing %
based on this framework. This framework may be revised as MSD further develops its framing for O

wellbeing. 6\'
There is a conceptual distinction between population and subpopulation indicators. Subpopulation %2
indicators relate to outcomes that MSD has some ability to influence directly. Improvements in thes

should lead to improvement in population indicators for MSD’s key populations of interest (relatiyé to the

general population). MSD has more influence in some wellbeing domains than others.

The domains of the framework mirror the Treasury’s Living Standards Framework of curr% ellbeing.
The Time use, Civil engagement & governance and Environment domains are outside t ct remit of
MSD and HUD; this report does not consider these domains. P
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Jobs & Income & Consumption Housing

Earnings

. Everybody has access to meaningful Households have the economic A Zealanders have access to

Description . . .

employment resources to afford the necessities of life rdable, warm and dry housing

=  Participation and employment =  Household income® Oi *  Housing affordability®

(a)
rates = Income inequality ,<\. = Rooms per person®

" Job satisfaction = Material wellbeing i %‘ = Housing quality

Population
=  Stability of housing®

indicators Q-
O
~
A\

=  School enrolment & changes

=  Sustained employment exits for job ] ome following exit from welfare = Qvercrowding and underuse®
(a) inog®@
seckers Q\o R G *  Unmet demand for public housing
= Effectiveness of certain work =  Household income adequacy for (known/unknown)@
Subpopulation programmes subgroups on benefits or in

s housing® =  Time to house on register®
indicators = Rates of finding employme ousing

unemployed tenants® &
Notes: s

(a) Measures wholly or partially covering the indicator are projected in the 2019 model.
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Description

Population
indicators

Subpopulation
indicators

Notes:

Health

People have the capacity to stay well and
recover well

IN-CONFIDENCE

Knowledge Safety &
& Skills Security

Everybody has the education and skills Ne i;nders feel safe and live free from
needed to participate in society yQifmsation and abuse
C,

=  Perceived health

= Mental health-related hospital
admissions®

= Diabetes prevalence
=  Acute hospitalisations®

= 1% trimester maternity registrations

o
= Educational attainment ; =  Crime rates (violent assault, property,
on leaving school® <>$ domestic violence)

= Post-school enrolment® ’\

= Post-school completiov
02 = Victimisation

=  Child protection reports and
interventions®

=  Perceived safety

§ = Police proceedings®
x = Corrections sentences®
A
V
=  Employment outcomes for those with = cation-related = Employment & housing outcomes for
partial capacity to work® (,Uenefit exits® those with criminal history®

Employment outcomes for those Q = Improvement in Jobseeker skills

accessing mental health-related

support® Q/

0\5%
<
&

t
i 52019 - Results Report
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Educational achievement for children
of clients

= Qutcomes post-study support

(a) Measures wholly or partially coverin@&afdicator are projected in the 2019 model.
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Description

Population
indicators

Subpopulation
indicators

Notes:

(a) Measures wholly or parti.

Cultural Identity

People feel accepted as they are and

can freely identify with their culture

or place

IN-CONFIDENCE

Social Connections

Everybody feels socially connected
to others

Subjective Welibeing

Peoph&ré satisfied with the quality of
theif life

'

= Ability to be yourself

Social supports among family, 0

friends and whanau

Self-reported engagemer@

v
=  Personal life satisfaction

= Family wellbeing

No subpopulation indicators

&

<&
Y
S

<
&

t
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loneliness Q
Volunteering OQ"
&
\Y

Househol% ange-related benefit
system entries/exits®

C s who access mental health-
@1} ed supports and live alone®

%ommunity investment

effectiveness

overing the indicator are projected in the 2019 model.

No subpopulation indicators
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2.5 Limitations and reliances

In preparing this report we have relied on data and other information provided in the IDI without audit or
independent verification. We have carried out checks of reasonableness and consistency. Any known
material discrepancies in the data should be reported to us so that we can consider whether this report
should be amended accordingly.

There is an inherent limitation on the accuracy of estimates in this report caused by the fundamental
uncertainty of attempting to predict the future. In our opinion, we have used techniques and assumptiods
that are appropriate, and the conclusions in reporting of results are reasonable, based on available
information. However, it should be recognised that the outcomes people experience can be expect€d to
differ from our projections.

It is also worth noting that the outcomes we project are inherently complex in nature. As asimplification
of reality, a model will always have limitations.

The estimation of outcomes and associated cashflows for both the current populatief ahd future entrants
is subject to influences whose effects cannot be determined with accuracy. Consequently, it is a virtual
certainty that the ultimate experience will depart from any estimate, but the extént of this departure is
subject to uncertainty. If potential outcomes and their relative likelihood wete expressed as a probability
distribution, we would consider our estimates to be the mean of that distfibtition. In particular, the
estimates provided in this report contain no deliberate bias towards eVver*ot under-estimation.

For a more expansive discussion of the limitations of the projectiottmodel, please refer to the technical
reports.

2.5.1 IDI disclaimer

The results in this pack are not official statistics. Th€y-have been created for research purposes from the
Integrated Data Infrastructure (IDI), managed by Statistics New Zealand.

The opinions, findings, recommendations, ande0nclusions expressed in this sheet are those of the
author(s), not Statistics NZ, or the Ministfy of Social Development.

Access to the anonymised data useddn this study was provided by Statistics NZ under the security and
confidentiality provisions of the Statistics Act 1975. Only people authorised by the Statistics Act 1975 are
allowed to see data about a particular person, household, business, or organisation, and the results in this
report have been confidentidlised to protect these groups from identification and to keep their data safe.

Careful consideration hdsbeen given to the privacy, security, and confidentiality issues associated with
using administrative and'survey data in the IDI. Further detail can be found in the Privacy Impact
Assessment for theMfitegrated Data Infrastructure available from www.stats.govt.nz.

The results ar€ based in part on tax data supplied by Inland Revenue to Statistics NZ under the Tax
Administratien’Act 1994. This tax data must be used only for statistical purposes, and no individual
informatioh may be published or disclosed in any other form, or provided to Inland Revenue for
admimistrative or regulatory purposes.

ARy person who has had access to the unit record data has certified that they have been shown, have read,
and have understood section 81 of the Tax Administration Act 1994, which relates to secrecy. Any
discussion of data limitations or weaknesses is in the context of using the IDI for statistical purposes, and
is not related to the data’s ability to support Inland Revenue’s core operational requirements.

* Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Technical Report
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3 Covid-19 scenario analysis

Inside this chapter

This chapter reports on specific use of the modelling for Covid-19 scenario analysis. Chapters 4 onwards
explore the pre-Covid-19 baseline results.

The Covid-19 pandemic will have a significant impact on the welfare system. The economic impact of thé
pandemic is expected to result in higher unemployment and financial hardship over the short to medium
term. There has been, and there is likely to continue to be, higher volumes of new entrants to the‘bénefit
system and lower exit rates. Historical patterns of movement between benefit categories are likely to be
disrupted.

Other chapters in this report are based on data prior to the coronavirus outbreak with assumptions set
based on data up to 30 June 2019. In this chapter we report on using the model to perform Covid-19
scenario analysis. Specifically, how the benefit system is projected to change through a possible Covid-19
related recession. We focus on:

= The likely outcomes for new people who enter the benefit system
=  How likely outcomes change for people who were already in the bengefit system
= How likely outcomes change for young people.

The Covid-19 scenario uses Treasury’s Budget and Fiscal Update (BEFU) 2020 unemployment rate
forecast. This chapter compares results from this modelljng,Scenario with results from our pre-Covid-19
baseline projection.

We explain our methodology for generating the Ceyid-19 scenario in section 3.6.

3.1 Considerations

Sections 3.2 to 3.5 set out results of thre €ovid-19 scenario analysis. Given the dynamic nature of the Covid-
19 situation and its effects on labodrmarket conditions, further work may be valuable to:

= Monitor how actual experience tracks relative to the modelled Covid-19 scenario. We suggest
monitoring:

— Benefit counts
— Rates of benefit system entry into different benefit categories, split by time since last on benefit

— Ratesofibefiefit system exit for new clients who entered the benefit system after, say,
1 March’2020

— 'Rates of benefit system exit for longer-term clients e.g. those who entered the system before
1]July 2019

# Rates of transfer between JS-WR and JS-HCD, split by duration on benefit.

* Use the Covid-19 scenario modelling output to identify clients who are likely to exit the benefit system
quickly once labour market conditions improve. A segmentation exercise may be beneficial. This
would inform triaging of clients and optimise streaming to case management services and
employment assistance programmes.

= Consider alternative scenarios. For example, if Treasury’s Pre-election Economic and Fiscal Update
(PREFU) 2020 is materially different to BEFU 2020.
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3.2 Benefit counts

During a recession, the dynamics of the benefit system change significantly:

= New people enter the system, particularly into JS-WR. Ordinarily, most of these new people would
otherwise sustain employment and have relatively little need for benefit system support. As
unemployment rises an increasing number enter the system. Equally, as economic recovery builds and
unemployment decreases, these people are often the first to exit the system i.e. their financial support
needs tend to be temporary. Young people are over-represented in this group.

= People in the benefit system before the recession find it increasingly hard to find employment and exit
the benefit system.

The number of benefit system clients increase and the range of people in the system broadens.

The following set of charts illustrates these points. The charts on the left-hand side show projected
numbers of people receiving each main benefit category over the 20 quarters (i.e. five years)\from the date
of projection. The ‘Post COVID’ line represents the Covid-19 scenario we have developed¥The start date
for this projection is 30 June 2020. The ‘Pre COVID’ line represents the Pre-Covid~19'baseline projection
(on which the other chapters in this report are based). The start date for this prejeetion is 30 June 2019.
The charts on the right-hand side show what proportion of the 20 quarters fronithe date of projection
people are projected to spend in different main benefit categories.

The most significant effects are on JS-WR. Projected client numbers ifitlte’Covid-19 scenario rise sharply
and decrease sharply, broadly reflecting changes in labour market.conditions. A much higher proportion
of working-age people are projected to spend a relatively short dmdunt of time on JS-WR in the post-
Covid-19 scenario.

The effects on other benefit categories in the post-Covidi19)scenario are more muted. This does not mean
that greater differences to the pre-Covid-19 baseline will not emerge. But in this scenario, they are
contained to small differences in new clients and someincrease associated with transfers from JS-WR
(given a higher number of JS-WR clients).

JS-WR client numbers - 20 quarter proejéction Quarters on JS-WR - % of working-age
population - 20 quarter projection

250k 8%
200k 6%
150k
4%
100k o~
N ) I I
A _ Bl
1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 1 2-4 5.8 9-12 13-19 20

e Post COVID Pre COVID W Post COVID Pre COVID
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JS-HCD client numbers - 20 quarter projection Quarters on JS-HCD - % of working-age
population - 20 quarter projection

100k 2.5%
80k 2.0% OS
60k 1.5% %x
40k 1.0%
20k 0.5% I I I é%
0k 0.0% &
1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 5-8 9-12
e Post COVID Pre COVID B Post COVID VID
SPS client numbers - 20 quarter projection Quarters on SPS - %,6f Working-age
population - 20 q@ r projection
80k 1.0%

————

0,

60k -  0.8%
0.6%

40k

0.4%

20k S
Ok Qo. %

13579111315171® 9-12 13-19 20

= Post COVID Pre covm\/ W Post COVID Pre COVID
SLP client numbers - 20 quarter @ctmn Quarters on SLP - % of working-age
Q population - 20 quarter projection
120k OQ 2.0%
100k
20k \2\ 1.5%
60k & 1.0%
40k Q/Q‘
Jok O 0.5% I I I
-\ o i
0 11 13 15 17 19 58 912 1319
a— P0ost COVID Pre COVID W Post COVID Pre COVID

&
Q,?B 3 New JS-WR clients

Q/ To focus on new JS-WR clients, we have looked at people in the Covid-19 scenario who come on to JS-WR
Q— in the quarter preceding the projection date and were still on JS-WR at the projection date - ‘New JS-WR’.
These have been compared to people in the pre-Covid-19 baseline who come on to JS-WR in the quarter
preceding the projection date and were still on JS-WR at the projection date - ‘Comparison’.
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We have looked at their projected outcomes over the five years after the projection date in the charts

below. The change in dynamics is evident across all outcomes. Despite poorer labour market conditions in

the Covid-19 scenario, the new JS-WR clients are projected to spend less time on benefit and have better

income outcomes. This reflects the fact that most of the incremental new JS-WR clients in this scenario

have relatively few barriers to employment once the labour market improves. %

Projected average benefit and IRRS payments over the next five years are nearly 50% lower in the Covid-19
scenario, albeit total payments across all clients increase significantly with the increase in client numbers. C\,

3.3.1 Social outcomes over next 20 quarters (i.e. five years) AQ/
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Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution
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3.3.2  Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next five years

New JS-WR Comparison group The difference
Q
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payments Q-%
R\
$100k &
L

-

S60k
S40k
M Other*
AS
$20k
M IRRS
B Main Benefit
S0k
-$20k

-$40k Q
‘oo((
5,6{32\

*includes: Disabij '%ﬂowamce, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Emergency B {Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs

Grants. %
3@ JS-WR clients with more than one year current duration on JS-WR

ocus on JS-WR clients who were already in the benefit system when Covid-19 started to impact New
ealand, we have looked at people in the Covid-19 scenario who had been on JS-WR for at least four
Q/ quarters at the projection date (30 June 2020) - JS-WR >1yr’. These have been compared to people in the
\/ pre-Covid-19 baseline who had been on JS-WR for at least four quarters at the projection date (30 June
2019)- ‘Comparison’.

In this comparison the differences are less material than for new JS-WR clients, but still perceivable.
Projected time out of work and time on benefit increase marginally in the Covid-19 scenario i.e. projected
outcomes are worse compared to the pre-Covid-19 baseline.
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3.4.1 Social outcomes over next 20 quarters (ie five years)

Total quarters using mental health-related supports- Distribution
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Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution
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3.4.2 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next five years

JS-WR > 1yr Comparison group The difference
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Emergency Bene éhrdship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs

Grants. Q
3.5 \b% under 25-year-olds

T. s on young people, we have looked at all under 25-year-olds (i.e., 16-24 year olds; regardless of
6@ her they were on benefit or not) in the Covid-19 scenario (‘Under 25s’) and the pre-Covid-19 baseline
omparison’).

When considering a broad population group like this, rather than the benefit specific groups considered in
section 3.3 and section 3.4, differences in outcomes are less perceivable. Even in a recession, most work-
able people retain employment even if their sense of job security decreases.

In the 5-year projection charts below we see some increased benefit receipt and related time out of work,
but for this full population group this has a relatively small impact on their projected earned income
profile over the next five years.
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3.5.1

Social outcomes over next 20 quarters (i.e. five years)

Total quarters using mental health-related supports - Distribution
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Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution
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3.5.2 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next five years

Under 25s Comparison group The difference
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3. Methodology

@ methodology has the following three steps:

Q/ 3.6.1 Step1- Adjust the data

AV
Qg/ The social outcomes modelling is performed in Stats NZ’s Integrated Data Infrastructure (IDI). The data in
the IDI is lagged and there is not sufficient data covering the Covid-19 period to use yet. Therefore, we
have used the data from our baseline modelling (as at 30 June 2019) as if it were at 30 June 2020 and
adjusted it as follows:
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=  We obtained benefit system data from MSD covering the period up to 31 May 2020. The data
contained counts of people in each benefit category for each month end, split by gender, age band,
MSD region and duration on benefit. The data also contained benefit grants data for each benefit
category for each month, split by age, MSD region and time since last on benefit.

= The data was analysed to draw conclusions about how the benefit system had changed between 30 %
June 2019 and 31 May 2020. We then adjusted the benefit status of some people in the 30 June 2019 O
IDI data so that benefit counts were consistent with the 31 May 2020 data including splits by gender, \.
age band, MSD region, duration on benefit and time since last on benefit. Q-%

The resulting dataset has been used as the basis for the scenario analysis. AQ/

3.6.2  Step 2 - Update unemployment rate assumptions Q&

The pre-Covid-19 baseline unemployment rate assumptions were derived from Treasury’s Half-year
Economic and Fiscal Update (HYEFU) 2019. HYEFU 2019 was set well before Covid-19 j cted New
Zealand. BEFU 2020 was released in mid-May and contains Covid-19 related forecasts. ave used the
main unemployment rate forecast in BEFU 2020 for this scenario analysis. We arﬁre that Treasury’s
Pre-election Economic and Fiscal Update (PREFU) 2020 will be released shortl, reasury’s forecasts
may have changed from BEFU 2020. Once PREFU 2020 is available, change sh&’(’d be considered and the
scenario analysis potentially updated. é

The following charts show the differences in forecasts. ,&\O

Figure 3.1 - National unemployment rate ?\
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Treasur ot provide a forecast of regional unemployment rates. Previously we developed a
method y to produce a forecast for these rates and have used broadly the same methodology here. A
ion of the methodology can be found in the technical report*. Charts for regional rates are on the
f@age
&m are aware that Covid-19 has so far had a disproportionate effect on some industries (e.g. tourism). We
might expect the unemployment rate to be higher in regions where those industries are prevalent.

0/ However, current available data does not yet support this theory. Statistics NZ’s Covid-19 data portal®
Q_ shows filled jobs by region up to and including May 2020, with no obvious pattern between regions

4 Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Technical Report

> www.stats.govt.nz/experimental/covid-19-data-portal
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exposed to industries such as tourism and the level of reduction in filled jobs. The picture is likely to be

complicated by movement of people between regions, workers from overseas and government assistance

such as wage subsidies.
Figure 3.2 -Unemployment rates per MSD region
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: Step 3 — Adjust benefit system transition models

A range of sub-models govern the estimated transitions of people between benefit states i.e. entry to and
exit from the benefit system and transfers between benefit categories. The unemployment rate
assumptions influence these transition models. However, given the severity of the scenario being
considered, we have made further adjustments to these models. These adjustments have been partly

informed by analysis of how transition rates changed through the GFC period. Particular care was given to

the sub-models determining transition rates out of each benefit category. In a recovery phase, a much
higher proportion will exit the benefit system rather than transfer to another benefit category. Unlike

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY
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during the GFC, BEFU forecasts a relatively quick recovery in the unemployment rate from a forecast peak
0f 9.75% in Q3 2020.

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 43
Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Results Report



IN-CONFIDENCE

4 Core pre-Covid-19 baseline results QQ/

4.1 Benefit system segmentation v
Figure 4.1 - % of future lifetime on main benefits before age 65 Q~
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Figure 4.2 - Average future years in public housing QQ/
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Figure 4.3 - Average future payments - for main benefits and public housing
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Figure 4.4 - % of future lifetime before age 65, receiving income below income threshold
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inimum wage (increased with AWE) - $36,816 p.a. in 2019.

are relative to the ‘Wider under 65 population — No benefit history within last 5 years’ segment.

TAYLOR FRY 47



4.2

Figure 4.5 - Average future years before age 65 on main benefit
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Figure 4.6 — Average future years in public housing
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Figure 4.7 - Average future payments — for main benefits and public housing
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Figure 4.8 — % of future lifetime before age 65, receiving income below income threshold
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Note: Income includes earned income, benefits, Worki
ge (increased with AWE) - $36,816 p.a. in 2019.

on 52 weeks at 40 hours per week at the minim

Note: The multipliers in this chart are relati

Ministry of Social Dev, t
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for Families Tax Credits and the effective boost to income from IRRS. The income threshold is based

he ‘Rest of the population — Not receiving AS’ segment.
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4.3 2018 vs. 2019 results
A
Segment 2018 « < 2019
Benefit system Public housing system Public housing
Ave. future Ave. future Ave. future Ave. future Ave Z Ave. future Ave. future Ave. future
Ave. age yrs on main benefit yrs in public housing Ave. age yrs (@in benefit yrs in public housing
benefit® payments housing payments bénefits payments housing payments
First YP/YPP 17.4 14.5 230 6.1 112 17.5 R 16.4 350 6.9 199
benefit JS-WR/EB 20.9 13.0 180 4.8 89 20.9? 14.5 278 5.9 164
aged JS-HCD 21.4 151 221 4.7 96 1.4 18.3 362 5.9 180
under 20 SPS 22.3 14.6 286 7.8 157 Q& 16.4 397 9.4 270
Under 25 First JS-WR/EB 22.5 7.0 94 2.6 47 2.5 8.9 160 3.9 102
benefit JS-HCD 22.6 9.8 143 2.6 58 «y 22.7 12.7 243 4.1 127
age‘;g ver SPS 231 10.2 211 4.9 10({3 231 11.6 280 6.2 189
SLP 211 24.2 353 5.0 ~k‘ 21.1 26.4 549 5.9 165
Over 75% JS-WR/EB 43.7 10.5 166 5.3 \108 43.3 11.1 207 6.3 170
of last 3 JS-HCD 47.8 9.7 166 4.8 Q-108 47.8 11.0 205 5.8 164
e SPS Ch 0-2 31.0 14.3 285 9.1 QO 191 311 15.3 369 11.2 320
main
benefit SPS Ch 3-13 37.5 11.6 233 N & 160 37.5 12.3 283 8.7 258
Under 75% JS-WR/EB 41.3 7.2 106 V 62 41.3 8.0 139 3.7 106
25 and of last 3 JS-HCD 45.8 7.4 121 V 2.7 65 45.7 8.9 160 3.5 110
over, and yrs ’f’n SPS Ch 0-2 31.3 9.1 197 v 4.5 110 31.7 10.4 247 5.8 190
onamain | Mmar SPS Ch3-13 375 8.0 16 \ 41 102 374 8.9 200 5.1 171
benefit benefit N
Carer 47.4 9.6 '&gj’ 6.0 130 47.6 10.4 230 7.4 198
Partner 51.6 7.5 %2 4.1 68 51.7 8.6 157 5.0 107
SLP No reassessment 49.5 11.7 Q 01 3.3 69 49.8 11.7 234 3.6 94
2yr mental 46.8 13.5 O 244 4.8 101 471 14.0 291 5.6 147
health
2yr other 52.8 % 166 3.9 83 52.8 9.0 186 4.4 115
NOMB >33% of last 5 yrs on main ben 40.2 & 113 2.1 59 40.5 4.5 128 2.7 97
<33% of last 5 yrs on main ben 40.4 2.1 53 0.8 33 40.5 2.1 48 1.2 55
Recent >33% of last 5 yrs on main ben 34.8 Q_ 6.5 97 32 62 349 8.0 152 4.2 113
Exits <33% of last 5 yrs on main ben 37{/ 2.6 40 1.1 24 37.0 3.3 62 1.7 50
- Ben history within 1-5 yrs 2.1 32 1.2 23 38.7 2.7 52 1.7 47
Wider No ben history within
Population 2 0.8 15 0.4 12 39.8 0.8 16 0.5 14
last Syrs
Pensioners 65 and over \v "~ 75.0 0.0 2 0.2 5 75.1 0.0 0 0.3 7
¢ Average future years on <?enefit before age 65.
TAYLOR FRY 52
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Year-on-year, modelling results have changed significantly. There are several key drivers of this:

Observed experience has changed materially and been reflected in the modelling. In particular:
— Lower observed rates of people exiting main benefits

— Increased observed rates of previous beneficiaries returning to the benefit system

— Increased observed entry rates for people who have not received a benefit before

— Lower observed rates of people exiting public housing.

2019 results include benefit payments not included in 2018 results. Namely:

— Emergency Housing Special Needs Grants

— Winter Energy Payment

Payment increases to benefit types (including Accommodation Supplement) as part of¢he.2018
Families Package were incorporated in the modelling for the first time in 2019.

The number of public houses has increased, as has the future supply pipeline forecast. All else being
equal, more public houses means more households in public housing. The average number of people
in a household in public housing or on the register has also increased.

For 2019, benefit payments are indexed in line with growth in Average Weekly Earnings (AWE). This
reflects a legislated change in how most benefit payments are indexed</Previously they were indexed in
line with the Consumer Prices Index (CPI).

2019 is the first year the models have been refitted in the IDI"and data in the IDI differs to that outside

of the IDI in several areas. Most notably public housingdatay where it appears there is better linking of
data records. This has led to lower observed rates of pedple exiting public housing than implied by the
data used outside of the IDI in prior years.

Discount rates used to assess the present valuéoffuture payments have decreased significantly. The
change is approximately 1% in discount rates across the full future time horizon. Sensitivity analysis in
the technical report” shows that a 1% dectease in discount rates equates to about a:

— 14% increase in discounted futute benefit payments to age 65

— 20% increase in discounted future lifetime housing payments.

7 Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Technical Report
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5 Clients with multiple indicators of risk

5.1 Summary

5.1.1  Whoisincluded in this population group?

All people aged 16-64 at 30 June 2019 who have three or more of the following indicators of risk: %\
= Mental health-related support use in the last year Q/Q-

= Lived in public housing in the last three years A

= Experienced at least one Police proceeding in the last three years Q&

= Zero earned income in the quarter to 30 June 2019 Q‘v

= Atleast one acute hospitalisation in the last three years Q

= Received a main benefit in the last three years. ('}/

5.1.2  Who isincluded in the comparison group? ?\

All people who do not have any of the indicators of risk listed above, sca t have the same age, gender
and prioritised ethnic group distribution as the population group. &

5.1.3  What are their current and projected social OL&;S?

= 18% of people with three or m icators of risk are projected to spend the
Jobs & next 10 years on a main ben This compares with less than 0.1% for the
Earnings comparison group. \

= 77% of people wit or more indicators of risk have current total income
Income & : (including ben 1t d IRRS) below a 40-hour minimum wage threshold. This
Consumption compares Wi % for the comparison group.

c ison group to spend some time in public housing over the next 10 years.

Housing

. Peo%e@h three or more indicators of risk are 39x more likely than the

re currently receiving some form of housing support (including
&Accommodation Supplement).

80% of people with three or more indicators of risk used mental health-related
supports in the last five years. This compares with 18% for the comparison

group.

= 38% of people with three or more indicators of risk are projected to enrol in
@? ledge & tertiary education over the next 10 years. This compares with 41% for the
s‘llls comparison group.

= 40% of people with three or more indicators of risk are projected to be
Safety. & proceeded against by Police in the next 10 years. This compares with 10% for the
Security comparison group.

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 55
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5.1.4  What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

Average projected future payments over the next 10 years for people with three or more indicators of risk
are $135k. This is 20.9x more than the comparison group.

5.2 About this population group O$

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group Q-%

4% Q,
Y -Europe&
5% n i
® Female \

CQ‘Pacific People
/ Other

Around
314,700 e

(10.0% of working-
age population)

Male

Distribution of age v

50,000 %
40,000 ,<\,3

30,000

20,000

10,000 I
0

o n
53 Current social mgQ%es
Employ:z\ tatus Job satisfaction

75%

16-20
20-25
25-30
30-35
45-50
50-55
55-60
60-65
65-70
70-75
75-80

80+

50%

@ 0% l . [ | -
% Employed Unemployed Very Satisfied  No feeling Dissatisfied Very

satisfied either way dissatisfied

%?“ M 3+ risk factors Comparison M 3+ risk factors Comparison

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 56
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Benefit status

100% 100%
80% 80%
60% 60%
40% 40%
O |

v H H m —_ .
JWR JHD SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB
M 3+ risk factors Comparison
Annualised total income

80% 15%

60%

10%

40%

] . H
o, 1R 0%

$0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+
$34,320
M 3+ risk factors Comparison Q
Housing status \ :

100% '\?~ 30%
80% \C} 25%
60% QQ 20%
40% O 15%

(]
10%

20%

0%

Ministry of Social Development
Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Results Report

5%

0%
Private

Comparison

Annualised earned income
Q.
$

[ — | %
0 $0-5$17,160 $17,160 - 534,%
$34,320 &
M 3+ risk factors Comparis

Material Wellbeing®§
/

A
<

10 12 14 16 18 20

Q
1

4 8

M 3+ risk factors Comparison

Poor housing quality

28%

11%

3+ risk factors Comparison
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Highest level of mental health-related support Acute hospitalisation in last 5 years
use in last 5 years

100% 100%

80% 80% s
60% 60% O

o o . \

el - Bw Bl

0y, = [ | - 0% AQ/
Hospital PRIMHD MSD Pharm None Yes No

benefit only &
W 3+ risk factors Comparison W 3+ risk factors Comparii&

Diabetes prevalence 1** trimester maternity r@tration

C/&/

100% 80%
80% 60% ? v
60% %
0% 40%
40%
20% 20%
0y 0%
Yes No Q- Yes No
W 3+ risk factors Comparison Q W 3+ risk factors Comparison
Perceived health x Highest education level achieved

A\
50% \v 40%
L

Q 30%
25% 20%
I [
0% L & 0%
Excellent  Very Good Fair Poor o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
isk factors Comparison 3+ risk factors Comparison
Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 58
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Highest justice interaction in last 5 years

100%
80%
60%
s I
20%
o mm mu N
Custodial Community  Police None
sentence sentence proceeding
W 3+ risk factors Comparison
Victimisation
25%
’ 21%
20%
15%
15%
10%
5%
0%
3+ risk factors Comparison
Social support
75% ®
50% ( )
0% ‘ e g.
Very Easy Easy/ Very | would
easy har hard not talk

\2\ to
& anyone

3@3&06 = Comparison
0% Life satisfaction

0% = __L._LL.I‘J'
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

0

(0&

M 3+ risk factors B Comparison

Ministry of Social Development
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S

Perceived safety
75%
50%
- I I
- H
Very safe  Safe Neither  Unsafe Very %
unsaY'!A
M 3+ risk factors Comparison Q
Ability to be youﬁszj
/
o @
50% Q
25%
B _ _

@ sy Easy Easy/hard Hard  Very hard

O M 3+ risk factors ® Comparison

Self-reported loneliness

75%

50%

25%

0% - ‘ | —
None Alittle  Some Most All

M 3+ risk factors ® Comparison
Family wellbeing

50%

25% l

0% ——— __I_l_L.I J'
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

M 3+ risk factors ® Comparison

TAYLOR FRY 59

3

N
X2



IN-CONFIDENCE

5.4 Social outcomes over next 10 years

Experience time out of work Total quarters out of work - Distribution
100% 97% 40%
80% 30%
60%
0,
60% 0%
40%
1.6x 10%

20%

O% I

0% 1 - 11-20

3+ risk factors Comparison W3+ risk factors Comp@

/7
rters out of work

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 4(

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiy receiptin N lHETGY]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year
77% 25% 22% 96% Q" 46% 91% 100%
Some time with total income Total quarte total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold \

100% 97% 50% ’\?S/

80% @
63%
Q 30%

60%
20%

Q, 10% .
,Qz\ 0%  m— [ L
1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40

3+ risk f@-&omparison M3+ risk factors Comparison

S: Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to
0 spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

40%

20%

0%

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHEILGE]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

80% 17% 23% 96% 44% 90% 100%
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Some time on main benefit Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution
100% 40%
84%

80% 30% %
O
% 7.5x 20% \
40% %

10%
m B
0% =
0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39 &10
3+ risk factors Comparison W3 rick factors Comparison
Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Oz
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit /

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

year
\V/
80% 27% 25% 94% @4 % 100% 100%
Some time in public housing Tm@arters in public housing - Distribution

30% 27% 10% @l

25% {/
20% <<’§,
15% <<

10% O

%
4%
0% ‘2& 0y .

3+ risk factor parison 1 5-10 11-20 21-39
Q- [ | 3+ risk factors Comparison
SC Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
0 projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing

MH- InPH in Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [EilileEId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

49% 99% 21% 82% 43% 93% 100%
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Some use of mental health- Total quarters using mental health-related supports -
related supports Distribution
100% 88% 25%
80% 20%
60% 28% 15%
PV 1.8x 10%
5%
u
0%
0% 5-10 11-20 21- 39
3+ risk factors Comparison M3+ risk factors Compa r|s§~
Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | income in | hospitalisatioiny, receiptin [EEVilaileidy]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

99% 17% 20% 91% Q. 39% 95% 100%
At least one mental health- &(ﬁ?}m/ental health-related hospital days - Distribution

related hospitalisation (/

12% 11% éa%
O 3%

/\K\%

3 I I . —
9 .
1% 0%

10%
8%
6%
4%

2%

0% 1-20 21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 501+
@1 k factors Comparison m 3+ risk factors Comparison
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At least one Total acute hospital days - Distribution
acute hospitalisation

70% 64% 40%
60% %
50% 30% O

(]

40% 36% 20% @\'
30% 1.8x Q-
10% Q/
20% Q
10% 0%
0%

|| I
1-10 11-50 51-100 101-200 é&+
3+ risk factors Comparison B 3+ risk factors Comparisi : v
&’
50% ?gj
38% 41%

. /\\o$

20% v
10% Q~§
0% QO

3+ risk factors  Comparison é

Proceeded against by Police at Tot&s»mber of Police proceedings against - Distribution
least once

A\
0% ((Q}%

% who enrol in tertiary education

40%

40% O 15%
0,
30% \2@, 0%
20% &
10% 5%
10%
1 2-4

0%

5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100
@aetors Comparison W3+ risk factors Comparison
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Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one community sentence
14% 1% 30%
g 24%
12% 25% ’
0,
10% 20%
8%
15%
6% 12.6x
0,
4% 10%
2% 1% 5%
0% 0%

3+ risk factors Comparison
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5.5 Variation in social outcomes over the next 10 years by number of indicators of risk — %e 6-64

All people No indicators 1lindicator 2 indicators 3 indicators 4 indicators ?\@ indicators 6 indicators
of risk of risk

of risk of risk of risk of risk of risk

Some time 0.4x
on main 28% ‘ 3.50)( 3'60)(
benefit 98% 99%
10%
Some time 0.1x 0.7x
in public @ °® .
housing 1% 4%

Proceeded 0.6x 0.9x
against by . .

Police at @ < \
least once 10% IS%Q\
Some time %

with income \2\
below &
threshold Q

Note 1: Indicators of risk are mental health-relate @ort use in the last year, lived in public housing in the last three years, being proceeded against by Police in the last three years, zero earned income in the
quarter to 30 June 2019, at least one acute h% isation in the last three years, and received a main benefit in the last three years.

4.4x

75%

2.4x
46%

Note 2: All groupings in this chart are scaled to*have the same age, gender and prioritised ethnic group distribution as the population group in this chapter i.e. people with three or more of the indicators of risk

<<,O
v
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5.6 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

3+ indicators of risk group Comparison group The difference

O
Average future payments $ 135 k $ 6k $ 12 9k Q_%

$160k
$140k
$100k
M Other*
AS
$80k
m [RRS
m Main Benefit
$60k
$40k
$20k

N
Male Qg-
average fgg t

it e cos $161Kk $9k $152Kk
&Y

\/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Qg/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs

Grants.

$107k $4k $103k
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6 Clients with multiple resilience factors

6.1 Summary

6.1.1  Who s included in this population group?

All people aged 16-64 at 30 June 2019 who have three or more of the following resilience factors: %\
= No mental health-related support use in the last year Q/Q-

= Experienced no Police proceedings in the last three years A

= Earned income in the quarter to 30 June 2019 Q&

* Earned over $50k in annualised income in a quarter in the last three years. Q_v

6.1.2  Whoisincluded in the comparison group?

O

All people who do not have any of the resilience factors listed above, scaled to @e same age, gender
and prioritised ethnic group distribution as the population group.

6.1.3  What are their current and projected social outcome 70

Less than 1% of people with three or m r?‘&sllience factors are projected to
Jobs & spend the next 10 years on a main be his compares with 23% for the

Earnings comparison group. OQ-

26% of people with three o ge resilience factors have current total income
. (including benefits and I below a 40 hour minimum wage threshold. This
Consumption compares with 87% fok{l;e comparison group.

Income &

People with tkg%‘dr more resilience factors are 0.1x as likely as the comparison
Housin group tos me time in public housing over the next 10 years. 5% are
g curren chlving some form of housing support (including Accommodation

Supélj t)

S%A f people with three or more resilience factors have used mental health-

&e ated supports in the last five years. This compares with 97% for the
comparison group.

Health

’ = 37% of people with three or more resilience factors are projected to enrol in
Kn-owl tertiary education over the next 10 years. This compares with 33% for the
Skills comparison group.

) = 9% of people with three or more resilience factors are projected to be proceeded
°afet3’_ & against by Police in the next 10 years. This compares with 61% for the
Security comparison group.

6.1.4  What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

Average projected future payments over the next 10 years for people with three or more resilience factors
are $9k. This is 0.06x the average payments of the comparison group.
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6.2  About this population group

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group
m European %
Around o
53% = Female 2ort
2,160,000 58% = Asian
Male
(68.4% of working- Pacific P,
age population)
Age distribution

300,000 Q
/

250,000

A
200,000 CJ
150,000 v
100,000
50,000 I
0

o N o LN o n o LN o LN o +
(o] o ™ o < < LN o] ~ ~ (<] o
& & h o w2 La S B S b @
- o~ o~ ™ ™ < < o] el ~ ~
6.3  Current social outcomes,\?s/
Employment statu,Q\ Benefit status

100% O 100%
80% Q/ 80%
60% \2\ 60%
40% & 40%
20% 20%

0% . 0% — —

% ployed Unemployed JWR JHD  SPS SLP  SUP OTH NOB
C QJ' resilience factors Comparison M 3+ resilience factors Comparison
Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 68
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Annualised earned income

100%
80%

60%
40%
20%
o —

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Highest level of mental healt

80%

60%

40%

20%

100%
80%
60%

No $0-$17,160 $17,160 - $34,320+
$34,320
W 3+ resilience factors Comparison
Housing status
100%
80%
60%
40%
20%
0%
PH AS Private
M 3+ resilience factors Comparison EQ
Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year § \/
100%
80%
60%
40%

20%

~ R ,Qz‘((/

YQ_ No
m3+ g(e factors Comparison

Ministry of Social Development
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40%
20%
0%

Annualised total income

Q
O
A

S0 S0 -$17,160 551374’136200- $343Q
Compar@
v

ed support

M 3+ resilience factors

K
N

benefit only

R
Qmpital PRIMHD ~ MSD  Pharm  None

M 3+ resilience factors Comparison
Diabetes prevalence
Yes No
M 3+ resilience factors Comparison
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1s* trimester maternity registration Highest education level achieved

80% 40%
60% 30%
40% 20% ()E
m &
0% 0% g/
Yes No 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

M 3+ resilience factors Comparison 3+ resilience factors CompaQ{n&

Highest justice interaction in last 5 years Qz
4

100% é
80% v
60% %

40% O
20% &\'
0% v
Custodial Community  Police None Q
sentence sentence proceeding Q_
M 3+ resilience factors Comparison QO
N

6.4  Social outcomes over nex@\years

Experience time out of work XC/ Total quarters out of work - Distribution

100% 100% OQ 50%

80% Q/ 40%
0,

60% 59% ,& 30%
40% 20%

(]
H BB B

(]

v, 1R —_—
O%Q 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
resilience  Comparison W 3+ resilience factors Comparison

dicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 40 quarters out of work

Q/E In PH in Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
@/ related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [EilileEId0]
Q_ support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
4% 4% 1% 54% 15% 19% 4%
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Some time with total income Total quarters of total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold
100% 99% 50%
80% 40% s
62% O

60% 30% 6\.
0,
40% 20% Q/
cm LLEBE S
0
0% -
40

0% 5-10 11-20 21-39
3+ resilience factors Comparison W3+ res1l1ence factors Compari Q ?“

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiyy receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
5% 4% 1% 38% Q. 14% 19% 3%
Some time on main benefit Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution

100% 88% 4(@/\?
80% Q% %

0,
P oax O ox

40%

N
20% 12% /Qz\

0% — - | | — N
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
3+ resiliencg § Comparison W 3+ resilience Comparison
OE Indicators of risk amongst those in population group

projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

10% 21% 2% 13% 26% 93% 15%
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Some time in public housing Total quarters in public housing - Distribution

25% 23% 8%

20% 6% %

0,
15% 4%

10% 0.1x %
2% Q-
R\

— 0% —— o mm—
- 3+ resilience 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 &)
factors Comparison M3+ resilience factors Comparisor, Q

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Oz
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing /

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year

\/
6% 99% 4% 3% @2 % 42% 17%

Some use of mental Total @rs using mental health-related supports-
health-related supports Distribution

A%
120% 4 o\v

96%
100% %
Y,
80% <(
60% 52% O 20%

( o H = _
1 24

5-10 11-20 21-39 40
3+ r% Comparison M 3+ resilience factors Comparison
s

40%
20%

0%

f4
OE Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

95% 1% 0% 0% 23% 10% 4%
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At least one mental health-
related hospitalisation

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%

70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

19%

0.1x

1%

3+ resilience
factors

Comparison

At least one

acute hospitalisation

65%

38%

3+ resilience Comparison

factors

IN-CONFIDENCE

Total mental health-related hospital days - Distribution

6.0%
5.0%
4.0%
3.0%
2.0%
1.0%
0.0%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

1-20

|
21-50

51-100

M3+ resilience factors Compari

Total acute hospital days - Dis}(hu n

<

S
9
!&
1-10 Q 11-50
$

51-100 101-200 201+

M 3+ resilience factors Comparison

% who enrol in tertiary education \?‘

40%
35%
30%
25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

0%

ét;esilience
0 factors

37%

33%

X

A
&
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Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against - Distribution
least once
70% 61% 30%
60% 25% %
50% 20% O

40% 15% 6\'
30% 0.2x 10% Qg-
20% Q

10% . -
1

0% 2-4 5-10 11-15 16-20 QZI-lOO
3+ resilience - Comparison M 3+ resilience factors Compariso Q
factors Q-
Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one com t& sentence
20% 18% 40% v 35%

35%
15% 30% %
25% /\/O
10% 207&
18

0.1x v 0.1x
5% %
1% Qs ™
0% —— O 0% [ ]

factors factors

3+ resilience Comparison sQ 3+ resilience Comparison

@)
<<'\,
O<<

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 74
Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Results Report



6.5

Some time on
main benefit

Some time in
public housing

Proceeded
against by
Police at least
once

Some time
with income
below
threshold

Ministry of Social Dev,
Social Outcomes Mo@

All people

2019 - Results Report

IN-CONFIDENCE

3 indicators
of resilience

2 indicators
of resilience

4.2x 3.2x
92% 69%

1indicator
of resilience

No indicators

of resilience of resili

A

C
®."
O

0.9x
12%

4 indicatorv
7/ :

L

0.4x
8%

0.3x
1%

0.6x
7%

&

Variation in social outcomes over the next 10 years by number of indicators of resilier/lieQA

Note 1: Indicators of resilience are
no mental health-related support
use in the last year, experience no
Police proceedings in the last three
years, earned income in the quarter
to 30 June 2019, earned over $50k
in annualised income in a quarter in
the last three years.

Note 2: All groupings in this chart
are scaled to have the same age,
gender and prioritised ethnic group
distribution as the population
group in this chapter i.e. people
with three or more of the indicators
of resilience listed in

Note 1.
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6.6  Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

3+ indicators of

. Comparison group The difference
resilience group

R
Average future payments $ ok $ 151k $ 141k Q.%\

$160k
$140k

$120k

$100k

B Other*

AS

S80k

H IRRS

B Main Benefit
S60k

\//\?\
$40k /\?“
&
$20k
O<<

averagx"fllt% Qt/ $6k $124k '$118k

@gg fuzll;e cost $13k $181k '$168k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Grants.
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7 Main benefit clients

7.1 Summary

7.1.1  Whoisincluded in this population group?

All clients aged 16-64 in receipt of a main benefit at 30 June 2019. 6\'

7.1.2  Who s included in the comparison group? AQ/

All people aged 16-64 who are not in the benefit system, scaled to have the same age, gender an &
prioritised ethnic group distribution as the population group.

7.1.3  What are their current and projected social outcomes? O E
’

Jobs & benefit. This compares with less than 1% for the compariSeni group.

= 23% of main benefit clients are projected to spend the ne ﬁ%syears on a main
Earnings

Q

= 78% of main benefit clients have current to}ﬂ,O me (including benefits and
Income & IRRS) below a 40-hour minimum wage threshold. This compares with 40% for

Consumption the comparison group. ®

= Main benefit clients are 5.8x @kely than the comparison group to spend
Housing some time in public housin; %r the next 10 years. 80% are currently receiving
some form of housing suqu including Accommodation Supplement).

= 67% of main beneffﬂ?}n/ts have used mental health-related supports in the last

Health five years. T his\é?
= 37%of @n benefit clients are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the
Knowledge & 22\@9 years. This compares with 39% for the comparison group.

ares with 34% for the comparison group.

Skills

35% of main benefit clients are projected to be proceeded against by Police in the

Safety & next 10 years. This compares with 13% for the comparison group.
Security

7 What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

%erage projected future payments over the next 10 years for people with three or more indicators of risk
Q/ are $156k. This is 11.9x more than the comparison group.

NG
&
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7.2 About this population group

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group

10% 4% .
Around 6% o %
m Female \ " Maor @\O

320,000 = Asian
Male "

(10.1% of working- 38% Paci 13
age population) Other

&

50,000 O

40,000 &’
@

30,000 v
20,000 %
10,000 I
0
n
il

Age distribution

16-20
25-30
30-35
35-40
40-45
45-50
60-65
65-70
70-75
75-80

80+

©
n
n

20-25

N
W
Employment status (j\ Job satisfaction
N

7.3 Current social outcomes

100% 75%

80%

60% Q/ 20%

0,
40% & 25%
0% 0% - —
ed Unemployed Very Satisfied  No feeling Dissatisfied Very
satisfied either way dissatisfied
0 ain benefit Comparison ® Main benefit Comparison
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100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

IN-CONFIDENCE

Benefit status

80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

JWR JHD  SPS SLP S

UP OTH NOB

B Main benefit Comparison

Annualised total income
15%
10%

5%

| H

X

Annualised earned income

O%

N
B O
$0-$17,160 $17,160 -

$34,320 $34,Q
Comparis%&

S0

W Main benefit

Material Wellbeing&
V4

A
lf

<
IIIIIIIIllll

$0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+ 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
$34,320 Q_
B Main benefit Comparison QO m Main benefit ® Comparison
Housing status \E Poor housing quality
'\?~ 30% 29% 13%
XC/ 25%
QQ 20%
Q)
— ] 10%
PH & AS Private 5%
B Mai it C i 0%
E l omparison Main benefit Comparison
TAYLOR FRY 80
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Highest level of mental health-related support
use in last 5 years

100%
80%
60%
40%
20% . .
S m B

Hospital PRIMHD MSD Pharm None

benefit only
B Main benefit Comparison
Diabetes prevalence
100%
80%
60%
40%
20%
0% I

Yes No

® Main benefit

Perceived health
\Y‘
50%

&

25%

0% & .

Excellent V d Good Fair Poor

benefit Comparison

Ministry of Social Development
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100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Acute hospitalisation in last 5 years

B Main benefit

1t trimester materni

OQ. Yes

Comparison E

30%
25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

0%

B Main benefit

— ‘<
Q_

registration

Comparison

Highest education level achieved

0

1 2 3

Main benefit

4

5

6 7 8 9
Comparison
TAYLOR FRY
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Highest justice interaction in last 5 years

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%
0y, — [ | -
Custodial Community  Police None
sentence sentence proceeding
B Main benefit Comparison
Victim of crime in last year
20% 18%
15%
15%
10%
5%
0%
Main benefit Comparison

Social support

75% ;
= . \Cj
25% Q

L, W m S

Very  Easy Easy/%H Very |would

easy ha hard not talk
& to

anyone

%%eneflt = Comparison
0% Life satisfaction

0% = ¥LLLLLI'J'
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

B Main benefit B Comparison

Ministry of Social Development
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75%

50%

25%

0%

75%

50%

25%

0%

; 'y easy Easy
QO W Main benefit

75%

50%

25%

0%

50%

25%

0%

Perceived safety

Q
v, &
m ?A((’Q-

Very safe Safe Neither Unsafe Very un

W Main benefit Comparison Q

v
Ability to be ;2.;@'
@)
v

Q

-__—

Easy/hard  Hard  Very hard

m Comparison

Self-reported loneliness

'I-LL

None A little Some Most

B Main benefit ® Comparison

Family wellbeing

- __-_LL.Ii‘l

0 1

B Main benefit B Comparison
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7.4 Social outcomes over next 10 years

Experience time out of work Total quarters out of work - Distribution
100% 9% 50%
80% 69% 40%
60% 30%
1.4x 20%

40%

(]
e — " mm
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 ZIQ‘?. 40

Main benefit Comparison B Main benefit ComFQ
/

rters out of work

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 4(

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiy receiptin N lHETGY]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

62% 21% 16% 92% = 33% 100% 77%

Some time with total income 1 quarters of total income below
below threshold .\ threshold - Distribution

100% 98% 50% ’\?S/

80% 71% g
60% Q%O o
40% 1.4x O 20%
. & .
(]
L el
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40

Main b%q €omparison B Main benefit Comparison

S: Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
0 to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHEILGE]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

64% 12% 15% 92% 30% 100% 74%
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Some time on main benefit Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution
100% 9% 40%
80% 30% %
0,
60% 20% \<>
40% %
0,

17% 10%

] &
oy
0% 5-10 11-20 21-39 /<{o
Main benefit Comparison B Main benefit Comparison Q
Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Oz
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit /

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
\/
67% 22% 20% 88% @S % 100% 79%
Some time in public housing Total q&s in public housing - Distribution

30% 10% '\S\
24%
25% 8%

20% 6‘(/
15% '5%

10%

0% | |
0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39
Main benefit C grison W Main benefit Comparison

Q/% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
rclated proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

0/ 47% 98% 19% 84% 37% 100% 93%
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Some use of mental health- Total quarters using mental health-related supports -
related supports Distribution
100% 25%
82%
80% 20%
60% °7% 15%
0,
40% 10%
5%
u
0%
0% 5-10 11-20 21- 39
Main benefit Comparison B Main benefit Comparis :S

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | income in | hospitalisatioiny, receiptin [EEVilaileidy]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

98% 17% 17% 87% Q- 32% 100% 92%

At least one mental health- Total men % alth-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation

12% 4% vy

10% \
10% A
8% g@
6% OQ
4% Q/ 1% I l
L o __ -

1-20 21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 501+

Main ber@@omparlson W Main benefit Comparison

A one acute Total acute hospital days - Distribution
pitalisation

@Q c0% 40%
%60%
v 30%

50% 43%
40% 20%

&
Q/\/ 30% 1.4x
Q.

20%

10%

10% 0% | I
0% 1-10 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+
Main benefit  Comparison ® Main benefit Comparison
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% who enrol in tertiary education

50%
39%

40% 37% < é

30% ,\
20:/; Q/Q-%
10% A

Main benefit Comparison

Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against@ tribution

N
O

40% 35%
35%
30%
25%
20%
15%
10%
5% 0% Q~ [ — —
0% 1 5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100
Main benefit  Comparison Main benefit Comparison

10% 9% C\' 25%
’\ 21%

Q 20%
X

15%

&
% 5%

5%

10%

2.7x 13% 5%

Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one community sentence

8%

6%
4%
2%

0%
V@b nefit Comparison Main benefit Comparison

0%

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 86
Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Results Report



IN-CONFIDENCE

7.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

Main benefit Comparison group The difference
S
Average future payments $ 156k $ 13k $ 143k %\
<&
N\
$180k &
L

$160k i?‘

$140k

9
$120k %v
&

W Other* .
100k
AS §?~
® IRRS < E
S80k
B Main Benefit
S60k
S40k
S20k

Male Q/Q-
average futu t $ 12 7k $ 9k $ 118k
>

@@Ei‘i‘; $179k $16k $163k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q- Grants.
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8 Working-age public housing tenants

8.1 Summary

8.1.1  Whoisincluded in this population group?
All clients aged 16-64 in public housing at 30 June 2019. 6\'

8.1.2  Whoisincluded in the comparison group? AQ/

All people aged 16-64 who are not in public housing, scaled to have the same age, gender and priofitised
ethnic group distribution as the population group. ?‘

8.1.3  What are their current and projected social outcomes? O
’

arison group.

Jobs & years on a main benefit. This compares with 3% for th.

14% of public housing tenants aged 16-64 are projected t gp&md the next 10
Earnings

Q

= 42% of public housing tenants aged 16-64 Bgf\ggrent total income (including

Income & : benefits and IRRS) below a 40-hour minimurh wage threshold. This compares
Consumption with 51% for the comparison group. a

= 4% of the comparison group a&@jected to spend some time in public housing

Housing over the next 10 years. s

= 46% of public houﬂ?}éﬁan’cs aged 16-64 have used mental health-related
Health supports in the @

group. QQ\

= 44% of@)lic housing tenants aged 16-64 are projected to enrol in tertiary
Knowledge & eg ion over the next 10 years. This compares with 45% for the comparison

e years. This compares with 33% for the comparison

Skills

31% of public housing tenants aged 16-64 are projected to be proceeded against
Safety- & by Police at least once in the next 10 years. This compares with 19% for the
Security comparison group.

8 What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

%erage projected future payments over the next 10 years for public housing tenants aged 16-64 are
Q/ 159k. This is 4.7x more than the comparison group.

NG
&
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8.2 About this population group

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group
= E
mEuropean %
Around r | % = M3ori \()
m Female
100,900 35% = Asian
Male

(3.2% of working- Pac1flc R

age population)

Age distribution

14,000 O
12,000 /

10,000 C,}
8,000 v
6,000
4,000
2,000

0

o LN o wn o n o n o LN o +
[o\] [} (48] o™ < < n O ~ M~ o0 o
O = th ) Lh =) I-fl') o th o Lh 0
— o~ o~ m m < < (o] (e} M~ ~
8.3 Current social outcomes \/
Employment status (/ E Benefit status

100% QQ 100%

80% 80%
Q/ 60%
40% \2\ 40%
20% & 20%
0% 0% m.em m B
ed Unemployed JWR JHD  SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB

60%

using, <65 Comparison m Housing, <65 ™ Comparison

%
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80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%
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Annualised earned income

80%
60%
40%

20%

mosee il

Annualised total income

Q
&
20

$0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+ S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160 -
$34,320 $34,320 &
W Housing, <65 Comparison W Housing, <65 ComparisQ
Housing status Highest level of mental healt ted support
use in last 5 year
80% ?gj
60% %
40% \O
20% ?‘
N
PH AS Private Qm pital PRIMHD  MSD  Pharm  None
benefit only
W Housing, <65 Comparison EQ W Housing, <65 Comparison
Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year§ \/ Diabetes prevalence
( \, 100%
80%
60%
40%
\28/ 20%
& 0% [
YPQ_ No Yes No
[ | @?ﬁ«ss Comparison W Housing, <65 Comparison
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80%

60%

40%

20%

0%
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1*t trimester maternity registration

40%

30%

20%

10%

Highest education level achieved

Q
S
AD
&

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Comparisq&

Yes No

W Housing, <65 Comparison Housing, <65

Highest justice interaction in last 5 years Qz
A’
100% (J

80% v
60% %
40% O
20% &'\.

—— |

0% v
Custodial Community  Police None Q
sentence  sentence proceeding Q_

M Housing, <65 Comparison QO

8.4  Social outcomes over nex@\years

Experience time out of work XC/ Total quarters out of work - Distribution

&

100% 92% 40%

80% 77%

° % 30%
0,
60% & 0%
40%
10% I
-
o, wm IR
0% | l 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
using, <65 Comparison B Housing, <65 Comparison

dicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 40 quarters out of work

Q/v InPHin Police VAS Acute MB 3 or more
@/ related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [EilileEId0]
Q_ support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

year

49% 100% 17% 93% 36% 86% 89%
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Some time with total income Total quarters of total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold
100% 93% 50%
82%
80% 40%
60% 30%
1.1x 9
40% 20%
0
S [ ]
0% 1 5-10 11-20 21- 39
Housing, <65 Comparison " Housmg, <65 Comparli:?

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiyy receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
43% 100% 15% 91% Q. 30% 70% 78%
Some time on main benefit To&ﬁarters on a main benefit - Distribution

100% 30% ? v
80% 72% g’
&

60%

40% 31% 10%
& 0o, EEE

0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
HOUS'”% Comparison B Housing, <65 Comparison

0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
to spend 40 quarters on main benefit

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

58% 100% 23% 89% 39% 100% 97%
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Some time in public housing Total quarters in public housing - Distribution
100% 50%
100%
40%
80%
24.1x 30% O
60% '\
20% %
40% Q—
m B <
20%
’ 4% 09 - A
0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39
Housing, <65 Comparison [ | Housmg, <65 Comparison
@

Risk factors amongst those in population group projected to spend 40 quarters i % blic housing

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHETGY]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

33% 100% 15% 59% ?% 69% 65%

Some use of mental Total quarQQsing mental health-related supports -
health-related supports Distribution

80% 68% 20%
(]

70% »\? -
60% 55% 156

50%

0 <&
ol .x X

0
20% Q/ >
10% & 0%

0% 5-10 11-20 21-39
Housing, <6Q_Comparison [ ] Housmg, <65 Comparison

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
% to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- InPH in Police VAS Y Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [EilileEId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

97% 100% 20% 87% 39% 97% 98%
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At least one mental health- Total mental health-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation

7% 6% 2.5%

6% 2.0%
5%

1.5% '\,
2
35 3% 1.0% Q_
0 o5 - R\
1% 0.0% ] 7%

5

0% 21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 Q

B Housing, <65 CompariQ~;

Housing, <65 Comparison

At least one acute Total acute hospital days - Dist bQ
hospitalisation C
0, 0,
70% 60% 40% E
60% . s
<00, 46% 30%
40% 20%
0,
30% 10%
20%
10% 0% —
0% 1- 10 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+
Housing, <65 Comparison x ® Housing, <65 Comparison

% who enrol in tertiary education \?‘
50% 0% 45% QQ\

40%
30% %
20% &%
10% %Q-
0% Q
%smg, <65 Comparison
O
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Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against - Distribution
least once
35% 31% 15%
30%

25% 10% O
19%
20%
15% 1.7x 5% %Q-
5% 0% - I
1 2-4 5-10 21-100

0% 11-15 16-20
Housing, <65 Comparison W Housing, <65 Comparison ?\

Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one community ;ntence

20% ?gj
16%

7% 6%
6%
5%
4%
3%
2%
1%
0%

15%

3%

10% 8%

N

O
Housing, <65 Comparison SQ Housing, <65 Comparison
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8.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years
Housing, <65 Comparison group The difference %
Average future payments $ 159k $34k $ 125k %\
$180k
$160k
$140k

$120k

B Other* 5100k

mAS
S80k

H IRRS

B Main Benefit $60k

S40k

$20k

Male Q/Q-
average futu t $ 110k $2 lk $8 9k
3

@@Ei‘i‘; $192k $42k $150k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q‘ Grants.
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9 Over 65-year-old public housing tenants

9.1 Summary by domain

9.11  Whoisincluded in this population group?

All clients aged 65+ in public housing at 30 June 2019. 6\'

9.1.2 Whoisincluded in the comparison group? AQ/

All people age 65+ who are not in public housing, scaled to have the same age, gender and prioriti
ethnic group distribution as the population group.

9.1.3  What are their current and projected social outcomes? O E
’

= Those aged 65+ are not projected to receive a main bene@
Jobs &
Earnings : Q

= 24% of public housing tenants aged 65+ ha& ent total income (including
Income & : benefits and IRRS) below a 40-hour minimuth wage threshold. This compares
Consumption with 81% for the comparison group. :

= 1% of the comparison group ar, @'ected to spend some time in public housing
Housing over the next 10 years. sQ

= 47% of public hOLud\%}gants aged 65+ have used mental health-related
Health supports in the @ e years. This compares with 38% for the comparison

group. QQ\

Ll Tertiav@lucation enrolment is not projected for those aged 65+.

Knowledge &

Skills \2\
o\

Police proceedings are not projected for those aged 65+.
Safety &

Security

9 What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

%erage projected future payments over the next 10 years for public housing tenants aged 65+ are $95k.
Qyﬁ’his is 23.2x more than the comparison group.

NG
&
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9.2 About this population group

Number in group Gender

Around
18,100

(2.4% of the pension
population)

® Female

Male

Age distribution
7,000
6,000
5,000
4,000
3,000
2,000
1,000

20-25
40-45

9.3 Current social outcomes

Nat
Employment status
L

100%
80%
60% %
40% %
20% &

0%

ed Unemployed

using, 65+ Comparison

4,

Ministry of Social Development
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o
16-20
25-30
30-35
35-40
-50
%5

‘—6&’?

Prioritised ethnic group

4%
m European ()%

® Maori

N
o
Benefit status
)
eﬁb
o
X0
\C
P
¢
W
e
X
éo
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Annualised earned income

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%
0%
No $0-$17,160 $17,160 -
$34,320
B Housing, 65+ Comparison
Housing status
100%
80%
60%
40%
20%
0%
PH AS Private
B Housing, 65+ Comparison

Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year § \/

&

40%

20% %
0% &
No
@Q{SH Comparison

1mester maternlty reglstratlon

Ministry of Social Development
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$34,320+

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Highest level of mental healt

80%
60%
40%

20%

K

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

0% QE —
Qmpital PRIMHD ~ MSD

Annualised total income

S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160 -

$34,320 &
Compans%

B Housing, 65+

use in the last 5 years

vo

/\\O

Pharm
benefit only

B Housing, 65+ Comparison

Diabetes prevalence

Yes No

W Housing, 65+ Comparison

Highest education level achieved

TAYLOR FRY

$34, Q/

ed support

None

Q
S
AD
&

99
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Highest justice interaction in last 5 years

100%

80%

60% %

40% \O
20% %

0% Q/Q'

Custodial Community  Police None Q

sentence  sentence proceeding &
W Housing, 65+ Comparison Q

Q
@)

Experience time out of work Total quarters out of work tribution

9.4 Social outcomes over next 10 years

100% 99% 80%
100% ,0

20% 60% ?‘

60% 1.0x 40% ®

40% 20% 02 .

20% Q

’ 0% — & w1l
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
Housing, 65+ Comparison vy W Housing, 65+ Comparison
Indicators of risk amongst those i pulation group projected to spend 40 quarters out of work

MH- In PH in Police Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [Eilile:Id0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year

W
36% Q} 00% 3% 96% 42% 19% 64%
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Some time with total income Total quarters of total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold
100% 87% 30%
80% 25%
(]
20%
60% 49% 15%
40% 1.8x 10%
- m_ B L
0%
0% 5-10 11-20 21- 39
Housing, 65+ Comparison m Housmg, 65+ Comparli:?

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiyy receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
31% 100% 2% 98% Q. 40% 15% 60%
Some time on main benefit Toé&arters on a main benefit - Distribution

s Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
0 to spend 40 quarters on main benefit

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY
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Some time in public housing Total quarters in public housing - Distribution

100% 50%

100%
40%

80%
30%

60%

2o &Y
40% Q~
m B %
20%
1% 0y  — - Q

0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 /<{o
Housing, 65+ Comparison ® Housing, 65+ Comparison Q

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Qz
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing 7/

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
34% 100% 3% 90% @4 0% 21% 61%
Some use of mental health- Total quart @mg mental health-related supports -
related supports sQ Distribution
70% 64% 20%

60%
60%
15‘y

50%

40% @
30% 1.1x Q

20% 5%
10%

0% ,&:3\ 5-10 11-20 21-39
Housing, 65+ C

arison ] Housmg, 65+ Comparison

QQ/ Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
projected to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

Police VAS Y Acute MB 3 or more
yeiated proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [Eilile:1d0]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

\g/ year
Q_% 99% 100% 3% 95% 53% 26% 97%
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At least one mental health- Total mental health-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation

5% 4% 2.5%
4% 3% 2.0% O$
3% 1.5% '\,
2% 1.3x 1.0% I Q_@
1% 0.5% AQ/
0 .
1-20

0% 0.0% ,%
21-50  51-100  101-200  201-500 Q 501+

Housing, 65+ Comparison
B Housing, 65+ CompariQ.;

At least one Total acute hospital days - Dist 'b@n
acute hospitalisation

80% 50% E
75% : §§

75% 40%

70% 30% &\
64%

65% 20%

- B
0% ||

55% Q
Housing, 65+ Comparison 1-10% 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+
x W Housing, 65+ Comparison

. —_— \%
% who enrol in tertiary \?‘
education \(/

&
Qe*bCﬁOQ
zf*&fzg’
SR
o‘é\’o Q—
T
Y

Proce@i against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against - Distribution

Q/Q least once

v
Q/& o&&b%% 046‘69%
< o &

>
N NG
() Q
Ob' Ob'
S s
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Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one community sentence

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 104
Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Results Report



IN-CONFIDENCE

9.5  Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

Housing, 65+ Comparison group The difference %

O

Average future payments $9 Sk $4k $ o1k Q_%
R\

$100k
$80k
S60k
W Other*
mAS
S40k
m IRRS
B Main Benefit
$20k
SOk

%OQ
-Szng\
Male Qg-
average fgg t

it e cos $105k $4k $101k
&Y

\/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Qg/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs

Grants.

$81k $4k $77k
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10  JobSeeker Support- Work-ready

10.1 Summary
O

10.1.1 Who s included in this population group?
All people aged 16-64 receiving the JS-WR benefit in the quarter ended 30 June 2019. 6\'

10.1.2 Who s included in the comparison group? AQ/

All people who are not in the benefit system, scaled to have the same age, gender and prioritised ic
group distribution as the population group. ?‘

10.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? O
’

Jobs & This compares with less than 1% for the comparison g :

Earnings E

= 83% of JS-WR clients have current total inc)@cluding benefits and IRRS)
Income & below a 40 hour minimum wage thresho is compares with 42% for the

Consumption comparison group. ?

= JS-WR clients are 4.3x more li an the comparison group to spend some
Housing time in public housing over %h] ext 10 years. 85% are currently receiving some

9% of JS-WR clients are projected to spend the next 10 yigzén a main benefit.

form of housing support ding Accommodation Supplement).

with 32% for the comparison group.

Health years. This cox
= 50% O@N R clients are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the next 10
Knowledge & Zég; his compares with 46% for the comparison group.

=  53% of JS-WR clie t%e used mental health-related supports in the last five
rnéara;

Skills

47% of JS-WR clients are projected to be proceeded against by Police at least

Safety & once in the next 10 years. This compares with 19% for the comparison group.
Security

11/ What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

%erage projected future payments over the next 10 years for JS-WR clients are $110k. This is 7.7x more
Q/ han the comparison group.

<&
10.2  About this population group

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group
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Around
55% m Female
87,200
Male
(2.8% of working-
age population)
Age distribution
16,000
14,000

12,000
10,000
8,000
6,000
4,000
2,000

16-20

o
o
n
~

20-25
30-35
35-40
40-45

0 IIIIIIII

45-50

10.3  Current social outcomes
Employment status EQ
100% \' 100%
80% 80%
60% 60%
40% 40%
20% 20%
0% I 0%
Employed Q\% Unemployed
| JS—ﬁ\ Comparison
@%ised earned income
80% 0 80%
60%
g/{ 40%

<
0% ||

%V —
Q_ $0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+
$34,320
mJS-WR Comparison

Ministry of Social Development
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20%

0%

4%

® European

= Maori

= Asian
Pacific People
Other

(o\<>$

55-60
-65
S
70-75
75-80
80+

Benefit status
JWR  JHD SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB
W JS-WR Comparison
Annualised total income
S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160 - $34,320+
$34,320
mJS-WR Comparison
TAYLOR FRY 108



IN-CONFIDENCE

Housing status Highest level of mental health-related support
use in the last 5 years

100% 80%

80% 60% %

o O

0% 40% %\

()
o . - &
., - ] I —
PH AS Private Hospital PRIMHD MSD Pharm None
benefit only Q
mJS-WR ' Comparison mJS-WR © Comparison v
Acute hospitalisation in last 5 years Diabetes prev, QQ

100% 100% ?g/

80% 80%

60% 60%
40% 40% &\
20% - 20%
0% 0% &
Yes No Q. Yes No
H JS-WR Comparison QO | JS-WR Comparison
N

1** trimester maternity registration* \/ Highest education level achieved

80% \‘ \' 30%

25%

60%
20%
5%

40% 15%
20% &
0% & 0%

10%
YPQ_ No o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

-WR Comparison JS-WR Comparison
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Highest justice interaction in last 5 years

100%
80%
60%

s I O
20% 6\'

o m mm o
Custodial Community  Police None A%

sentence  sentence proceeding

H JS-WR Comparison é

10.4 Social outcomes over next 10 years

Experience time out of work Total quarters out of work éﬁibuticn

100% 98% 50% Oi
0,
80% 70% o '<\'

30%

60% v
N 1.4x 20% Q.€ \
(]
-
0% &
2-4 -

I
0% 1 \ 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
JS-WR

Comparison mJS-WR Comparison

Indicators of risk amongst those i @htion group projected to spend 40 quarters out of work

Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [Eilile:1d0]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

. |
use in last quarter years

32% % 1% 27% 88% 25% 100% 60%
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Some time with total income Total quarters of total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold
99%
100% 60% %
9 50%
20% 76% O
40% '\
60% 9 %
1.3x 0%
40% 20% Q/
0,
m 0 A
0% — [
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39
JS-WR Comparison mJS-WR Compariso ?“

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projecte d/
to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiyy receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
32% 13% 27% 85% Q. 23% 100% 55%
Some time on main benefit To&ﬁarters on a main benefit - Distribution

100%

100% 40% »\? .

80% Q‘b“?
60% Q 20%

40% , 10%
0
< .-

0% 11-20 21-39 40
JS‘V‘% Comparison W JS-WR Comparison
% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group

projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

36% 25% 36% 82% 30% 100% 67%
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Some time in public housing Total quarters in public housing - Distribution
25% 22% 6%
20% 5%
o O
0,
1% 3% '\
10% 2% <2-%
0,
5% 7 1% I Q/
o N
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 /{Q
S-WR Comparison | JS-WR Comparison Q
Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Qz
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing 7/

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
\/
26% 97% 25% 74% Q§ﬂ 9% 100% 87%
O
Some use of mental health- Total l.@gs using mental health-related supports -
related supports Distribution

70%

60% 26% {Q\«

50% QQS%

40% O 10%

5

& - B I l

10% & 0% [
1 24 5-10

0% Q_ 11-20 21-39 40
JS-W Comparison W JS-WR Comparison

80% 75% 25% .\? )

0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

94% 15% 32% 70% 35% 100% 83%

Ministry of Social Development TAYLOR FRY 112
Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Results Report



At least one mental health-
related hospitalisation

7% 6%

6%

5%

4%

3% 2%

2%

1%

0%

JS-WR Comparison
At least one

acute hospitalisation

60% 55%

50% 42%
40%

30% 1.3x

20%

10%

0%
JS-WR Comparison

% who enrol in tertiary
education

0% 46%
40% \zg/
30% &

20% %Q-

10%
0%

og—WR Comparison

Ministry of Social Development

50% O
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Total mental health-related hospital days - Distribution

4%
21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 é§+
Comparisoq_q

3%
2%
1%
0%
1-20
Total acute hospital days - Dist 'b@n
1-10 Q
’\s W JS-WR

N
Nat

Q
30% O
20%
10%
0%
11-50 51-100
L

W JS-WR

101-200 201+

Comparison
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Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against - Distribution
least once
50% 47% 20%
40% 15% OE
9 \
30% 0% 9
19% Q.
20%
5% A
10%
0% - |
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100
IS-WR Comparison mJS-WR Comparison Q
Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one commg{i&ntence

16% 15% 35% 32% ?g/

14% 30%
12% 25%
0,
10% 20%
8%
15%

6%
4%
2%
0%

4% i@“ 8%
()
Q-M
O o
JS-WR Comparison SQ

JS-WR Comparison
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10.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over next 10 years

JS-WR group Comparison group The difference %
O
Average future payments $ 110k $ 14k $ 9 6k %\
<&

$120k

$100k -

g
C/&/

$80k Qv
W Other* &\O
o $60Kk @v
S o3

N
$40k
$20k

Male Q/Q-
average futu t $ 8 8k $ 11k $77k
>

@@Ei‘i‘; $138k $19k $119k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q- Grants.
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11  JobSeeker Support- Health conditions and disabilities

111 Summary
O

11.1.1  Who s included in this population group?
All clients aged 16-64 receiving the JS-HCD benefit in the quarter ended 30 June 2019. 6\'

11.1.2 Who s included in the comparison group? AQ/

All people aged 16-64 who are not on benefit, scaled to have the same age, gender and prioritise &nic
group distribution as the population group. ?‘

11.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? O
/

= 21% of JS-HCD clients are projected to spend the next 10 'aSs on a main benefit.
Jobs & This compares with less than 1% for the comparison g :
Earnings E

= 86% of JS-HCD clients have current total in including benefits and IRRS)
Income & : below a 40-hour minimum wage threshoé‘his compares with 38% for the
Consumption comparison group.

= JS-HCD clients are 6.5x more li ;an the comparison group to spend some
time in public housing over ext 10 years. 85% are currently receiving some
form of housing support ding Accommodation Supplement).

N/

= 82% of JS-HCD cli n?have used mental health-related supports in the last five
rnéara;

Housing

Health years. This cox with 34% for the comparison group.
= 31%of @{CD clients are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the next
Knowledge & i%\@s. This compares with 35% for the comparison group.

Skills

38% of JS-HCD clients are projected to be proceeded against by Police at least

Safety & once in the next 10 years. This compares with 12% for the comparison group.
Security

1 @ What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

%erage projected future payments over the next 10 years for JS-HCD clients are $146k. This is 13.3x more
Q/ han the comparison group.

NG
&
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11.2  About this population group

Number in group Gender

Around
68,300

(2.2% of working-
age population)

51%
49%

Age distribution

12,000
10,000
8,000
6,000
4,000
2,000

,
o
[o\]

(o]
—

25-30
30-35
35-40

20-25

11.3  Current social outcomes

Employment status \v
L

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

L

ed

Unemployed

0% W JS-HD Comparison

Ministry of Social Development
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40-45

® Female

Male

45—50

,\/S

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Prioritised ethnic group

5%
9% ® European %
8%~ = Méori /\SD
= Asian Q%

Pacific PaSigle
OZ&Q
v
QQ‘
CJ&/
v
D

wn o N o +
© ~ ~ 0 o
u"a S h S h @
[¥p] [(e] [(e) ~ ~
Benefit status
JWR JHD SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB
| JS-HD Comparison
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Annualised earned income Annualised total income

100% 100%

80% 80%

60% 60% %

40% 40% \()

B S

0% - — —_ 0% - %
S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+ $0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,
$34,320 $34,320 &
W JS-HD m Comparison W JS-HD m Comparison Q
Housing status Highest level of mental healt ed support

use in the last 5 years

100% 80% ?gJ
80% 60% §§
60%
4

0,
40% o
e W B N
— — 0% Q\

0%

PH AS Private pital PRIMHD MSD Pharm None
benefit only

W JS-HD Comparison EQ m JS-HD Comparison

Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year, § \/ Diabetes prevalence
100% ( \, 100%
80% Q\' 80%
60% 60%
40% 40%
20% Q\% 20%

0% & o

YQ_ No Yes No
Q%ﬁ-HD Comparison | JS-HD Comparison
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1*t trimester maternity registration

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

30%
25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

Highest education level achieved

Q
S
AD
&

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
JS-HD Comparison Q&

Yes No

| JS-HD Comparison

Highest justice interaction in last 5 years Qz
4

100% (’}
80% v

60% %

40% O

20% z<\'
—— [ ] [

0% v
Custodial Community  Police None Q
sentence  sentence proceeding Q_
W JS-HD Comparison QO
11.4  Social outcomes over nex@\years

Experience time out of work XC/ Total quarters out of work - Distribution

99% OQ 50%

100%
40%
80% 6
& 30%
60%
20%
40%
10%
-
0% R— | -
0% 0 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
JS-HD Comparison m JS-HD Comparison

dicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 40 quarters out of work
Police VAS Acute MB 3 or more

Q/v InPH in
@/ related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [EilileEId0]
Q_ support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year

71% 19% 20% 91% 33% 100% 81%
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Some time with total income Total quarters of total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold
99% 50%
100% %
40%
80% 70% O

30% \.
60% %
1.4x 20% Q.
40% Q/
10% A

20%
0% 0% —_— | - .
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
JS-HD Comparison W JS-HD Compari502 v
Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold
MH- Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiyy receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
71% 11% 20% 90% Q- 32% 100% 79%

Some time on main benefit To&ﬁarters on a main benefit - Distribution

\Y%
99% 40% ?‘
80% Q‘b%(}

60% OQ 20%
o % - l I I
& O
& 0y
1 2-4 5-10

100%

0% 11-20 21-39 40
JS‘H% Comparison B JS-HD Comparison
0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit

Police VAS ) Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

80% 20% 27% 88% 35% 100% 86%
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Some time in public housing Total quarters in public housing - Distribution
25% 22% 8%
20% 6%
0,
O
10%
&
m N4
0% || A
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 /{Q
J5-HD Comparison W JS-HD Comparison Q
Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Qz
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing 7/

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

\/
61% 98% 18% 86% Q§S 8% 100% 96%
O
Some use of mental health- Total L%g's using mental health-related supports -
related supports Distribution

100% 92% 30% .\? )

80%
60% >7% QQO ’
’ O 15%
5%
20% \z\ .
A o,
1 2-4 5-10

0% 11-20 21-39 40
JS—H% Comparison W JS-HD Comparison

0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
to spend 40 quarters using mental health services

MH- Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

98% 15% 25% 84% 33% 100% 91%
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At least one mental health-
related hospitalisation

14% 13%
12%
10%

8%

6%

4%

2%

0%

2%

JS-HD Comparison

At least one
acute hospitalisation

70% 65%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

42%

JS-HD Comparison

% who enrol in tertiary
education

40% 35% :Q

35% 31%
30%

25% Qg/
20% &
15% Q_
10% Q/
5% Q
0] -HD Comparison

0%

Ministry of Social Development
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Total mental health-related hospital days - Distribution

5%

4%
3%
2%
1%
0%
1-20

40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

L

Social Outcomes Modelling 2019 - Results Report

W JS-HD

21-50 51-100

101-200 201-500 %O P+

Comparisorq_q

Total acute hospital days - Dist 'b&n

Q

O
QO
oS

n &
,\/Q

&

11-50

m JS-HD

51-100

<

101-200 201+
Comparison
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Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against - Distribution
least once
50% 20%

. 38% %
40% 15% O
9 \
30% 0% 9

20% Q
12% 5% A
10%
0% | —
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100
JS-HD Comparison mJS-HD Comparison ?\
Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one comm it-y;entence

12% 11% 30% (/
25%

10% 25%

8% 20%
6% 15%
4% 1
2% 5%

2%
0%

%
O o
JS-HD Comparison SQ JS-HD Comparison
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11.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

JS-HD group Comparison group The difference

S

Average future payments $ 14 6k $ 1 ]_k $ 13 ) k %\

$160k
$120k
$100k
MW Other*
AS
$80k &
M IRRS Q
B Main Benefit QO
$60k
S40k
S20k

v (8- $128k $9k $119k

average futu t
g oé
@@Ei‘i‘; $163k $13k $150k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Grants.
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12 Sole Parent Support

12.1  Summary
O

12.1.1 Who s included in this population group?
All clients aged 16-64 receiving the Sole Parent Support benefit in the quarter ended 30 June 2019. 6\'

12.1.2 Who s included in the comparison group? AQ/

All people aged 16-64 who are not on benefit, scaled to have the same age, gender and prioritise &nic
group distribution as the population group. ?‘

12.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? O
’

Jobs & This compares with less than 1% for the comparison g :

= 17% of SPS clients are projected to spend the next 10 yea 6&3 main benefit.
Earnings

Q

= 50% of SPS clients have current total inco ding benefits and IRRS)
Income & : below a 40-hour minimum wage thresho&‘his compares with 43% for the
Consumption comparison group. ?

Housing in public housing over the n 0 years. 88% are currently receiving some form
of housing support (inclu& ccommodation Supplement).

= SPSclients are 5.5x more likels ;;e comparison group to spend some time

with 34% for the comparison group.

Health years. This cox
= 56% of@ clients are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the next 10
Knowledge & Zég; his compares with 50% for the comparison group.

= 54% of SPS Chfn@ \/sed mental health-related supports in the last five
ar

Skills

38% of SPS clients are projected be proceeded against by Police at least once in

Safety & the next 10 years. This compares with 12% for the comparison group.
Security

1 @ What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

%erage projected future payments over the next 10 years for SPS clients are $205k. This is 10.6x more
Q/ han the comparison group.

NG
&
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12.2  About this population group

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group

2%
12% m European %
4% = Maori O
m Female \ %\

Around
62,300

(2.0% of working-
age population)

m Asian

PacificwE
Oth

Male

Age distribution

16,000
14,000 /Q

12,000 c’}

10,000 v

8,000

6,000 Oﬁ‘

4,000 I \

2,000 &

, Il L] @
o wn o wn o wn o wn o N o +
o o~ o o <t < n (e ™~ ~ 0 o
. =) h o) N o h o) n =) T o0
o~ (o] on on < < [(e] [(e) ~ ~

a
@
Employment status (/\v Benefit status

12.3  Current social outcomes

100% 100%

80% 80%
60% % 60%
40% \2\ 40%
20% & 20%

0% 0%
ed Unemployed JWR JHD  SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB

0% SPS Comparison W SPS Comparison
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Annualised earned income

80% 80%
60% 60%
40% 40%
20% 20%

H

0%

Annualised total income

fo\<>$

$0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+ S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34, 3&
$34,320 $34,320 &
B SPS Comparison B SPS Comparison Q
Housing status Highest level of mental healt ed support
use in last 5 year
100% 80% ?gJ
80% 60% %
60%
0% 40%
40% \
20%
\a C
. 1R — o Q -
PH AS Private Qm pital PRIMHD  MSD  Pharm  None
benefit only
B SPS Comparison EQ W SPS Comparison
Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year, § \/ Diabetes prevalence
80% ( \, 100%
60% \ 80%
y 60%
40%
40%
20% \28/ 20%
0% & 0% —
YPQ_ No Yes No
Comparison H SPS Comparison
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1*t trimester maternity registration

80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Yes

M SPS

No

Comparison

30%
25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

0%

Highest justice interaction in last 5 years

Highest education level achieved

Q
o
0123456789%%

ComparisonQ&

s

SPS

100%
80% v
60% %
40% O
20% ¢<\'
— S
Custodial Community  Police None Q
sentence  sentence proceeding Q_
B SPS Comparison QO
12.4

Social outcomes over nex@\years

Total quarters out of work - Distribution

Experience time out of work XO
OQ 50%

99%

100%
40%
80% 6
30%
60%
20%
40%
10%
O
0% — m— [
1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
Comparison H SPS Comparison

S
SPS

dicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 40 quarters out of work

InPHin Police VAS Acute MB 3 or more
@/ related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [EilileEId0]
Q_ support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
32% 30% 23% 90% 36% 100% 69%
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Some time with total income Total quarters of total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold
100% 95% 50%
80% 74% 40% O$

60% 30%

1.3x 20%

10%

40%

20%

0%
0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39

SPS Comparison W SPS Comparlsonq ?“

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiyy receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
30% 11% 21% 93% Q. 33% 100% 60%
Some time on main benefit To&ﬁarters on a main benefit - Distribution

100%

A%
100% Sobv

80%

60%

20%
40%
20%
’ & 0% I -

0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39
SP% Comparison B SPS Comparison
0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit

Police VAS ) Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

33% 33% 25% 85% 36% 100% 69%
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Some time in public housing Total quarters in public housing - Distribution

35% 31% 12%

30% 10%
25% 8% I %
20% 6% \O
15% 4% %
1l I &

5% 0y . Q

0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 QK{O

SPS Comparison m SPS Comparison

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Qz
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing 7/

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
\/
26% 97% 24% 77% Q§S 6% 100% 89%
O
Some use of mental health- Total l.@gs using mental health-related supports -
related supports K Distribution

70%

0% 58% 2%

()

50% QQS%

40% 1.3x O 10%

30% Q/

20% \z\ 5%

10% A 0% 1
1 24 5-10

0% 11-20 21-39 40

SPS%% Comparison mSPS Comparison

80% 75% 25% .\? )

0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

97% 16% 20% 72% 40% 100% 85%
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At least one mental health-
related hospitalisation

5% >%
4%
3%
- 2%

1%

0%
SPS Comparison

At least one
acute hospitalisation

70%

60%

50% 44%
40%

30% 1.4x

59%

20%
10%
0%
SPS Comparison

% who enrol in tertiary
education

50%

40% \z\%
30% &

20% Q-

10% Q/

0%

0 :PS Comparison

Ministry of Social Development

60% 56% QQ
50% O

IN-CONFIDENCE

Total mental health-related hospital days - Distribution

4%

3% O$

2%
1-20 21-50 51-100  101-200  201-500 %o +

m SPS ComparisonQ_Q

Total acute hospital days - Dist 'b@n

R
40% O

30% &\/
20% v
10%
0% —_—
51-100 101-200 201+

1-10 Q 11-50
XE | SPS Comparison

N/
g
\C/
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Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against - Distribution
least once

50% 20%

o 38% %
40% 15% O
0 \
30% 10% @
20% 2
12% - A
1 2-4

0% 5-10 11-15 16-20 Q21-100
SPS Comparison mSPS Comparison Q
Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one commg{i&ntence

8% 25% ?g/
19%

7%
7%
6%
5% 15%

1%
3% 10%
()
1% Q-
0% O 0%
SPS Comparison %Q SPS Comparison

20%

4%
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12.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

SPS group Comparison group The difference
3
Average future payments $2 O Sk $ 19 k $ 18 6k Q-%\
\%
A
L
Ma

W Other* $150k
AS
H IRRS
B Main Benefit $100k
S50k

Male Q/Q-
average futu t $ 16 6k $ 12k $ 154k
>

@@Ei‘iie $209k $20k $189k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q- Grants.
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13 Supported Living Payment

13.1  Summary %
o

13.1.1 Whoisincluded in this population group?

All clients aged 16-64 receiving the Supported Living Payment (SLP) benefit in the quarter ended 30 June
2019. When referring to SLP clients in this section we mean SLP-HCD clients i.e. not including SLP care&/

3

All people aged 16-64 who are not on benefit, scaled to have the same age, gender and prioriti e%thnic
group distribution as the population group. Q‘Q

Q

13.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? &

13.1.2 Who s included in the comparison group?

= 40% of SLP clients are projected to spend the next 10 védn a main benefit.
r

Jobs & This compares with less than 1% for the compariso p.
Earnings g

O

= 83% of SLP clients have current total inc ,&u’ncluding benefits and IRRS)
Income & . below a 40-hour minimum wage thre@ . This compares with 37% for the
Consumption comparison group. Q'

=  SLP clients are 7.8x more likelythan the comparison group to spend some time
Housing in public housing over th 10 years. 68% are currently receiving some form
of housing support (ir@i g Accommodation Supplement).

= 78% of SLP clie@ve used mental health-related supports in the last five
Health years. This res with 36% for the comparison group.

1 f SLP clients are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the next 10
. This compares with 29% for the comparison group.

Knowledge &
Skills

21% of SLP clients are projected to be proceeded against by Police at least once in

Safety & the next 10 years. This compares with 10% for the comparison group.
Security

65%(4 What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?
Q/ verage projected future payments over the next 10 years for SLP clients are $174k. This is 18.1x more

0/ than the comparison group.
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13.2  About this population group

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group

% 4% .
Around 5%8\ o 0$
100,800 e cnm O
ale
Pacificﬁ@-

v
25,000 ,QQ-

20,000 &
15,000 ?gj
10,000
,

o wn o wn o wn o wn o

§ o ®© o F Lf.’ © N

[(o] o o

— o~ <

13.3  Current social outcomes

(3.2% of working-
age population)

Age distribution

70-75
75-80
80+

Employment status (/\E Benefit status

100% 100%
80% 80%
60% Q/ 60%
40% \z\ 40%
20% & 20%
0% 0%
ed Unemployed JWR JHD SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB

0%- SLP Comparison HSLP Comparison
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100% 100%
80% 80%
60% 60% %
s o L
0% [ B I 0% ]
S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+ $0 $0-$17,160 $17,160 - $34
$34,320 $34,320 &
B SLP m Comparison B SLP m Comparison Q
Housing status Highest level of mental healt ed support
use in last 5 year
100% 80% ?g/
80% 60% §\§
60%
40%
40%
20%
] Vi H BB
. R o Q
PH AS Private Qa pital PRIMHD  MSD  Pharm  None
O benefit only
B SLP Comparison EQ mSLP Comparison
Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year, E \/ Diabetes prevalence
100% ( \, 100%
80% Q\ 80%
60% 60%
40% 40%
0% & v
YQ_ No Yes No
é/ Comparison mSLP Comparison
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1s* trimester maternity registration Highest education level achieved
80% 50%
60% 40%
30% %
40% O
20%
20%

10% @
€<3
Yes No 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

mSLP Comparison SLP Comparison é

0%

Highest justice interaction in last 5 years 02
4

100%
80% v
60% O%
40% &\

20% _ — v
N

0%
Custodial Community  Police None

sentence sentence proceeding O
BSLP Comparison EQ

N/
g
\(/

L
X
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13.4  Social outcomes over next 10 years

Experience time out of work Total quarters out of work - Distribution
100% 80%
100%
80% 70% 60%
60% 40%
1.4x

40% 20% .
20%

’ 0% — — |
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-@_? Y40

SLP Comparison mSLP Compari@

/7
rters out of work

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 4(

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiy receiptin N lHETGY]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year

72% 20% 11% 94% < 34% 100% 81%
Some time with total income Total quarte total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold \

98% 60% \/
100% \
80% 68% Q

60%

’ 1.4x O
40% Q/ 20%
20%

° & 0% ——— — || -

0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40

SLPQg-eomparison HSLP Comparison

S: Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
0 to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHEILGE]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

72% 12% 10% 94% 31% 100% 79%
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Some time on main benefit Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution

99% 50%

100%
40%

80%
30%

60% 7.3x '\
20% @
40% Q-
10%
20% o m-- l &
O% |
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 QK{O

SLP Comparison mSLP Comparison

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Oz
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit /

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
\/
77% 20% 13% 90% @S % 100% 82%
Some time in public housing Total q&s in public housing - Distribution

25% 23% 10% '\S\
20% 8% s\/
60 \

15% (
7.8x ﬁ%
10% QQ
" O n
0% | -
2-4

0% Q/ 1 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
SLP C arfson HSLP Comparison

Q/% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
’ projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing

MH- Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
rclated proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

@/ 65% 99% 13% 91% 41% 100% 97%
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Some use of mental health- Total quarters using mental health-related supports -
related supports Distribution
100% 87% 50%
80% 40% 0$
58%
60% 30% %\
40% Q

20%
10% QQ/

0%

20%

0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39

SLP Comparison W SLP Comparison Q ?“

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | income in | hospitalisatioiny, receiptin [EEVilaileidy]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
98% 18% 13% 90% Q- 31% 100% 93%
At least one mental health- Total men % alth-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation
16% 14% 4%
14%
12% ‘6/
10% Qg
8%
6% 1% I
4% Q/
2% \%\ 1
0% 21-50 51-100 101-200  201-500 501+

SLP%Qeomparlson mSLP Comparison

/é’o

ast one Total acute hospital days - Distribution
a@ hospitalisation
@9 61% 40%
%60%
30%
? " 50% 43%

& 40% 20%
0,
Q_ 30% 10%

20%
0% I —

10%

0% 1-10 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+
SLP Comparison mSLP Comparison
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% who enrol in tertiary
education

35%

29%
30% :

25%

15% %Q =
10% A
5% &

0%
SLP Comparison

Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings agaxt/-;istribution

least once (/
25% 21% 10% s E
(]

20% 8%
15% 6% &\
10% 1% 4% v
» 2%
0% . 1 2
sLp i

D
Comparison \ mSLP Comparison

5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100

Serve at least one custodial sentence \?‘ Serve at least one community sentence

12%

OQQ\ . 10%
NS

4% 4%

3%

2%
4%

& .
1%
2%
0% 0%

0@ Comparison SLP Comparison

«X
N/
&
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13.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

SLP group Comparison group The difference
S
Average future payments $ 174k $ 10 k $ 164k Q-%\
R\
$200k
Q&
$180k Ve

o EON
@)
$140k $?“
B Other* 5120k &\O
h $100k &
| IRRS
B Main Benefit $80k QOQ-
S60k x
S40k
$20k

Male Q/Q-
average futu t $ 15 9k $ 8k $ 152k
>

@@Zi‘iie $187k $11k $176k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q- Grants.
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14 Youth benefits

141 Summary
O

14.1.1 Who s included in this population group?

All clients receiving the Youth Payment benefit or the Young Parent Payment benefit in the quarter ended

30 June 2019.
&

14.1.2 Who s included in the comparison group? &
All people who are not on benefit, scaled to have the same age, gender and prioritised ethnic (%
distribution as the population group. Qg§~
14.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? &/O

= 10% of Youth benefit clients are projected to spend th%&ﬁo years on a main

Jobs & benefit. This compares with less than 1% for the compatison group.
Earnings g

= 90% of Youth benefit clients have curren é&l income (including benefits and

Income & : IRRS) below a 40-hour minimum wa@& eshold. This compares with 94% for
Consumption the comparison group. Q_

=  Youth benefit clients are 2.1 re likely than the comparison group to spend
Housing some time in public housi% er the next 10 years. 76% are currently receiving

some form of housing supp6rt (including Accommodation Supplement).

?\

= 57% of Youth behefit' clients have used mental health-related supports in the last
Health five years. 'IAQ mpares with 24% for the comparison group.

X

= 8 @Youth benefit clients are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the
,{‘%" 0

Knowledge &
Skills

years. This compares with 87% for the comparison group.

= 57% of Youth benefit clients are projected to be proceeded against by Police at

Safety & least once in the next 10 years. This compares with 24% for the comparison
Security group.

dﬁ%@ What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?
Q/ verage projected future payments over the next 10 years for Youth benefit clients are $131k. This is 4.9x

0/ more than the comparison group.
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14.2  About this population group
Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group
o 1%
A d 2% igin m European %
roun . I = M3ori \()
® Female
2 ’ 10 O = Asian %
Male - Q-
(0.1% of working- Pacific P @
age population) Oth&
Age distribution ?g
2,500 02
2,000 &’
1,500 ?;J
1,000 <>$
500 ,&\.
0 @E
o LN o n o wn o LN n o wn o +
o~ [o\] o™ o™ < < N O Yo} ~ ~ o0 o
ggmga‘s@(?-mg@s‘ﬁw
14.3  Current social outcomes \;\'
Employment status (/\E Benefit status
100% \ 100%
80% 80%
60% % 60%
40% \2\ 40%
20% & 20% I
0% 0%
ed Unemployed JWR JHD SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB
@Uth benefit Comparison W Youth benefit Comparison
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100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

IN-CONFIDENCE

Annualised earned income

S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160 - $34,320+
$34,320
H Youth benefit Comparison
Housing status

Private

I
PH AS

H Youth benefit

Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year § \/

Q\O

/6\%
7
X

¢
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80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Highest level of mental healt

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Q—H spital  PRIMHD
beneflt only
Comparison EQ H Youth benefit

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Annualised total income

S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160 - $34,
$34,320

Comparns@

Q
o
O

H Youth benefit

ed support
use inlast5

Qar
ﬁ B

Pharm None

Comparison
Diabetes prevalence
Yes No
H Youth benefit Comparison

TAYLOR FRY 145



IN-CONFIDENCE

1s* trimester maternity registration Highest education level achieved
80% 80%
60% 60% s
40% 40% O
20%

20% é\’
€<3
Yes No 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

B Youth benefit Comparison Youth benefit Comparisé&

0%

Highest justice interaction in last 5 years 02
4

100% C/&

80% v
60% %

40%

0% v
Custodial Community Police None Q
sentence sentence proceeding Q.

B Youth benefit Comparison QO

?3/
&
<<’\
O‘(

&
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14.4  Social outcomes over next 10 years

Experience time out of work Total quarters out of work - Distribution
100% 97% 60%
100%
50%
80% 40%
60% 30%
1.0x
40% 20%
10%
20% ’
0%
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21- 40
Youth benefit Comparison B Youth benefit Com@?
/

rters out of work

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 4(

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiy receiptin N lHETGY]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year
35% 35% 36% 90% Q" a7% 100% 77%
Some time with total income Total quarte total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold \

100% 100% 80% vy

100% :\
80% g&
60% 1.0x :Q 0%

40% 20%

20% &% 0% . — . -

0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40

Youth b(@-eomparison B Youth benefit Comparison

S: Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
0 to spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHEILGE]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

37% 28% 36% 85% 38% 100% 71%
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Some time on main benefit Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution
100% 50%
100%
40%
80%
30% O
60% '\
42% 20% %
40% Q-
— <
.Q
0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39
Youth benefit Comparison | Youth benefit Comparison
Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Oz
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit /

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
\/
33% 39% 34% 89% @4 % 100% 76%
Some time in public housing Total q&s in public housing - Distribution

25% 23% 8% \s '

20%

6%
15%
11%
10% Qg
5%
0% Q/ 5-10 11-20 21-39
Youth benefit C grison [ | Youth benefit Comparison

Q/% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
rclated proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

Q}/ 31% 94% 21% 88% 48% 100% 95%
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Some use of mental Total quarters using mental health-related supports -
health-related supports Distribution

100% 30%

78% 8 %
20% 6 25% 0

57% 20% \
60% 15% @
40% 10% Q/Q
- n o
40

0% 5-10 11-20 21- 39
Youth benefit Comparison [ ] Youth benefit Comparl@h

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | income in | hospitalisatioiny, receiptin [EEVilaileidy]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

97% 22% 37% 71% Q. 43% 100% 83%

At least one mental health- Total men % alth-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation

10% 9% 6% \/

8%

6% Qq
4% 2%
y Q/ 1%
2% ,sz o e —

1-20 21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 501+

Youth be%Q-eompanson B Youth benefit Comparison

0%

ast one Total acute hospital days - Distribution

a@ hospitalisation
@9 63% 50%

e 47% 0%
0, (]
Q/ 50% 0%
N 40% )

:% 30% 1.3x 20%
10% 0%

0% 1-10 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+

Youth benefit  Comparison H Youth benefit Comparison
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% who enrol in tertiary
education

100% . g79%
0
80% Os
60% 6\'

40% Q/
20% Q &A

0%
Youth benefit Comparison

Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings agaxt/-;istribution

least once
C
v

60% 57% 25%

50% 20% O$

40% 15% &\

30% 24% 0% I

20% 59 Q-

10% oo N — —
0% 1 2-4

% 5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100
Youth benefit  Comparison \ W Youth benefit Comparison

Serve at least one custodial sentence \?‘ Serve at least one community sentence

14% 12% QQX 30% 28%

12% 25%
10%
8%
6%
4%
2%
0%

% 20%
Q\ 15%
&3% 10% 8%

5%

0%

6@ nefit Comparison Youth benefit Comparison

«X
N/
&
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14.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

Youth benefit group Comparison group The difference %
Average future payments $ 131k $2 7k $ 104k %\

$140k
$120k
$100k
*
W Other $80k
AS
m IRRS
H Main Benefit 560k
S40k
$20k

Male Q/Q-
average futu t $ 63k $ 13k $5 1k
>

i S1SSk §32k §124K

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q- Grants.
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15 People using mental health-related supports

151  Summary

15.1.1 Whoisincluded in this population group?

All people aged 16-64 who used mental health-related supports in each quarter in the year to 30 June 6\'

2019. AQ/

15.1.2 Whois included in the comparison group?

All people who did not use mental health-related supports in the year ended 30 June 2019, sc tho have
the same age, gender and prioritised ethnic group distribution as the population group. Q‘

Q

15.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? &

= 14% of the population group are projected to spend th?gs' 10 years on a main

Jobs & benefit. This compares with 1% for the comparisongroup.
Earnings é

= 59% of the population group have curren@l income (including benefits and

Income & : IRRS) below a 40-hour minimum wa@& eshold. This compares with 40% for
Consumption the comparison group. Q_

= The population group are 3§\ore likely than the comparison group to spend

Housing some time in public housi% er the next 10 years. 33% are currently receiving

some form of housing@p rt (including Accommodation Supplement).

= 100% of the population group have used mental health-related supports in the
Health last five yeaQ is compares with 23% for the comparison group.

X

= 3 @the population group are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the
,{‘%" 0

Knowledge &

Skl years. This compares with 32% for the comparison group.
ills

21% of the population group are projected to be proceeded against by Police at

Safety & least once in the next 10 years. This compares with 9% for the comparison
Security group.

a§(4 What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?
Q/ verage projected future payments over the next 10 years for the population group are $78Kk. This is 4.5x

0/ more than the comparison group.
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15.2  About this population group
Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group
39% 4%
A d 4% ® European %
roun - | = M3ori 0
® Female
271,800 ® Asian
Male ] Q—
(8.6% of working- Pacific Pe ﬁ/
age population) Othe
Age distribution ?g
50,000 02
4
40,000

30,000

20,000

10,000

16-20
25-30
30-35
35-40

20-25

15.3 Current social outcomes
Employment status (/v
80% QQ
60%
40% Q\%
20% &

0%

Unemployed

Comparison
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0.|Illl|luﬂ

40-45

A
vo

o n o N o +
D w B K @ 9
N o N o N 0
< © © ~ ~

,&

Job satisfaction

75%
50%

25%

Very
satisfied

No feeling Dissatisfied
either way

Satisfied Very

dissatisfied

M Full year MH Comparison
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100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

IN-CONFIDENCE

Benefit status

SLP  SUP

JWR JHD  SPS OTH

M Full year MH Comparison

Annualised total income

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

NOB

15%

10%

5%

0%

Annualised earned income

fo\<>$

S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160 - $34, Q
$34,320

Compans%’«

Material Wellbeing&
&/
@
v

.;ﬁDIIIIImII

H Full year MH

S0 S0 -517,160 $$1374136200— $34,320+ Q. 10 12 14 16 18 20
M Full year MH Comparison QO M Full year MH Comparison
Housing status \E Poor housing quality
'\‘Q 16% 14%
14%
O 12; 10%
(J
&
O
6%
— 4%
PH & AS Private 2%
H Full QM-H Comparison 0%
Q Full year MH Comparison
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Highest level of mental health-related support Acute hospitalisation in last 5 years
use in the last 5 years

Yes No

100% 100%
80% 80% %
60% 60% \O
40% 40% @
N - &
0y [ | 0% A
Hospital PRIMHD MSD Pharm None Yes No &
benefit only
M Full year MH Comparison H Full year MH Comparv
Diabetes prevalence 15t trimester maternity registration
100% 80% ?g/
80% 60% $
60%
0% 40%
40%
0% | 0%
Q. Yes No

M Full year MH Comparison EQ M Full year MH Comparison

Perceived health \/ Education level
50% < \; 30%
Q\ 25%
Q 20%
25% 15%
10%
5%
., A [l 0%
Excellent V@od Good Fair Poor o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
ear MH Comparison Full year MH Comparison
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Highest justice interaction in last 5 years

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

QY —— — [ |
Custodial Community  Police None
sentence sentence proceeding
H Full year MH Comparison

Victim of crime in last year

20% 18%
15% 14%
10%
5%
0%
Full year MH Comparison

S

75%
50% \C/
25%
0% ‘ e —_—
Very  Easy Easy Very |would
easy

/s H
ha % hard not talk
& to

[ %@ar MH m Comparison
0% Life satisfaction

anyone

0% ™=
0

¥LLLLLI"'
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

B Full year MH B Comparison
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75%

50%

25%

0%

75%

50%

25%

0%

75%

50%

25%

0%

50%

25%

0%

Q.
&

Social support - how easy to seek support \.E

Perceived safety
L I . ] Q,a
Very safe Safe Neither Unsafe Very un??A
B Full year MH = Comparison é

v
Ability to be 32.;@2'
@)
v
Q

_—__

Easy/hard  Hard  Very hard

'y easy Easy

M Full year MH  ® Comparison

Self-reported loneliness

'-h__L

A little Most All

None Some

M Full year MH  m Comparison

Family wellbeing

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

M Full year MH B Comparison
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15.4  Social outcomes over next 10 years
Experience time out of work Total quarters out of work - Distribution

100% 30%
83%

80% 69% 25%
20%
60% 159,
40% 1.2x 10%
5%
e N N
1 2-4

0% 5-10 11-20 21—@_? v 40

Full Year MH Comparison = Full Year MH Comp@

X

/7
rters out of work

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 4(

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiy receiptin N lHETGY]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

year
100% 15% 15% 92% = 33% 81% 84%
Some time with total income Total quarte total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold .\

100% 539, 30% ’\VB/
0
80% 69% @(}

60%

40% 1.2x O 10%
-~ & n B
& o 1N
1 2-4

5-10 11-20 21-39 40

Full Yea@fomparison W Full Year MH Comparison

S: Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to
0 spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

0%

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHEILGE]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

100% 9% 15% 89% 32% 84% 84%
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Some time on main benefit Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution

100% 20%

80% 15%
60% 52% 10%
40% Q/
20% 17% 7 . l I A
oy,
1 24

0% 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
Full Year MH Comparison M Full Year MH Compari

Q

x

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation| receiptin N lHETGY]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 yoass last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

100% 18% 19% 90% 02 33% 100% 94%

Some time in public housing To@rters in public housing - Distribution
12% 4%

10% vy
10% ’\,
2O
%

8% Q
6% Q ’
. K O ) l I
< ~
Q\ 0y
& 2-4

0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
Full Year Ml Comparison m Full Year MH Comparison
Q Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
% projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing

MH- InPH in Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [Eilile:1d0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

100% 98% 19% 84% 41% 94% 98%
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Some use of mental Total quarters using mental health-related supports-
health-related supports Distribution
99% 40%
100%
80% 30%
60% 52% 20%
. 1.9x
40% 10% I
20%
: — -
0% 1 5-10 11-20 21- 39
Full Year MH Comparison " FuII Year MH Compam:!
Risk factors amongst those in population group proj ecteK/ :
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | income in | hospitalisatioiny, receiptin [EEVilaileidy]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

100% 10% 12% 60% Q. 30% 63% 60%

At least one mental health- Total men % alth-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation

12% 11% 4%
10%
8%

Qg%
- O
3 P i
2% & 0% . —

21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 501+

Full Year%Q@omparlson B Full Year MH Comparison

@ast one Total acute hospital days - Distribution
ute*hospitalisation

0%

30%

%60% 25%

50% 20%
38%

\/ 40% 15%
Q/ 30% 10%
Q 20% 5%

10% 0% - -

0% 1-10 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+
Full Year MH  Comparison ® Full Year MH Comparison
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% who enrol in tertiary education

35% 32%
30%

30%
25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

0%

Full Year MH  Comparison

Proceeded against by Police at
least once

25%
21%

20%

15%
9%

10%

5%

0%

Full Year MH  Comparison

Serve at least one custodial sentence

5%

0%

Full Y@ Comparison
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v

Total number of Police proceedings agamst@ tribution

10%

8%

6%

4%

2%

0%

6%
4%
2%
0%

é/
N
O

Y

. — -
5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100
Full Year MH Comparison

Serve at least one commumty sentence

11%

4%

Full Year MH  Comparison
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15.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

Full year mental health Comparison group The difference

group
3
Average future payments $78k $17k $61k Q-%\
R\
$90k
Q&
v

$80k i
$70k - &
S60k

MW Other*
$50k

AS

m IRRS
$40k

H Main Benefit
$30k
$20k
S10k

Male Q/Q-
average futu t $ 8 Ok $ 12k $ 6 9k
3

@@Ziﬁ; $76k $21k $55k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q- Grants.
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16 ~ Main benefit clients in public housing

16.1 Summary
O

16.1.1 Whoisincluded in this population group?
All clients aged 16-64 receiving a main benefit and in public housing in the quarter ended 30 June 2019. 6\'

16.1.2 Who is included in the comparison group? AQ/
All people aged 16-64 who are not on benefit but are in public housing, scaled to have the same ender
and prioritised ethnic group distribution as the population group. ?‘
16.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? O

/

Jobs & benefit. This compares with 1% for the comparison group:

28% of the population group are projected to spend the ,tSO years on a main
Earnings

Q

= 41% of the population group have current ‘5{;10 ome (including benefits and
Income & IRRS) below a 40-hour minimum wage threshold. This compares with 32% for

Consumption the comparison group. ®

the comparison group to spend some time
0 years. 100% are currently receiving some form
ccommodation Supplement).

= The population group are as li
Housing in public housing over the n

of housing support (inclu&

= 64% of the popul i&group have used mental health-related supports in the
Health last five years. 1@} mpares with 41% for the comparison group.

= 36% of@ population group are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the
Knowledge & 22\@ years. This compares with 41% for the comparison group.

Skills

36% of the population group are projected to be proceeded against by Police at
Safety & least once in the next 10 years. This compares with 20% for the comparison
Security group.

1¢/ 1/ What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

%erage projected future payments over the next 10 years for the population group are $249k. This is 2.3x
Q/ more than the comparison group.

NG
&
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16.2  About this population group

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group

5%
Around mhuropean O$

. | 21% m Maori
48,700 «Femle e O
Male
Pacific PeQpl

(1.5% of working-
age population)

Age distribution

7,000 O
6,000 P

5,000
4,000
3,000
2,000
1,000 .
0
o
o~

|
(e}
—

25-30
30-35
35-40
45-50
75-80

80+

70-75

O S
(<
®

Employment status (j\i Benefit status

20-25
40-45

16.3 Current social outcomes

100% 100%
80% 80%
60% 60%

40% Qg’ 40%
o A “am il
0% . || R

0%
ed Unemployed JWR JHD  SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB

0%/\8 & PH Comparison EMB & PH m Comparison
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Annualised earnedincome
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Highest level of mental healt

100% 100%
80% 80%
60% 60%
40% 40%
20% 20%

0% [ B _- 0%
S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+
$34,320
H MB & PH m Comparison
Housing status

100% 80%
80% 60%
60%

0% 40%
40%
20% 20%
0% 0%
PH AS Private
H MB & PH Comparison

&
§<

Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year E \/

80%

’\,

60%
40%
g
RS
Q-

Lo
W,
S

No

Comparison
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100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Annualised total income

@XO%

JL

S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160 -

$34, 3&
$34,320 &
] ComparlsorQ

H MB & PH

ed support
use in the last 5 years

vc,

v‘i-ll

pltal PRIMHD MSD Pharm None
benefit only
B MB & PH Comparison
Diabetes prevalence
Yes No
B MB & PH Comparison
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1s* trimester maternity registration Highest education level achieved
60% 40%
50%
30%
40% %
30% 20% O

20%
10%
0%

10% %\
€<3
Yes No 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

B MB & PH Comparison MB & PH Comparisoé

Highest justice interaction in last 5 years Qz
4

100% (’}
80% v

60% %
40% I O
20% \
o, = R ?'S
Custodial Community  Police None Q
sentence sentence proceeding Q_
B MB & PH Comparison QO

16.4 Social outcomes over nex@\years
Experience time out of work XC/ Total quarters out of work - Distribution

100% OQ 50%

100%
84% 40%

80%
& 30%

60%
20%

40%
10%

=
0% T —
0% QA 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
B&PH  Comparison m MB & PH Comparison

dicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 40 quarters out of work

Q/E In PH in Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
@/ related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [EilileEId0]
Q_ support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
57% 100% 18% 93% 39% 100% 98%
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Some time with total income Total quarters of total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold

100% 91% 40%

86%

80% 30% ()E
o \
60% 0% %
40% N0)¢ Q-
— -
0% 1 5-10 11-20 2139
MB&PH  Comparison B MB & PH Comparlsoq

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group project fp:
spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiyy receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last quarter years
year
60% 100% 18% 95% Q. 35% 100% 98%
Some time on main benefit @‘al quarters on a main benefit - Distribution

99% g/
éo%
(@ )

— = N

0%

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0% 1 5-10 11-20 21-39
@H Comparison W MB & PH Comparison

O Indicators of risk amongst those in population group

projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit

MH- InPHin Police VAS Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHEIGE]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
59% 100% 23% 90% 39% 100% 97%
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Some time in public housing Total quarters in public housing - Distribution

100% 100% 60%
100%

50%
80% 40% %
60% 30% '\O
40% N0)¢ 20% Q9

10%
20% o = L] . QQ’

0% . 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 /<@
K

MB & PH  Comparison B MB & PH Comparison

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Qz
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing 7/

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year
\/
47% 100% 19% 84% @4 % 100% 94%
Some use of mental-related Total és using mental health-related supports-
supports K, Distribution

100% 20% .\? )

81%

80% 'S%
64% Q

0,
60% Q 10%
40%

5%
20% &

0% 11-20 21-39 40
MB &Q/ Comparison B MB & PH Comparison

0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to
spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

Police VAS ) Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

97% 100% 21% 91% 39% 100% 100%
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At least one mental health- Total mental health-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation

12% 4%

10% %
0,
10% 3% O

8% ‘\
6% 2% %
6 Q_
O .1 3% 1% I l QQ/
2% o ]

0% 21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 %O}+

MB&PH  Comparison m MB & PH Comparisg ?“
At least one Total acute hospital days - Distri Qn
acute hospitalisation C/
70% 66% 40% E
60% 57%
30%
50% ,<\/
40% 20%
0,
30% 10%
20%
10% 0% S
0% 1- 10 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+
MB&PH  Comparison x m MB & PH Comparison

% who enrol in tertiary education \?‘
50% Q\‘
41% Q
40% 36%
30% \28/
20% &
10% %Q.

0% Q
0%4 & PH Comparison
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Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against - Distribution
least once
40% 36% 20%
35% %
30% 15% O
25% 20% Cj\'
20% 10% Q-
15%
’ 5% Q/

10%

5% 0% ] —_—

0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100

MB&PH  Comparison m MB & PH Comparison Q
Serve at least one custodial sentence Serve at least one commu, it;antence

8% 7% 20% 19% ?g/

10%

7%
6% 15%

5%
0,
4% 4% 10%

3%
2% @

1%
0% O 0%
MB & PH Comparison SQ MB & PH Comparison
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16.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

MB & PH group Comparison group The difference
S
Average future payments $249k $ 1 O 7k $ 14 lk Q_@\

$300k
$250k
$200k
W Other*
mAS
S$150k
H IRRS
B Main Benefit
$100k
S50k

Male Q/Q-
average futu t $199k $76k $123k
3

@@Zi‘iie $274k $123k $151k

\g/ *includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q‘ Grants.
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17  People leaving school at the start of the GFC

171  Summary

17.1.1  Who is included in this population group?

People who were born between 1Jan 1990 and 31 December 1991 and would have been of school leaver age 6\'

at the start of the GFC. Qg-

17.1.2 Who s included in the comparison group?

All people born between 1 Jan 1985 and 31 December 1986, scaled to have the same gender an oritised
ethnic group distribution as the population group. Q‘

Q

17.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? &

= 2% of the population group are projected to spend the ?g'lo years on a main
p

Jobs & benefit. This compares with 3% for the comparisongro
Earnings é

O

= 37% of the population group have curren: &1 income (including benefits and

Income & . IRRS) below a 40-hour minimum wa@& eshold. This compares with 37% for
Consumption the comparison group. Q'
= The population group are 1. ore likely than the comparison group to spend
Housing some time in public housi% er the next 10 years. 14% are currently receiving
pport (including Accommodation Supplement).

some form of housing%

?\

= 30% of the popylation group have used mental health-related supports in the
Health last five yeaQ s compares with 32% for the comparison group.

X

= 4 @the population group are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the
,{‘é" °

Knowledge &

Skl years. This compares with 41% for the comparison group.
ills

20% of the population group are projected to be proceeded against by Police at

Safety & least once in the next 10 years. This compares with 16% for the comparison
Security group.

a§(4 What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?
Q/ verage projected future payments over the next 10 years for the population group are $28k. This is

0/ broadly the same as the comparison group.
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17.2  About this population group

Number in group Gender Prioritised ethnic group
% mEuropean %
Around Vo O
51% = Female \,
148,500 49% = Asian
Male

(4.7% of working- Pac1ﬁc

age population)

Age distribution

160,000
140,000 &,Q
120,000
100,000 CJ
80,000 ?‘

60,000 %

40,000 \O

20,000 &

v

0
o n o n o n o mé n o n o +
(V] o ™M o <t < n (Vo) [(e) ™~ ™~ 0 o
@ & th & & A (?— h S h S o ®
— o~ o o o < < un [(e] [(s) ~ ~
17.3  Current social outcomes \'
Employment status (/ E Benefit status

80% QQ 100%

60% 80%
60%
% 40%
Sl e
0% e e e

ed Unemployed JWR JHD  SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB

40%

20%

0%

ool leaver Comparison .
P B GFC school leaver Comparison

&
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Annualised total income

80% 80%
60% 60%
40% 40% OE
20% 20% é\'
0% - o I oy N L - Q/Q
S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+ $0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,
$34,320 $34,320
B GFC school leaver Comparison B GFC school leaver Compa”@
Housing status Highest level of mental healt ed support
use in last 5 year
100% 80% ?“Q
80% 60% %
60%
40%
40% &\
0% e — 0% % -
PH Private Qm pital PRIMHD ~ MSD  Pharm  None
O benefit only
B GFC school leaver Comparison EQ B GFC school leaver Comparison
Acute hospitalisation in last 5 year, § \/ Diabetes prevalence
100% 100%
80% 80%
60% 60%
40% 40%
0% & 0%
YQ_ No Yes No
B GE | leaver Comparison B GFC school leaver Comparison
TAYLOR FRY 174
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1s* trimester maternity registration Highest education level achieved
80%
60% S ) %
40% Q&e"o O

20% e‘@& é\'
‘0\’
AP Q-
0% ® &
Yes No éo"' A

B GFC school leaver Comparison é
Highest justice interaction in last 5 years 02
4

100%
80% v
60% O$
40% &’\,

20% v
0% — Q
Q.

Custodial Community  Police None

sentence sentence proceeding O
B GFC school leaver Comparison EQ

?3/
&
<<’\
O‘(

&
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17.4  Social outcomes over next 10 years

Experience time out of work Total quarters out of work - Distribution
100% 20%
80%
J 65% 639% 15%
0,
60% 10%
40%
’ 1.0x 5%
20%
0%
0% 5-10 11-20
GFCschlvr  Comparison B GFC sch Ivr Comp

/
rters out of work

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 4(

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiy receiptin N lHETGY]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year

36% 13% 18% 89% Q- 24% 54% 45%

Some time with total income Total quart total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold s >

100% 25% v
80% 73% (/
65%
65 (]

60%

0,
OB 1.1x 10%
g " L
20% \2\ .
& 0%
1 2-4

0% 5-10 11-20 21-39 40

GFC SC%Q “€omparison B GFC sch Ivr Comparison

S: Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to
0 spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold

MH- In PHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last 3 proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHEILGE]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

34% 8% 15% 84% 20% 42% 35%
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Some time on main benefit Total quarters on a main benefit - Distribution
100% 8%
80% 6%

60% O$

4% '\
40% %
20% . Q/
O%

0% 5-10 11-20 21-39
GFCschlvr  Comparison B GFC sch Ivr Comparison

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Oz
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit /

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
\/
62% 23% 25% 85% @5 % 99% 79%
Some time in public housing Total q&s in public housing - Distribution

6% 5% 2% /\;\ '

5%

4% 1% ;
3% ’\gj
1.1x %
. Q | I
1%
o 1N
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39
GFC sch Ivr C rison B GFC sch Ivr Comparison

Q/% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
rclated proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years

0/ 25% 98% 23% 56% 33% 73% 65%
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Some use of mental Total quarters using mental health-related supports -
health-related supports Distribution
60% 53% 54% 20%
50%
15%
40%
30% 10%
20% 5%
]
0%
0% 5-10 11-20 21- 39
GFCschlvr  Comparison B GEC sch Ivr Comparlse:

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected, :
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- i Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | income in | hospitalisatioiny, receiptin [EEVilaileidy]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

95% 9% 19% 60% Q. 29% 74% 66%

At least one mental health- Total men % alth-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation

3% 1.5% vy

Q@

1.1x 0.5% I
1% Q/
,Qz\ 0.0% . [ [ .

21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 501+

2%

0%

GFCschly, mparison B GFC sch Ivr Comparison
@ st one Total acute hospital days - Distribution
u hospltallsatlon
@9 40%
39%
%40% 37% 30%
& 30% 20%
Qg/ 20% 10%
0% 1-10 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+
GFCschIvr  Comparison H GFC sch Ivr Comparison
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% who enrol in tertiary education

50% 46%
41%

40% O$

30% \
20% Q/Q'@
10% A

% <<&

GFCsch lvr  Comparison

Proceeded against by Police at Total number of Police proceedings against tribution
least once /

25% 10% ?\:'
20%

9 8%
20% 6% 6 %
15% 6% ,<\O
0,
10% 1.2x 4%

2%
5%

1 g 5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100
GFCschlvr  Comparison ® GFC sch Ivr Comparison

0%
0%

Serve at least one custodial sentence ?yerve at least one community sentence

5% .\gj 10% 9%
4% 9
4% ’ » QQ 8% 8%
2O

3% 6%

2% Q\Q/ 4% 1.1x
A

1%
E 0%
GFg@r Comparison GFCschlvr  Comparison

0%
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17.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years
GFC school leaver Comparison group The difference
$30k QQ/

Average future cost $2 8k $2 7k $ Ok

$20k
*
B Other $15k
AS
H IRRS
B Main Benefit »10k
S5k
S0k ——

%OQ
_SS&k%
averagﬂiiir@%?- $ 16k $ 17k = $ 1k

S
%@fﬁi‘ﬁe $40k $38k $2k

?:includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q_ Grants.
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18 Current non-beneficiaries projected to spend more than 25% of
the next 10 years on main benefit

18.1 Summary %
O

18.1.1 Whois included in this population group? é\'

People who are currently not receiving a benefit but are projected to spend more than 25% of the next %

years on main benefit.

18.1.2 Whoisincluded in the comparison group?
Y}:an 5% of

All people aged 16-64 who are not currently receiving a benefit and are projected to spend@&
the next 10 years on main benefit, scaled to have the same age, gender and prioritised e group
distribution as the population group. ’

o

18.1.3 What are their current and projected social outcomes? ?‘

= 2% of the population group are projected to s ge next 10 years on a main
Jobs & benefit. This compares to less than 1% for t parison group.

Earnings ‘

= 62% of the population group hav nt total income (including benefits and
Income & : IRRS) below a 40-hour minim 1®age threshold. This compares with 44% for
Consumption the comparison group. s

= People in the popul t1 roup are 6.4x more likely than the comparison group
Housin to spend some ublic housing over the next 10 years. 10% are currently
g receiving som @of housing support (including Accommodation

Supplemen

= 53% of %opulation group have used mental health-related supports in the
Health las e years. This compares with 29% for the comparison group.

RS

51% of the population group are projected to enrol in tertiary education over the

Kl?‘l’l‘”ledge & next 10 years. This compares with 49% for the comparison group.
Skills

‘ = 43% of the population group are projected to be proceeded against by Police at
Safety & least once in the next 10 years. This compares with 14% for the comparison
Security group.

18.1.4 What are their projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years?

Average projected future payments over the next 10 years for the population group are $128k. This is 52x
more than the comparison group.
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18.2  About this population group

Number in group Gender

Around

49% m Female
97,300
Male

(3.1% of working-

age population)

Age distribution

20,000

15,000

10,000

5,000

16-20
20-25
25-30
30-35
35-40
40-45
45—50

18.3 Current social outcomes ®

Employment status (/v
Q 100%
Q 80%
60%
40%
20%
0%

80%

60%

40%

P

ed

20%

0%
Unemployed

MB >25% Comparison

&

Ministry of Social Development
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e

Prioritised ethnic group

12%

b

&

Q

® European

Q
\O

® Maori
= Asian
Pacific P@-

Qy

n o N o +
© ~ ~ 0 o
o Lh o Lh 0
[} o ~ ~

Benefit status

JWR JHD  SPS SLP SUP OTH NOB
B Future MB >25% Comparison
TAYLOR FRY 182



IN-CONFIDENCE

Annualised earned income Annualised total income
60% 80%
50%
40% 60% %
(]
30% 40% O
20% \'
H BN H B f’
(]
0% 0%
$0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34,320+ S0 $0-$17,160 $17,160-  $34, 3&
$34,320 $34,320
W Future MB >25% Comparison B Future MB >25% Compar,é«
ousing status ighest level of mental hea ed suppor
H tat Highest level of tal healt d pport

use in last 5 year
100% 80% ?gJ
80% 60% §§
60%
40% a0% \
(]

20% 20% v .
oo, 0% % —

PH AS Private pital PRIMHD MSD Pharm None
benefit only
B Future MB >25% Comparison § M Future MB >25% Comparison
Acute hospitalisation in last 5 yea w Diabetes prevalence
100% 100%
80% \ 80%
60% 60%
40% 40%
N Q\((’
0% & 0% F—

YQ_ No Yes No
| F@Qﬁ >25% Comparison B Future MB >25% Comparison

¢
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80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Highest justice interaction in last 5 years

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

18.4

Experience time out of work

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Qt MB >25% Comparison

dicators of risk amongst those in population group projected to spend 40 quarters out of work

IN-CONFIDENCE

1s* trimester maternity registration Highest education level achieved

40%
30%

20% %
&
&

N
ComparIQ
o

10%

0%
Yes No

B Future MB >25% Comparison Future MB >25%

Custodial
sentence

None

S
Social outcomes over nex@\years
O

\
Ko

&

Community  Police
sentence proceeding

B Future MB >25% Comparison

Total quarters out of work - Distribution

100%

60%

40%

20%

11-20

40

2-4 5-10
W Fut MB >25%

0%
21-39
Comparison

InPHin Police VAS Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation | receiptin [EilileEId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
34% 15% 20% 83% 24% 35% 34%
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Some time with total income Total quarters of total income below threshold - Distribution
below threshold
100% 80%
100% %
80% 72% 60% @)

60% 40% : %

1.4x
40% 20% AQ/
O

0% —] —
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
Fut MB >25% Comparison B Fut MB >25% Comparii:gv
Indicators of risk amongst those in population group project fp:
spend 40 quarters with total income below threshold
MH- Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisatioiyy receiptin N lHETGY]
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 vears last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
year
35% 11% 20% 72% Q. 22% 32% 29%
Some time on main benefit To&&arters on a main benefit - Distribution
100% 60% Q
100% &
80% {2&;
60% OQ 30%
40% Q/ 20%
10%
20% &
0% —
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
B Fut MB >25% Comparison
0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group
projected to spend 40 quarters on main benefit
Police VAS ) Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk
use in last years quarter years
49% 18% 27% 52% 32% 65% 46%
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Some time in public housing Total quarters in public housing - Distribution

25% 6%
0% 20% 5%
4%

0,
15% 3% '\
10% 2% <2-%
5% 3% 1% l %
- N

0%
0% 1 2-4 5-10 11-20 21-39
Fut MB >25% Comparison B Fut MB >25% Comparison Q

Indicators of risk amongst those in population group Qz
projected to spend 40 quarters in public housing 7/

MH- InPHin Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related last3 proceeding | income in | hospitalisation'| receiptin [EilileId0]
support years inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

year

\/
24% 99% 15% 36% Q§ﬂ 9% 52% 47%
O
Some use of mental Total q s using mental health-related supports -
health-related supports Distribution

84%

80% éoy
60% 52% Q 5%
o
(]

a

C .
& 0%

1 2-4

0% 5-10 11-20 21-39 40
Fut MB % Comparison M Fut MB >25% Comparison

A%
100% 25@?

0% Indicators of risk amongst those in population group projected
to spend 40 quarters using mental health-related supports

MH- Police Zero Acute MB 3 or more
related proceeding | incomein | hospitalisation | receiptin V&G
support inlast 3 June 19 in last 3 years last 3 of risk

use in last years quarter years

94% 8% 19% 37% 33% 46% 41%
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At least one mental health- Total mental health-related hospital days - Distribution
related hospitalisation

12% 4.0%

10%
0,
10% 3.0%
8% ‘\
6% 2.0% %
) %
4% 1.0% I QQ/
2% 1% 0.0% . [ ,%
1-20 5

0% 21-50 51-100 101-200 201-500 Q

Fut MB >25% Comparison m Fut MB >25% Compari v
Atleast one Total acute hospital days - Dis%a&n
acute hospitalisation C/

70% 61% 40% E
60% Os

30%

50% ‘\
39% &
40% 20%
9 1.6x ;
30% 10%
20%
10% 0% —
0% 1-10 11-50 51-100 101-200 201+
Fut MB >25%  Comparison xs B Fut MB >25% Comparison

% who enrol in tertiary \?‘
education \( )
51% 9% )
50%

40% &\z\%

30%

20% Q-
10% QQ/
\@ B >25% Comparison
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Proceeded against by Police at

least once
0,

20% 43%
40%
30%

3.1x
20% 14%
10%

0%

Fut MB >25% Comparison

Serve at least one custodial sentence

20%

17%

15%

10%

5%
1%

0%
Fut MB >25%

Ministry of Social Development

Comparison

IN-CONFIDENCE

Total number of Police proceedings against - Distribution

I | [—
5-10 11-15 16-20 21-100

Comparison Q
Serve at least one commg{i&ntence

35% 31% v:‘

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%
1 2-4

W Fut MB >25%

Q
S
AD
R

30%
25%
20%
15%

4%

Fut MB >25% Comparison
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18.5 Projected benefit and IRRS payments over the next 10 years

Future main benefit >25%

Comparison group The difference
group

Average future payments $ 12 8k $2 k

$140k
$120k
$100k
AS

H IRRS
B Main Benefit $60k
S40k
S20k

O‘(

(&
i*ﬁ' $109k $1k $108k
&\2?" $146k $3k $143k

?:includes: Disability Allowance, Orphan Benefits, Childcare Subsidy, Child Disability Allowance,
Q/ Emergency Benefit, Hardship payments, Winter Energy Payment and Emergency Housing Special Needs
Q_ Grants.
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Appendix A  Glossary

The following table gives definitions for common acronyms and terms used in this report.

Term Definition O$

1 trimester Of the people who were pregnant in the five years up to June 2019, what 6\'
maternity proportion registered in their first trimester. Q—
registration AQ/
Acute An acute hospitalisation is an unplanned admission on the day of present: ata
hospitalisation publicly funded healthcare facility. Admission may have been from the Endergency
or Outpatient Departments of the healthcare facility or a transfer frﬁ_ other
facility. Q
/
Annualised earned Taxable income in the June 2019 quarter earned from: C’}
ncome - Wages & Salaries ?\
- ACC weekly compensation
- Student Allowance Oi
- Withholding payments \
- Paid parental leave &
- Self-employed, partnership and %ny income
The amount is then annualised by m@ng by 4.
Annualised total Income in the June 2019 quart Q ived from:
ncome - Earnedincome '\é
- Working for Families Tax Credits
- Benefit pay %
- IRRS (;&
The amount i@ annualised by multiplying by 4.
AS Accomn@tmn Supplement (and related assistance)
AWE AQ& Weekly Earnings
BEFU Budget Economic and Fiscal Update - Treasury’s budget forecasts
BEN QQ/ Receiving a Main Benefit, this includes Jobseeker support, Sole Parent Support,
% Supported Living Payment, Young Parent Payment and Youth Payment.
Co Qcy Community sentences managed by Corrections. Excludes sentences due to driving
ﬁce offences.
?@PI Consumer price index
& Custodial sentence Time spent in prison or on remand
Q Diabetes The percentage of people who at some point up to 30 June 2019 were diagnosed
prevalence with diabetes
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Term Definition

EB Emergency Benefit (included in Jobseeker Support - Work-ready reporting in this
report)

Education level New Zealand Qualification Framework level, for more information see
https://www.nzqa.govt.nz/studying-in-new-zealand/understand-nz-quals/. This
measure is only available for people under the age of 30 as enrolment and
attainment information in the IDI are incomplete for people above the age of 30.

Employment Whether someone is employed defined by having earned income in the quagter of

status greater than the minimum wage for 20 hours per week

Experience time

out of work
GSS

HCD

Hospital days

HUD
HYEFU

IDI

Income below
threshold

IRR

IRRS

JS

Market Rent

Whether someone is not employed for at least a quarter

General Social Survey

Health condition, disability (sub-set of both Jobseekes Support clients with
reduced work obligations and Supported Living Payment clients)

The number of days spent in a publicly fundéd\ho$pital as an inpatient or an
outpatient

Ministry of Housing and Urban Deyélopment
Half-year Economic and FiscaNUpdate — Treasury’s half-year forecasts

Integrated Data Infrastructuré€ — research database containing microdata about
people and households£rom a range of government agencies, surveys and non-
government organisations

Whether sopgieene’s income in the quarter is less than the minimum wage for 40
hours pepweek. The base rate used is the 2019 rate of $17.70 per hour.

Incofaé Related Rent — IRR is calculated based on a client’s assessable income and
theif household type. Public housing providers (Kainga Ora and Community
Heusing Providers) then charge this rate as rent to the client (Market Rent = IRR +
IRRS). If the calculated rate of IRR is higher than the market rent for the property,
the housing provider will charge no more than the market rate as rent for the

property.

Income Related Rent Subsidy - a top up payment to housing providers to bridge
the difference between the income-related rent a client pays and the market rent
of the property. Market Rent = IRR + IRRS.

Jobseeker Support — new benefit type introduced July 2013 (replaces
Unemployment Benefit and Sickness Benefit, and partially replaces Domestic
Purposes benefit). We sometimes refer to people receiving JS as Jobseekers, or JS.

The average level of rent being paid for similar properties in the same area. Market
Rent = IRR + IRRS.
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Term Definition

MB Main Benefits include the following benefit types: Emergency Benefit (EB),
Jobseeker Support (JS), Supported Living Payment (SLP) and Sole Parent Support
(SPS).

Mental health- Mental health and addiction events as defined by the Social Wellbeing Agency.

related supports Source code for definition available at https://github.com/nz-social-investment-
agency/mha_data_definition.
Note also, the MH acronym is used throughout the report to mean Mental Health)

Mental health- Discharge from a publicly funded hospital where the hospitalisation is related to

related mental health or substance abuse

hospitalisation

MSD Ministry of Social Development

NOB Not supported by a main or supplementary benefit (in a given calendar quarter)

NOMB Not supported by a main benefit (in a given calendat quarter) but still receiving
some benefit system support - a supplementafy benefit or OB

NZQF New Zealand Qualifications Framework

Offence/Offending An offence or offending reported to'tlie Police, who then took out proceedings

leading to Police against the individual

proceedings

OTH Other benefit, referring‘to those clients not on a key benefit, including
supplementary assistaiCg, but not including JS-SH (student hardship), childcare
subsidy, employnient interventions and hardship benefits

PH Public Housing\- clients are considered in public housing if they reside in a
property(mamnaged by Kainga Ora or a Community Housing Provider. They may be
paying income-related rent or market rent.

PRIMHD ThewMinistry of Health’s single national mental health and addiction information

Prioritised etlinie
group

Private

Recent exit

SLP

collection of service activity and outcomes data for health consumers.

Ethnicity is based on the SNZ source ranked ethnicity. Where a person has
multiple ethnicities, a single ethnicity is chosen based on the following
prioritisation: Maori, Pacific People, Asian, Other, New Zealand European.

Not in a public house and not receiving Accommodation Supplement

Recent housing or register exit — a client who is currently not in a public housing
place or on the register but has been in the last 12 months.

Recent benefit system exit — a client who is currently not receiving a benefit but

has been in the last 12 months.

Supported Living Payment — new benefit type introduced July 2013 (replaces
Invalid’s Benefit and Domestic Purposes Benefit — Care of the Sick and Infirm)

Ministry of Social Development
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Term Definition
Some time Occurring at some point in a defined time period. Used in the context of projected
social outcomes.
SPS Sole Parent Support — new benefit type introduced July 2013 (partially replaces OE
Domestic Purposes benefit). We sometimes refer to people receiving SPS as Sole '\
Parents, or SP. Q%
SUP Supplementary benefit only (in a given calendar quarter). AQ/
Tenant Clients are sometimes referred to as tenants where they reside in a prop &
managed by Kainga Ora or a Community Housing Provider. They may ying
income-related rent or market rent.
Tertiary education /’ :

Working-age
population

WR
YP

YPP

Education at a tertiary provider or industry training provide&

People aged 16 - 64 years old. ?g/

Work-ready (sub-set of Jobseeker Support cliel@ch work obligations).

Youth Payment @
Q.

Young Parent Payment
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