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Introduction 
This report tracks changes in the cost of living, particularly for vulnerable and disadvantaged South 
Australians.  
 
The first part uses the Australian Bureau of Statistics’ Selected Living Cost Indexes (ABS, 2013a) 
and Consumer Price Index (ABS, 2013c) to show changes in the cost of living in the last quarter 
and over the last 12 months.  
 
As a summary measure, the Selected Living Cost Indexes are preferred over the better known 
Consumer Price Index (CPI) because the CPI is technically not a cost of living measure. It tracks 
changes in the price of a specific basket of goods, but this basket includes goods and services that 
are not part of the expenditure of all households, and poor households in particular. When 
considering the cost of living, this is important because if expenditure on bare essentials makes up 
the vast bulk (or entirety) of expenditure for low income households, then price increases in those 
areas are crucial whilst price increases or decreases on other discretionary goods are less 
relevant. However, increases in the prices of bare essentials may be masked in the generic CPI by 
rises or falls in other goods and services in the CPI basket. 
 
The Selected Living Cost Indexes use a different methodology to CPI (see Explanatory Note 1 in 
the Appendix) and the living cost indexes disaggregate expenditure into a number of different 
household types (ABS, 2013b). Of these, this Cost of Living Update focuses only on the “Aged 
Pension” and “Other government transfer recipient” (hereafter “other welfare recipients") figures, as 
these are likely to represent the more disadvantaged households. While the Selected Living Cost 
Indexes also have limitations in tracking cost of living changes for these groups (see Explanatory 
Note 2), they do provide a robust statistical base, a long time series, and quarterly tracking of 
changes – all of which is useful data for analysis. This report also adds to the Selected Living Cost 
Indexes figures by putting a dollar value on the percentage changes in the indexes, and by using 
disaggregated CPI data to summarise change in prices of key items. 
 
As is standard in the SACOSS Cost of Living Updates, the second section contains a more in-
depth analysis of cost of living trends in one key area of concern in relation to cost of living 
pressures on vulnerable and disadvantaged South Australians. This Update focuses on the cost of 
education.  
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SECTION 1: March Quarter 2013 Cost of Living Changes 

Prices 
In the March 2013 quarter, the cost of living (as measured by the ABS Selected Living Cost 
Indexes) for Aged Pensioners rose by 0.4% and by 0.5% for Other Welfare Recipients. CPI in the 
same period rose by 0.4% nationally and 0% (ie. did not rise) in Adelaide (ABS, 2013a; ABS 
2013c).  
 
The main areas of price rises were pharmaceuticals (due to the yearly cycle of the PBS threshold), 
housing, alcohol and tobacco – although the housing category here includes increases in electricity 
prices nationally which were not reflected in the Adelaide figures. Price increases were offset by 
continuing falls in fruit and vegetable prices. 
 
Over the last year (March Qtr 2012 – March Qtr 2013), the living cost indexes for Aged Pensioners 
rose by 2.8% and for Other Welfare Recipients increased by 2.6%. CPI rose by 2.5% nationally, 
and 2.2% in Adelaide (ABS, 2013a, 2013c). 
 

Figure 1: Increases in Living Costs March Qtr 2013 

March Qtr 2013 Last year (Mach 2012 – March 2013) 

 
 

 
 

 
While the differences are small, it remains a concern that the living cost indexes for aged 
pensioners and other welfare recipients continued to go up faster than CPI. It is also notable that 
the living costs of employees and self-funded retirees went up less over the past year than for 
pensioners and other welfare recipients – 1.7% for employees, 2.3% for self-funded retirees. In 
other words, prices for the things bought by those who can least afford it are going up faster than 
for other sections of the population whose basket of goods and services is different. 
 
These overall figures can be disaggregated to track changes in the price of key basic goods and 
services in the last quarter both in Adelaide and nationally. These are shown in Table 1 over the 
page, and show some significant trends with Adelaide prices in many areas going up less than 
nationally (with the exception of health). 
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Table 1: Cost of Living Changes March Qtr 2013 by expenditure type 

Cost of Living Area 
Adelaide CPI Dec 

Qtr change 
% 

Adelaide CPI 
March 2012- 
March 2013 

% 

National CPI Mar 
2012 – Mar 2013 

% 

Food -0.5 1.1 1.6 

Housing 0.4 4.6 5.1 

 Rent 0.6 2.5 3.5 

Utilities 1.1 12.2 13.5 

 Electricity 2.3 11.6 17.1 

 Water 0.0 10.5 2.6 

Health 1.7 7.2 6.1 

Transport 0.0 0.3 1.4 

CPI All Groups 0.0 2.2 2.5 

(Source: ABS, 2013c) 

 
Overall, the national figures continue to support SACOSS’ concerns about the cost of living for low 
income households with the price of necessities going up faster than the generic inflation rate. 
However, the Adelaide data suggests some relief in the last quarter and over the last year from 
these national trends in that the price increases faced by those in Adelaide are probably below 
those contributing to the national living cost index data. 

Incomes 
Given that welfare recipients have very low incomes, it is unlikely that any or any significant 
amount of the weekly benefit can be saved – at least for those not able to supplement their 
government transfer with other incomes. For someone on the base level of benefits, and assuming 
that they spend all their income, SACOSS calculates that the dollar value changes in cost of living 
is as shown in Table 2. 
 

Table 2: Cost of Living Change March Qtr 2012 –March 2013 

 

Base Rate Benefit 
per week  

(31 March 2012) 

Selected Living 
Cost Index 

change 

$ Amount per 
week 

Aged Pensioner $347.65 2.8% $9.73 

Newstart with two children 
(Other Welfare Recipient) 

$264.90 2.6% $6.89 

(Source: Centrelink, 2012; ABS, 2013a) 

 
That is to say, for those whose only source of income is a base-rate government benefit and who 
spend all their income, the cost of living over the last year increased by $9.73 a week for 
pensioners, and about $6.89 for people on Newstart with children. By comparison, the base rate 
pension rose by $19.20 in the same period, while the relevant Newstart rate rose by $4 (Centrelink, 
2012).  
 
In addition to these base rates, Household Assistance Package payments to address carbon tax 
price increases were made available to most pensioners and adult allowance recipients (including 
Newstart) from 20 March 2013. These payments add $6.75 a week to the single pension and $4.55 
to Newstart for those with dependent children. With these payments, both Newstart also increased 
more than the cost of living over the last year. This underlines the importance of those ongoing 
payments in assisting struggling households. 
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SECTION 2: Education Costs 

The Importance of Education Expenditure 
Education has not been a focus in previous SACOSS Cost of Living Reports. There are several 
reasons for this. Education expenditure statistics are difficult to interpret and not relevant to many 
of the lowest income households – for instance, most aged pensioners and childless people reliant 
on Newstart. However, for many others, such as low income families struggling to send children to 
school or adults in post-secondary education living on Youth Allowances, Austudy or Abstudy, 
education expenditure is important and a basic necessity. Indeed, given the importance of 
education and the sacrifices many parents make for children, it is an expenditure which will often 
be prioritised over other household essentials. 
 
The ABS 2009/10 Household Expenditure Survey (HES) shows that nationally households spent 
an average of about $30 a week on education fees, equating to 2.47% of total household 
expenditure on goods and services. In South Australia the average expenditure was slightly less, 
but made up a slightly greater proportion of total household expenditure on goods and services, as 
evident in Table 3. 
 

Table 3: Expenditure on Education Fees, 2009-10 

 

Average Weekly 
Expenditure 

$ per household 

 
SA Australia 

Education Fees for Primary and Secondary Schools 18.42 19.40 

Education Fees for Post Secondary Education 7.97 11.16 

TOTAL EDUCATION FEE EXPENDITURE 26.39 30.56 

Education Fees as % of Total Goods & Service 
Expenditure 2.5% 2.47 

Source: (ABS, 2011b, Table 27A, 27B). 

 
However, there are several things to note about these figures. Firstly, they relate only to education 
fees – largely tuition fees and other basic fees (including school sports fees). They do not include a 
whole range of other education expenditures such as the cost of uniforms, stationery, books, 
internet access. Accordingly, the figures under-represent total expenditure on education.  
 
The figures are also the average expenditure across all households regardless of whether any 
education is actually incurred. This means that expenditure by those households that have 
education expenses is “averaged down” by the inclusion of other households who do not spend 
anything on education. For instance, if two of four households spend $50 a week on education, the 
average expenditure for all households is $25 a week – which massively underestimates the actual 
importance of education expenditure for the two households that incur that cost.  
 
Some of the impact of this averaging issue can be seen when the average expenditure figures are 
disaggregated by the age (noting that this is the age of the “household reference person” which in 
most, but not all cases, will be the relevant adult in the house). Table 4 shows that households in 
the middle age groups who are most likely to have school age children spend far more on 
education fees than older age groups, and around $20 a week more than the average household. 
It is also notable that the youngest age group spends nothing (statistically significant) on primary 
and secondary education, but spend the most on post-secondary education amounting to some 
4.7% of the household expenditure. To put this in perspective, that is twice the amount that those 
households spend on electricity and gas (ABS, 2011b, Table 21A). 
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Table 4: Expenditure on Education Fees, Australia 2009-10 

 
Age of Reference Person All 

Education Fees 15–24 25–34 35–44 45–54 55–64 
65 and 
over 

house
holds 

Primary and secondary schools  $pw - 3.39 39.52 39.35 12.01 2.99 19.40 

% of Household Expenditure 
 

0.3 2.7 2.6 1.0 0.4 1.6 

Post Secondary - $pw 57.44 21.16 7.14 11.72 7.69 0.86 11.16 

% of Household Expenditure 4.7 1.6 0.5 0.8 0.6 0.1 0.9 

Total - $per week 57.44 24.55 46.66 51.07 19.7 3.85 30.56 

% of Total Household G&S 
Expenditure 4.7 1.9 3.2 3.4 1.6 0.5 2.5 

Source: Adapted from (ABS, 2011b, Table 21A) 
 
These figures still underestimate expenditure on education fees again because not all the 
households in each age categories will have children of school age so there is an averaging down 
within these categories. Adjusting to remove the non-education households, could see expenditure 
climbing to $70 a week for the 35-44 age group (4.8% of household expenditure) and to over $100 
per week for the 45-54 age group (6.6% of household expenditure) (see Explanatory Note 3 in the 
Appendix). These estimates involve a number of assumptions and some caution should be used, 
but based on this, plus the range of other education expenses not included in the ABS education 
fees category, SACOSS conservatively estimates that for those households with people 
engaged in the education system, the average expenditure on education probably accounts 
for around 5% of total household expenditure on goods and services.  
 
This is clearly a significant expenditure when it is considered that domestic fuel and power (ie. 
electricity and gas) accounts for 3.3% of expenditure, and health (including health insurance) 
accounts for 5.7% (ABS, 2011c, Table 3). 
 

Different Household types 

The average figures above are complicated by the very large differences hidden in the statistics 
between those in the public and private school systems, and between elite private and more 
generic religious schools. Public schools have no tuition fees, but often have a materials charge to 
cover outgoings. For instance, SACOSS’ quick internet search revealed the Materials and Service 
Charge at Le Fevre High School is $395 for 2013, while at Brighton Secondary School it goes up to 
$920 a year for upper secondary students. By comparison, private schools charge tuition fees – in 
the order of $7,000 per year for general religious colleges (eg. St Aloysius College - $7, 530 plus 
about $1,000p.a. in service fees, Christian Brothers Adelaide at $7,686p.a. for Years 11 and 12, 
and $7,200 for Sacred Heart College). And then there are elite schools like St Peters College and 
Prince Alfred College at just over $20,000 per annum.  
 
Table 5 shows expenditure on education fees by income quintile. At first glance it shows that the 
higher the household income, the more is spend on education – both absolutely and as a 
proportion of household expenditure. This means that, unlike many other basic necessities which 
account for disproportionately more of household expenditure, spending on education is likely to be 
generally progressive and so any increases in education fees will impact less on poorer 
households than richer one.  
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Table 5: Expenditure on Education Fees, Australia 2009-10 by Income Quintile 

 
Expenditure $ per week 

 
Lowest Second Third Fourth Highest 

Education fees for primary & secondary schools 1.97 7.33 15.61 22.34 49.78 

Post Secondary Education fees 3.81 4.63 10.45 13.11 23.82 

Total Expenditure on Education Fees 5.78 11.96 26.06 35.45 73.60 

% of Total Goods and Services Expenditure 1.0% 1.5% 2.2% 2.4% 3.4% 
Source: Adapted from (ABS, 2011b, Table 3A) 

 
However, some caution should be exercised in interpreting these figures because the lower 
income quintile tends to include a greater proportion of single person households and of aged 
pensioners – both of whom are likely to spend less on education and therefore bring the quintile 
average down. People in the lowest income quintile who have school-aged children may be 
spending far more on education than the figures suggest. On the other hand, it is also likely that 
they are less likely to be sending children to colleges with tuition fees, so their expenditure may be 
less than higher income households. This is evident in Figure 2 which is based on the school fees 
cited above.  
 

Figure 2: Selected Education Expenditure and Incomes 

 
 
The graph shows that school fees for one child at a general religious school would cost around a 
quarter of the minimum wage each week, while the fees for one child at an elite school are more 
than the entire income of a single parent on Newstart or Parenting Payment. Given this, there are 
clearly different “education markets’ operating here as there is no possibility of these low income 
households affording tuition fees at many colleges.  
 
Beyond these differences between households, there is also a city-country difference. As noted 
above, the 2009-10 HES showed that South Australian average household expenditure on 
education fees was $26.39 per week. In Adelaide that figure was $32.41 (ABS, 2011b, Table 23A). 
This difference is even more marked when it is considered that Adelaide dominates the state 
averages. When this is taken into account, SACOSS estimates that expenditure on education fees 
in non-metropolitan areas is only about $8.30 per week, a massive $24 per week less than in 
Adelaide (See Explanatory Note 4 in the Appendix). This is probably explained by a combination of 
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the older age profile in some non-metropolitan areas and the relative lack of fee paying schools 
and tertiary institutions outside the metropolitan area. 
Given all of the above differences between households, and the fact that the data only deals with 
fees and not all education costs, any figures based on average household expenditures on 
education are likely to hide as much as they reveal in terms of impact on the household budgets of 
vulnerable and disadvantaged people. Some low vulnerable and disadvantaged people will be 
unaffected by changes in education prices, while others will be directly effected – either by 
struggling to pay increased fees or by cost excluding them from education possibilities.  

Summary of Education Price Movements 
While the exact incidence of education expenditure is difficult to map with the ABS expenditure 
data, the CPI data in Figure 3 clearly shows education fees going up much faster than the general 
inflation rate. Over the last year, education prices have risen by 6.6% in Adelaide, by comparison 
with a general CPI rise of 2.2% (ABS, 2013c). 
 

Figure 3: Education Fees – Adelaide and National 

 
 
The disaggregated figures shown in Figure 4 reveal that the prices for primary and secondary 
education have gone up much faster, while tertiary education prices have tracked reasonably 
closely to the generic CPI. 
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Figure 4: Disaggregated Education Fees, South Australia 

 
 

Impact on household budgets 
Extrapolating from the data from 2009/10 Household Expenditure Survey using Adelaide CPI-
Education figures, the current average weekly expenditure on education would be as shown in 
Table 6. 
 

Table 6: Current expenditure on Education Fees 

 

Average Weekly 
Expenditure 

$ per household 

 
Adelaide SA 

Education Fees for Primary and Secondary Schools 28.90 23.40 

Education Fees for Post Secondary Education 12.20 10.10 

TOTAL EDUCATION FEE EXPENDITURE 41.10 33.50 
Source: SACOSS calculations derived from (ABS 2011b, Tables 23A, 27A; ABS, 2013c). 

 
Again, these are average expenditures spread across all households, including those with no 
children or education expenses, and so tend to understate the expenditure of households who 
actually have education expenditures. If we use the estimate above that about of 5% of household 
expenditure of those households engaged in the education system goes to education expenses, 
then weekly education expenditure would be $66.22 per week for SA, and $71.54 in Adelaide.  
 
The figures do not allow for a more concrete conclusion, but it is safe to say that South 
Australian households that incur education expenditure spend on average between $40 and 
$70 per week.  
 
This is clearly a significant expenditure, and in this context the price rises in recent years (evident 
in Figures 3 and 4) are important. Over the last 10 years, education has increased 71.6% in 
Adelaide, while CPI has increased by 28%. The impact of this on household budgets can be seen 
in Table 7. 
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Table 7: Education Expenditure and the Household Budget 

Education Expenditure 

South 
Australia  

Av. Weekly  
$ 

2003/04 Education  Expenditure 17.00 

March 2013 if generic CPI applied 21.80 

March 2013 if Education CPI applied 29.20 

Difference in 2013 estimates $7.40 

Source: SACOSS calculations derived from (ABS 2006, Table 5; ABS, 2013c). 

 
In other words, South Australian households are paying on average $7.40 a week or $385 per 
year more for education fees than they would have been had those fees followed the 
general inflation rate since 2003.  
 
These estimates are based on prices and do not take account of expenditure changes, but the 
HES data shows that South Australian households actually spent on average $26.40 per week on 
education fees in 2009-10, which is $3.40 a week more than would be anticipated just by looking at 
the price increases. There could be a range of factors contributing to this - for example, more 
people in schools and tertiary education, a shift of students to fee paying courses or institutions, or 
more courses charging fees. However, the difference suggests that not only are education 
prices going up, but education expenditure is becoming a more important part of the 
average household budget. This is confirmed by the fact that education expenditure has risen as 
from 2.1% of total household expenditure on goods and services in South Australia in 2003 to 
2.5% in 2009 (ABS, 2006, Table 5; ABS 2011b, Table 27A). 
 
Again, these figures are based on average households or average households with education 
expenditures, but this expenditure is not spread evenly and may impact more on middle income 
earners than on those who have no choice but to send their children to low-fee public schools. For 
low income earners, there are also a variety of government concessions and subsidies to assist in 
payment of school expenses. The SA government School Card scheme applies to students from 
low income households with children attending government and non-government schools and 
offers financial assistance with educational expenses such as school fees and service charges, 
uniforms, and camps and excursions (Govt of SA, 2013). There are also a range of 
Commonwealth government loans, subsidies and income support available – including direct 
support payments for eligible older students and apprentices through Austudy, Abstudy and Youth 
Allowance.  
 
Perhaps most controversially, there is the Commonwealth government Schoolkids Bonus which is 
a payment to low income households (in receipt of Family Tax Benefit Part A) or to 16-18 year old 
students who are eligible for a range of income support payments. The Schoolkids Bonus is $820 
per year for a child in secondary school and $410 for each eligible child in primary school. ACOSS 
has suggested that this is poorly targeted and while recognising that such bonus payments provide 
much needed assistance to many families, they argue that the support would be better done by 
increase the base rate of family support payments (ACOSS, 2013). 
 
In any case, given the rapid rate of rises in education fees, there is a need to properly index such 
support payments and not leave them to lose their value over time. 
 

Conclusion and Recommendations 
Notwithstanding the difficulties highlighted in this report of estimating household expenditure on 
education, and the differences in expenditure patterns across different household and school 
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types, it is clear that for many who are engaged with the education system, education expenditure 
can be a significant household expense. For those households, education fees alone account for 
about 5% on average of total household expenditure on goods and services and would currently be 
in the order of $40 - $70 a week in South Australia. 
 
It is also clear that education prices are rising at well above the inflation rate, although because low 
income households tend to spend less on education than households with higher income (both 
absolutely and as a proportion of their total expenditure), the cost of living impacts may be felt 
more by those middle income households. However, given the importance of education to 
children’s development and life-chances, and that low income households are effectively “priced 
out of the private education market”, it is critical that the education services provided at little cost to 
those on low incomes are properly resourced and of a high standard. 
 
The two key recommendations from the report are that government educational support for low 
income families needs to be properly indexed to cover rapidly increasing education costs, and that 
public schools which provide the lowest cost education must be properly funded. Failure to do this 
will have huge impacts not just on the quality of education for a large number of students, but also 
on social equality as children should be given a fair chance to learn, develop and get the life and 
vocational skills they need regardless of the income of their parents. 
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APPENDIX: Explanatory Notes 

1. CPI and Living Cost Indexes 

The ABS Selected Living Cost Indexes use a different methodology to the CPI in that the CPI is 
based on acquisition (i.e. the price at the time of acquisition of a product) while the living cost index 
is based on actual expenditure. This is particularly relevant in relation to housing costs where CPI 
traces changes in house prices, while the ALCI traces changes in the amount expended each 
week on housing (e.g. mortgage repayments). Further information is available in the Explanatory 
Notes to the Selected Living Cost Indexes (ABS, 2013b). 
 
In that sense, the Selected Living Cost Indexes are not a simple disaggregation of CPI and the two 
are not strictly comparable. However, both indexes are used to measure changes in the cost of 
living over time (although that is not what CPI was designed for), and given the general usage of 
the CPI measure and its powerful political and economic status, it is useful to compare the two and 
highlight the differences for different household types.  

2. Limitations of the Selected Living Cost Indexes 

The Selected Living Cost Indexes are more nuanced that the generic CPI in that they measure 
changes for different household types, but there are still a number of problems with using those 
indexes to show cost of living changes faced by the most vulnerable and disadvantaged in South 
Australia. While it is safe to assume that welfare recipients are among the most vulnerable and 
disadvantaged, any household-based data for multi-person households says nothing about 
distribution of power, money and expenditure within a household and may therefore hide particular 
(and often gendered) structures of vulnerability and disadvantage. Further, the living cost indexes 
are not state-based, so particular South Australian trends or circumstances may not show up. 
 
At the more technical level, the Selected Living Cost Indexes are for households whose 
predominant income is from the described source (e.g. aged pension or government transfers). 
However, the expenditures that formed the base data and weighting (from the 2009-10 Household 
Expenditure Survey) add up to well over the actual welfare payments available (even including 
other government payments like rent assistance, utilities allowance and family tax benefits). Clearly 
many households in these categories have other sources of income, or more than one welfare 
recipient in the same household. Like the CPI, the Living Cost Index figures reflect broad averages 
(even if more nuanced), but do not reflect the experience of the poorest in those categories. 
 
Another example of this “averaging problem” is that expenditures on some items, like housing, are 
too low to reflect the real expenditures and changes for the most vulnerable in the housing market 
– again, because the worst case scenarios are “averaged out” by those in the category with other 
resources. For instance, if one pensioner owned their own home outright they would generally be 
in a better financial position than a pensioner who has to pay market rents – but if the market rent 
were $300 per week, the average expenditure on rent between the two would be $150 per week, 
much less than what the renting pensioner was actually paying. 
 
The weightings in the Selected Living Cost Indexes are also based on a set point in time (from the 
2009-10 Household Expenditure Survey) and can’t be changed until the next survey. In the 
meantime, the price of some necessities may increase rapidly, forcing people to change 
expenditure patterns to cover the increased cost. Alternatively or additionally, expenditure patterns 
may change for a variety of other reasons. However, the weighting in the indexes does not change 
and so does not track the expenditure substitutions and the impact that has on cost of living and 
lifestyle. 
 
Finally, the Selected Living Cost Indexes’ household income figures are based on households that 
are the average size for that household type: 1.52 people for the aged pensioners, and 2.57 for the 
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other welfare recipients (ABS, 2013b). This makes comparison with allowances difficult. This 
Update focuses on single person households or a single person with two children (to align to the 
other welfare recipient household average of 2.57 persons). However, this is a proxy rather than 
statistical correlation. 
 
It is inevitable that any summary measure will have limitations, and as noted in the main text, the 
Selected Living Cost Indexes provide a robust statistical base, a long time series, and quarterly 
tracking of changes in the cost of living which is somewhat sensitive to low income earners. 
 

3. Age-based education expenditure 

The figures in Table 4 are averages of all households with the reference person in the designated 
age group. To adjust for only those households that have school-age children, SACOSS used 
other ABS data showing that 66% of households with the reference person in the 35-44 age group, 
and 47.2% in 44-55 age brackets have dependent children (ABS, 2011e, Table 14A). To average 
the expenditure only over these households, the HES data is multiplied by 1/(the percentage 
expressed as a decimal).  
 
Thus, the HES average expenditure of the 35-44 age bracket is multiplied by 1/0.66 = 1.51 x 
$46.66 = $70.69. Applying the same procedure to the 45-55 age group, the $51.07 HES average 
expenditure becomes $108.20. These figures represent 4.8% and 6.6% respectively of household 
expenditure on goods and services. 
 
However, these estimates may still be an understatement because the data of the number of 
households with dependent children does not distinguish school age children from younger 
children, or dependants in post-secondary education from non-dependants. The result is that the 
percentages of households with education expenditure is probably lower than the figures used for 
the calculation, meaning that the actual expenditure figures of those household with education 
expenditure would be even higher. On the other hand, there may be households with no children 
incurring expenditure on tertiary education. This would decrease the above estimates, hence no 
final estimates are possible and SACOSS has opted for a cautious estimate involving a range of 
expenditures. 
 

4. Metropolitan and Regional Expenditures 

The HES does not publish data on metropolitan vs. non-metropolitan households, but it does 
publish Adelaide and whole of state data from which the SACOSS estimates on page 5 are 
derived. The full data is set out below. 
 

Table 9: Adelaide and Whole of SA Education Expenditure, 2009/10 

 
Adelaide  

$ 

Adelaide % of 
Total H/hold 
Expenditure 

Whole of SA 
$ 

Whole of SA 
% of Total  

H/hold 
Expend 

Primary and Secondary 
Education Fees 22.77 1.8 18.42 1.7 

Post Secondary 
Education Fees 9.64 0.8 7.97 0.8 

Total Education Fees 32.41 2.6 26.39 2.5 

Total Expenditure on 
all Goods & Services 1,228.35  1,044.26  

Source: (ABS, 2011b, Tables 23A, 27A) 

 
The calculation of non-metropolitan expenditure from the Adelaide and whole-of-state figures is an 
approximation based on population. Adelaide accounts for 73% of the population of the state (as at 
June 2011 (ABS, 2012), so for any change in 1 unit difference in the whole of state figure, the non-
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metropolitan figures need to change by about four times that amount. Hence, to make the $6.02 
difference above in whole-of-state education fees by comparison with Adelaide expenditure in 
2009/10, non-metropolitan expenditures would have needed to be about $24 a week less than 
Adelaide expenditures. The non-metropolitan education expenditure would be $8.33 per week to 
make the overall state average $26.39. 
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