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(a) Brighton: highest percentage of people with severe disability (5.1%) 

(b) Hobart—Remainder: lowest percentage of people with severe disability (1.7%) 
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Figure 11: Percentage of Hobart residents aged 0–64 years with severe disability, by SLA of usual residence
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What does the map tell us?
2.8% of people in Greater Hobart aged 0–64 years had severe  ▶
disability

ranging from 1.7% in Hobart—Remainder to 5.1% in Brighton. ▷

Greater Hobart has only seven SLAs 500 or more residents aged  ▶
0–64 years, so it is not possible to divide these into quintiles. 

People living in the most disadvantaged SLA were more than 2.5  ▶
times as likely to have severe disability (5.1%) as those living in the 
most advantaged SLA (2.0%).

The social gradient of disability in Greater Hobart is very strong  ▶
(Spearman’s rank order correlation coefficient = –0.929).
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Figure 12: Percentage of Hobart residents aged 0–64 years with 
severe disability, by disadvantage rank of area of usual residence, 
2006

Source: Table A2.


