The housing response to violence
against women

What do we know and where do we go from here?

Results from linked systematic reviews on the outcomes and experiences of housing

interventions for women-identified survivors of intimate partner violence (IPV)

« Intimate partner violence (IPV) is the leading cause of
homelessness among women

« However, what works best to address women'’s
experiences of both IPV and homelessness, how, and
for whom remains unclear

We need a full continuum of housing solutions for IPV survivors, from emergency shelters to
longerterm housing, like permanent supportive housing and stay-at-home models

Yet the majority of available evidence has focused on evaluating shortterm shelters
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Invest in and innovate across
the full IPV-housing confinuum,
including emergency shelters,
transitional housing or second-
stage shelters, permanent
supportive housing, stay-at-
ﬁome models, housing
benefits, rental subsidies, and
flexible funding, with robust

Trauma-informed policies in
communal living settings that
maximize survivor autonomy
while balancing safety needs,

as well as investment to
address lack of choice,
neighbourhood safety,
discrimination, and poor
housing quality in longerterm

Rigorous and dynamic
monitoring and evaluation
and higher quality research,
including validated measures
of short- to long-term
outcomes, like freedom from
violence, physical and
mental health, and economic

Engage and partner with
survivors in decision-making
processes, in both practice and
research, to better reflect their
needs and experiences and
consider what might work
best for women across
different social circumstances
(such as sexual, gender,

and housing security, and
mixed-methods evaluations of
intervention mechanisms
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