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Welcome and housekeeping 

James Rowlands 

Strategic Commissioner 

Joint Domestic, Sexual Violence & Abuse 

and Violence against Women & Girls 

(VAWG) Unit, Brighton & Hove and East 

Sussex  

  



• We are asking everyone to make a pledge  

 

• And for those of you who tweet…. 

 

#16days 

#safeinthecity  

 



Opening remarks 

Cllr Emma Daniel 

Chair of the Neighbourhoods, Communities 

& Equalities Committee 

 



Aim of today  

• Identify and support victims to recognise 

coercion and control 

• Recognise and understand the psycho-

social impacts of coercive control 

• Understand the new legal definition of 

coercive control 

• Explain how to support victims of coercive 

control. 



What is domestic abuse? 

“Any incident or pattern of incidents of 

controlling, coercive, threatening behaviour, 

violence or abuse between those aged 16 or 

over who are, or have been, intimate 

partners or family members regardless of 

gender or sexuality”. 



Impact in the city  

• 4,575 domestic violence incidents and 

crimes were reported to the police in 

Brighton & Hove, an increase of 4.7% on 

2014/15 

• 7,639 women and girls aged 16-59, and 

3,868 men and boys, are estimated to 

have experienced domestic violence and 

abuse in the last year. 



Context  

• Often constitute criminal offences 

• Under reported 

• Have low conviction rates  

• High levels of repeat victimisation  

• Myths about cause and consequence, 

most often featuring victim blaming.  



What is coercive control? 

Controlling behaviour is: a range of acts 

designed to make a person subordinate 

and/or dependent by isolating them from 

sources of support, exploiting their 

resources and capacities for personal gain, 

depriving them of the means needed for 

independence, resistance and escape and 

regulating their everyday behaviour.  



Coercive behaviour is: an act or a pattern of 

acts of assault, threats, humiliation and 

intimidation or other abuse that is used to 

harm, punish, or frighten their victim. 



What might it feel like? 

• Isolating someone from friends and family  

• Controlling how much money someone 

has and how they spend it 

• Monitoring someone’s activities  

• Repeatedly putting someone down, calling 

them names or telling them that they are 

worthless. 



• Threatening to harm or kill someone of 

people close to them (like children)  

• Threatening to publish information about 

someone or to report them  

• Damaging someone’s property or 

household goods  

• Forcing someone to take part in criminal 

activity or child abuse. 

 



The line up 

• Nicola Sharp-Jeffs - Financial Abuse 

within a Coercive Control Context 

• Nicole Jacobs - Family and Friends in 

the context of DHR’s 

• Gudrun Burnet - Coercive Control within 

a Housing Context 

 



How does financial abuse 
operate in a context of  

coercive control? 
 

Nicola Sharp-Jeffs, 8 Dec 2016 

 
 
 



“Financial abuse is more probable, 

than merely possible, in cases of 

domestic abuse where there is 

coercion and control.” 
 

The Domestic Homicide Review of ‘Susan’  

Cheltenham Strategic Leadership Group, October 2016 

 Dr Jane Monckton-Smith 

 



Outline  

What is financial abuse? 

How does financial abuse operate in the 

context of coercive control? 

Overlaps of financial abuse with other 

forms of abuse 

 Impact on children 

Prevalence of financial abuse 

Responding to financial abuse  

 



DV definition  

Any incident or pattern of incidents of controlling, 

coercive, threatening behaviour, violence or abuse 

between those aged 16 or over who are, or have 

been, intimate partners or family members 

regardless of gender or sexuality. The abuse can 

encompass, but is not limited to the following 

types of abuse: psychological, physical, sexual, 

financial or emotional  

(Home Office, 2012) 

 



Definition of financial 

abuse  

No Government ‘definition’ of financial 

abuse 

Crime Survey for England and Wales 

(CSEW) asks participants whether an 

intimate partner has prevented them from 

having a ‘fair share of the household 

money’   

 

 



Economic or 

financial abuse? 

Economic abuse involves behaviours that: 

‘control a woman’s ability to acquire, use 

and maintain economic resources’  
(Adams et al. 2008) 

 

Financial abuse involves behaviours that: 

‘control a woman’s ability to acquire, use 

and maintain financial resources’  
(adapted from Adams et al. 2008) 

 



Three forms of 

financial abuse 



Coercive control 

 

“Calculated, malevolent conduct deployed 

almost exclusively by men to dominate 

individual women by interweaving repeated 

physical abuse with three equally important 

tactics: intimidation, isolation and control” 
(Stark, 2007: 5) 



Isolation  

 

“Controllers isolate their partners to prevent 

disclosure, instil dependence, express 

exclusive possession, monopolise their 

skills and resources and keep them from 

getting help or support” 
(Stark, 2007: 262) 

 



Intimidation  

 

“The overarching term intimidation 

encompasses a range of tactics that 

supplement violence and are also employed 

to induce fear and humiliation. These 

extend from threats, stalking and the 

destruction of personal property.” 
(Stark, 2007: 220) 

 



Control  

 

“Men’s use of physical and sexual abuse is 

interwoven with control exerted through 

structural forms of deprivation (such as 

withholding money and food), dictating 

women’s choices and micro-regulating their 

everyday actions.” 
(Stark, 2007: 222) 

 



Predicated on 

inequality  

 

It works because it “plays off the restrictions 

on autonomy, marriage choices, education, 

career options and comportment at home or 

in public that continue to characterise 

communities”  
(Stark, 2007: 238) 

 



Hard to detect  



Impact of CC 

 

Whilst the impact of physical and sexual 

assault cannot and should not be 

underestimated, efforts to subvert women’s 

right to autonomy prevent them from “freely 

applying their agency in economic and 

political life” 
(Stark, 2007: 13) 



Overlaps with other 

forms of abuse  

A number of studies have observed that 

financial and/or economic abuse is highly 

correlated with other forms of intimate 

partner violence (Adams e al. 2008; Outlaw, 2009; 

Postmus et al. 2012, 2015) 

 In a recent study: 60% of women who 

experienced financial abuse reported 

physical abuse; 56% sexual abuse & 65% 

psychological abuse (Sharp-Jeffs, 2015) 

 

 



Interwoven with it all 



Economic abuse 

wheel (Sharp, 2008) 



Impact on children  

Children also harmed by non-physical 

abusive behaviours inherent to coercive 

control, including financial abuse (Katz, 

2016) 

Perpetrators would take the child benefit, 

child tax credit, Sure Start grant, child 

savings and birthday money, refusing to 

pay for nappies, milk and clothes, 

destroying children’s property, stealing 

their belongings (Sharp, 2008) 

 



Post-separation 

Coercive control extends beyond 

separation  

Financial abuse is observed to continue 

and escalate after separation  

Abusive men may adopt forms of 

financially abusive behaviours particular to 

post-separation status  

Financial abuse, unlike physical abuse, 

does not require ‘physical proximity’  

 



Prevalence  

Financial abuse has previously been 

conceptualised as a form of psychological 

abuse (Loring 1994, cited by Weaver el al. 2009) 

CSEW reports on ‘non-physical’ forms of 

abuse (emotional & financial) 

Only in past eight years have researchers 

attempted to measure financial/economic 

abuse as a distinct construct (Adams et al. 

2008; Sharp, 2008) 

 



Prevalence: women 

accessing services  

 “Perpetrators deprive partners of money 

and other vital resources in more than half 

of abusive relationships” (Stark, 2007: 272) 

Studies on financial abuse undertaken 

within DV services suggest prevalence 

among victim-survivors is anywhere 

between 43-98% (Sharp, 2008) 

 



Prevalence: 

population surveys 

4% of women reported experiencing non-

physical abuse (emotional/financial) at 

least once in 2014-15 (ONS, 2016) 

13.5% of women reported experiencing 

non-physical abuse since age 16 (ONS, 

2016) 

1 in 5 women reported experiencing 

financial abuse within an intimate partner 

relationship; 1 in 4 post-separation (Sharp-

Jeffs, 2016) 

 



Intersections 

Women more likely to experience financial 

abuse, in multiple forms, for longer and 

post-separation  

Financial abuse tends to affect those aged 

20-49 

Disabled women and men at 

disproportionate risk 

Gay men are at disproportionate risk 
(Sharp-Jeffs, 2015) 

 



Criminal responses 

Fraud vs. ‘coercive contexts’ 

Economic abuse is an offence in 

Tasmania, Australia 

New legislation in UK provides potential 

framework through which to recognise 

impact of financial abuse 

Used 62 times in first 6 months 

Case in Nov 2016 – took banks cards & 

gave wife an allowance of £10 per week 



Thank you! 

Nicola Sharp-Jeffs  

n.sharp@londonmet.ac.uk 

 

@CWASULonMet 

@nicolajanesharp 

@SEAresource 

 

mailto:n.sharp@londonmet.ac.uk


Domestic Homicide Reviews 

Findings and Process 
Friends, Family and Social Networks 

Nicole Jacobs 

Standing Together Against Domestic Violence 

 

 



Who is STADV and  

why did we start in the late 1990’s? 

1996 Figures 



The Coordinated Community Response 
We bring communities together to end domestic abuse 

Building the CCR over time 

Structures and referrals pathways

Specialist courts and  CJS operations

Health- A&E and walk-in centres

Children and Young People

MARAC

Housing

Maternity and acute trusts

Mental Health

Community based work



The Coordinated Community Response 

DAHA- 
national 
housing 

National 
Health 
Alliance 

The Domestic Violence Coordinators Network (DVCN) 
Training s Consultancy s DHRs s Survivor Consultation 



STADV’s Coordinated Community 

Response 

Core Principles: 
 

• Collaboration 

• Based in understanding of gender inequality 

• Individual experiences 

• Whole system/ whole person 

• Responsibility for safety rests with systems and 

community 

• Perpetrators held accountable 

• Support organisational response- not to replace it 

• Shared understanding, shared leadership 

 

 

 



STADV work related to dissemination of 

findings 

• Funded by Comic Relief and STADV reserves 

• Joint work with the Child and Women Abuse 

Studies Unit 

• First 30 DHRs chaired by STADV- initial paper 

• Now concentrating on additional DHRs- 49  

• Using other reports as wider context 
 



30 deaths 

Intimate Partner Homicide- 22 Family-Related Homicide-8  

Intimate partner  14  
Murder-suicide 4 
Partner also carer 4 

Matricide  5 
Patricide 2 
Fraticide 1 
  

 
 
 

 
 

 

74

% 
26

% 



Key Themes 

IPV and family related homicide – Different 
 
Children’s Services 
 
Primary Care- GPs, Health Visitors and Midwives 
 
Adult Services 
 
Mental Health 
 
Risk Assessment and referral pathways 
 
Friends, family and social networks 
 



Risk Factors 

Separation not a single event – 2/3 of victims and perpetrators were in a current relationship  at the time of 
killing  and 27% of perpetrators were ex-partners 
 

Most common risk factors identified through the DHR process: 

Separation  
Previously experienced injury 
Mental health of perpetrator 

Controlling behaviour* 
Jealous surveillance* 

Suicide and attempts of perpetrator 
Abuse to previous partners 

Wider offending history- to family members and other offenses 
 
 
 
 
 



“high risk” not identified resulting 

in lack of specialist response 

 

• Domestic abuse known in 12 cases despite all victims being well 

known to services in general  

• Risk assessments done with 5 victims – all by the police (1 

woman 3 times) 

• None assessed as high risk 

• Two resulted in a MARAC referral due to professional judgement 

• One victim was helped by specialist services 



Both victims and perpetrators well known to a variety of services 
 

54% or 12 of 22- Domestic abuse was known by 
 
 
 

 
 
. 
 
 

Who Knew? 



Friends, Family and Social Networks 

Key Findings 

◆ Evidence shows that victims of IPV are more likely to contact 

friends or a family member for help and support before a formal 

agency 

 

◆ Friends, colleagues and family hold vital information around the 

level of risk to victims of IPV 

 

◆ Prevention initiatives should consider the involvement of wider 

community members, such as religious institutions, and the 

development of peer networks, creating ‘circles of support’ within the 

wider community 



Links to other findings 

• Carers 

 

• Adult Safeguarding 

 

• Involvement of Friends and Family in the DHR process 



What else to be looking out for 

– Work of Alcohol Concern and AVA related to 

substance misuse 

 

– Femicide work by Women’s Aid 

 

– Areas that made an effort to conduct 

regional or city-wide findings on DHRs 



Support professionals and the community to 

confront domestic abuse with confidence 
 

 

 

 

 

Nicole Jacobs 

Nicole.Jacobs@standingtogether.org.uk 



 

 

http://www.standingtogether.org.uk/
http://www.gentoogroup.com/
http://involver.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2012/05/PEABODY-LOGO-RGB-LGE.jpg


 
  

Gudrun (Guddy) Burnet  

Senior Business Partner - 

Peabody 

Co–founder DAHA 

 
 

 

 



 
 Who we are and what we do? 
 

 

 

 

• Formal partnership between Gentoo, 

Peabody & Standing Together Against 

Domestic Violence 

 

• Formed in 2014 

 

 

 



 
 

Aim: Improve the Housing Sector   

Response to Domestic Abuse  & 

Coercive Control  
 

 

1. Influencing the Housing Sector – lobby government, 

housing sector and other agencies to get domestic 

abuse on the housing agenda 

 

2. Development and dissemination of accreditation 

process for housing providers in order to improve 

national response to domestic abuse. Accreditation 

covers 8 priority areas 

 

3.  Research & dissemination of good practice   

 



 
 Standing Together:   

The coordinated community response 
We bring communities together to end domestic abuse 

 

Local work in Tri-boroughs in London: 

• Housing Coordination 

• MARAC Coordination (five boroughs) 

• Children and Health Coordination 

• Specialist Court Coordination  

• Specialist Services Coordination 

• Work with Acute Health Trusts 

• Mental Health Coordination 

   

National work:   

• Domestic Abuse Housing Alliance (DAHA) 

• Domestic Homicide Reviews   

• National Health Alliance 

• Consultancy & training  

• In Search of Excellence: A Guide to Local 

Partnerships 
 



 
 Peabody 
 

 

• Trained over 43 Housing Providers nationally 

 

• Increase in reporting of domestic abuse 1,425% in last 8 
years 

 

• DA Satisfaction rates:  

 2014 - 15: 72.7% 

 2015 - 16: 90% 

 

• ITV Tonight and Sky News 

 

• Winston Churchill Travelling fellowship 

 

 



 
 Gentoo 
 

• BIG Project – Perpetrator Programme 

 

• Insights - 3 years of experiencing DA    

 compared to national data set of 4 years  

 

• Innovated - Cause for Concern 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 Housing as a sector   
 

 

• 4.1 million people rent their home through social 
housing  

 

• 1,700 Housing Associations in England alone 

  

•  Employing more than 91,000 people  

 

•  41% social renters employed   

 

•  92% owner occupiers employed 

  

  

 



 
 Housing Regulation    
 

 

4 Consumer Standards:  

 

• Tenant Involvement and Empowerment Standard 

• Home Standard 

• Tenancy Standard 

• Neighbourhood and Community Standard – 

which covers anti–social behaviour BUT makes no 

mention of domestic abuse!  

 

 

 

  

  

 



 
  

 

 

What the research is telling us? 
 

 

 

  



 
 Housing  

 

 

 

 Studies of women’s experiences of domestic 
violence have consistently shown that a major 
reason why women stay in, or return to, violent 
relationships is lack of safe, affordable, independent 
accommodation.  

  

 (Morley, 2000) 

  

 



 
 Housing  

 

 

 

 The prevention or ending of domestic abuse in a 
family context will almost always require the woman 
to leave that home.  

 

  (Mama, 1989) 

 



 
 

 

Housing & Domestic Abuse  
 

 

• Welsh Research CIH - Study found that 15% of all 

tenants had rent arrears and that victims of 

domestic abuse were 4 times more likely to have 

rent arrears (63%) and;   

   

•  9% of all tenants have had ASB complaints made 

against them & 40% of tenants who are victims of 

domestic abuse have had ASB complaints made 

against them          

 

 



 
 Scottish Women’s Aid 
 

96 Service providers surveyed:    

  

• Attended a conference or other special event   32%  

• Attended a skills-based training workshop        37%  

• Attended other in-depth training (4 hour+)        29%   

• Other (talk given at office, on-line training)        3%   

• None                                                                 36%  

 



 
 Scottish Women’s Aid 
 

• 52% of those staff interviewed were not confident 
in taking action against a perpetrator 

  

• Women were asked if they felt they had a choice 

about remaining in their home or moving out. (84%) 

said they had no choice 

 

• 78% of the women who completed the 
questionnaire had to move out of their homes, at 
least once, because of domestic or sexual abuse 



 
 

 

Housing & Domestic Abuse  
 

 

Solace Women’s Aid (2016) 

 

 And then when I built up the courage to finally 

leave, all the housing kept saying to me was 

“go home, you’ve got a house that’s suitable 

for you and your family”  

 And I was like well take him out. And they were 

we can’t do that, it’s his tenancy, go home. And 

I spent a year and half fighting them    

        

 

 



 
 8 Priority Areas 
 

 

• Policy Procedures  

• Case Management, Monitoring & Evaluation 

• Risk Management 

• Inclusivity & Accessibility 

•  Holding Perpetrators to account 

•  Partnership working 

•  Training  

•  Publicity & Awareness 

  

  

 



 
 Why get Involved with DAHA? 
 

 

• Save lives and improve an organisation’s response 
to  individuals experiencing domestic abuse 

  

• Getting Domestic Abuse on the housing agenda:      
Housing is ideally placed identify, recognise & 
prevent domestic abuse in their properties 

  

• Improve staff confidence to deal with 

 DA 

  

  

 



 
 The Accreditation Process 
 

 

• Desk Top Review   

• Meeting with SMT 

• Case Audit  

• Staff Interviews 

• DAHA Report  

• Meeting to feedback on Findings 

• Review Meeting (12 months on) 

  

  

 



 
 Contact Details 

  

  

Name: Guddy Burnet 

 

Twitter: @DAHAlliance @GudrunBurnet 
#DAHousing 

 

Web: www.salusst.com (for WC blog) 

  

 

 

http://www.salusst.com/


Panel discussion and questions 
from the audience   

 



Comfort Break 



The line up 

• Chrissy Bulling - Domestic abuse and 

Child Contact  

• Rose Hawkins and Evelyn Sharp - 

Coercive Control and Trauma 

Responses 

 



DOMESTIC ABUSE 
AND CHILD CONTACT 

Chrissy Bulling, 
Lead Practitioner  

Brighton and Hove 
Children’s Services 



CONTEXT    



TYPOLOGIES OF ABUSE 

Coercive Control  

Uses coercive control and power over the 
other partner (threats, intimidation, isolation) 

predominantly men to women.  

Situational couple violence 

Uses violence and involves specific 
arguments that escalate to violence. Not 
connected to a general pattern of control.  

Separation Instigated violence 

To describe violence that first occurs in the 
relationship at separation.  

Violent resistance 

Self defence – Predominately women to men.  

Typologies 

(Johnson, 2014) 



THE LAW 



CHILDREN’S VIEWS  



CHILDREN AND THEIR 
EXPERIENCE   



LIFE ON THREE PLANTS 
(HESTER 2015)  

http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiKluiGqejKAhUEuRQKHetuDfwQjRwIBw&url=http://slideplayer.com/slide/5717436/&psig=AFQjCNHEhZXoatWiapHd6HO6NO_Wy_KJ1g&ust=1455026154772800


STURGE AND GLASSER 
(2000)   



PAN SUSSEX RESPONSE 
AND BEYOND  



CONTINUING 
CHALLENGES  



THE END AND THANK 
YOU FOR LISTENING  

Chrissy Bulling 
(December 2016) 



HOLDING PAGE 
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Why don’t they just leave? 

 

Coercive Control and 

Trauma Responses 

Evelyn Sharp and Rose Hawkins 



(historydaily.org, nydailynews.com) 



Necessary Conditions 

Isolation 

  Escape seems impossible 

 Cruel Treatment  / Occasional kindnesses                          

Only exposed to abuser’s point of view 

Emotional bond with abuser 

Hostility towards rescuers 

Supports abuser’s ‘world views’ 

Other relationships feel superficial 

Does not take opportunities to escape 

Traumatic Bonding 

(Adapted from Lodrick, 2010 & Biderman, 1975) 
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Panel discussion and questions 
from the audience 

 



Thank you 



   A partnership of leading Sussex  

   Domestic and Sexual Abuse Charities 

   – including RISE, Survivors’ Network 

   and CGL – The Portal helps survivors 

of domestic and sexual violence and abuse to find advice 

and support in Brighton & Hove and East Sussex  

http://theportal.org.uk/ or Freephone 0300 323 9985 
    

     Set up by the Police & 

     Crime Commissioner, 

SAFE:SPACE Sussex help local citizens deal with the 

before and after effects of crime and includes information 

on other local support organisation including Victim Support  

http://www.safespacesussex.org.uk/   

http://theportal.org.uk/
http://theportal.org.uk/
http://theportal.org.uk/
http://www.safespacesussex.org.uk/
http://www.safespacesussex.org.uk/
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