The following main findings, conclusions and policy recommendations are part of the final output of the
WE GO Work Stream 1 – COMPARATIVE RESEARCH ANALYSIS which was on the whole aimed at:
 carrying out a European level comparative research analysis on the available information on
economic related issues and the type of existent services anti-violence centres are offering on
economic empowerment to women survivors of violence (with a specific focus on intimate partner
violence (IPV);
 developing common methodologies on data collection and testing them in a pilot experience at
European level with the involvement of project partners;
 assessing gathered data and giving more comprehensive and adequate framework of survivors’
financial situation.
To know more on this, please consult the WE GO Project website where you can download the WS1 –
COMPARATIVE RESEARCH ANALYSIS final report http://www.wegoproject.eu/

In 2002, the Council of Europe defines, violence against women as: “any act of gender-based violence,
which results in, or is likely to result in, physical, sexual or psychological harm or suffering to women,
including threats of such acts, coercion, or arbitrary deprivation of liberty, whether occurring in public or
private life” 1. Another step forward and most recent development came in 2011 with the Council of
Europe Convention on preventing and combating violence against women and domestic violence2. The
convention was drafted based on the understanding that violence against women is a form of genderbased violence that is committed against women because they are women.
According to the CoE Convention: “It is the obligation of the states to fully address it in all its forms and to
take measures to prevent violence against women, protect their survivors and prosecute the perpetrators.
Failure to do so would make it the responsibility of the state”. The convention leaves no doubt: there can
be no real equality between women and men if women experience gender-based violence on a large-scale
and state agencies and institutions turn a blind eye. Moreover, the convention urges parties to take
measures for the empowerment and economic independence of women survivors of violence.
This is particularly true for women experiencing intimate partner violence. According to the EU Agency
for Fundamental Rights (FRA) violence against women is widespread in Europe and the scale of intimate
partner violence is alarming. In 2014, FRA reported3 that 22% of women have experienced physical
and/or sexual violence in a relationship with a man. Based on the same report, practice shows that
women often remain in such relationships because of their financial dependence and that of
their children.

Definition contained in Appendix to Council of Europe Recommendation Rec(2002)5 of the Committee of Ministers
to Member States on the protection of women against violence.
2https://rm.coe.int/CoERMPublicCommonSearchServices/DisplayDCTMContent?documentId=090000168046031c.
3 European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights, Violence against women: an EU survey, main results, 2014.
http://fra.europa.eu/sites/default/files/fra-2014-vaw-survey-main-results-apr14_en.pdf.
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Economic independence refers to a condition where women and men have their own access to the full
range of economic opportunities and resources–including employment, services, and sufficient disposable
income. Generally, employment is recognised as the main way to be economically independent and to
avoid poverty. This is even more true in the case of women’s economic independence, which is therefore
strictly connected with the recognition and valorisation of women’s work. This means, in particular, that
the quality of employment and employment conditions are especially relevant.
Unfortunately women survivors of IPV are usually survivors of a specific form or of a combination of
violent behaviour. The abuser can use a range of tactics4 also to undermine the economic independence of
a current or former intimate partner.

Following the 1993 United Nations Declaration on the elimination of violence against women, most states
established support services for women survivors of different forms of violence. In general, domestic
violence and IPV are the forms of violence most covered, and anti-violence centres have been created to
provide assistance.
Generally speaking prevention and protection actions are divided into three categories: primary (mostly
focussed on awareness raising actions); secondary (mostly focussed on immediate responses to survivors)
and tertiary (mostly focussed on medium and long-term responses to survivors).

National Centre on Domestic and Sexual Violence, Power and Control.
http://www.ncdsv.org/publications_wheel.html.
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While usually primary and secondary prevention and protection actions are covered (even if with great
difficulties because of the few resources given to these issues by most nations) by national institutions
(trough, for example, national awareness raising campaigns), NGOs and antiviolence centers, tertiary
prevention is less covered and, most of all, less conceptualised.
Economic empowerment support/services fall in tertiary prevention, however, there is no universal
definition for the economic support for women survivors of violence, and, usually, this type of
support/service is not acknowledged per se, but, when it is provided, it is usually integrated within
other categories of services that are also meant to address the more complex and long-term needs of
both survivors and their families. These cover different areas: social, employment, financial, legal, child
care and housing. All of them can strongly contribute to empower (directly and/or indirectly) women.
These supports may include: job skills training and career guidance; financial skills training; support for
access to longer-term housing; employment programmes (“good practices” already implemented could be
of help providing useful elements on how to deal with these aspects and provide specific support services
aimed at, directly and/or indirectly support women survivors of violence’s economic empowerment).

Data confirms that violence against women (and specifically IPV) does not make differences in terms of
employment status, educational levels and other main socio-economic characteristics. Indeed, data
reaffirm that violence against women cuts across socio-economic and educational status. Many
women in our sample have upper secondary and post-secondary education and the share of women with
tertiary education is also relatively high. Women in employment also represent a 40% and in the majority
of the cases it is a permanent full time employment in high skilled and/or semi-skilled non-manual
occupations.
However, the design of an index of economic independence5 shows that the large majority of women
in the charge of the anti-violence centres surveyed are not economically independent.
When looking at type of violence experienced in correlation to level of economic independence, we
observe the following:
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The index consider the following indicators: (i) being or not in permanent employment; (ii) having or not personal
earnings equal to or higher than the median equivalised net income per month in euro for their country; having or
not the ownership of a house.

Moreover, out of the whole sample, women who are specifically survivors of economic violence are less
economically independent compared to the others and show similar socio-demographic characteristics as
those with low economic independence. Among the women suffering economic violence we observed the
following characteristics compared to the women who have not experienced economic violence :
 They are more likely to be older and from non EU countries
 They are more likely to have dependent children
 They are more likely to live with their partner/husband and dependent children
 They have primary and lower secondary education or tertiary education
 They are less likely to be in employment.
Women taken in the charge of the anti-violence centres surveyed use a range of different services.
Specifically we observe that the most frequently used services provided include counselling services
(81.9%), psychological support services (69.4%), and legal aid (55.8%).
The women surveyed that report being survivors of economic abuse are more likely than the women
facing other forms of violence to use:
 Psychological support (75.6% compared to 63.6%)
 Legal aid (55.5% compared to 41.9%)
 Job orientation and training in order to get a job and be able to maintain themselves (43.7%
compared to 31,3%)
 Care services (given the higher share of women with dependent children below 13 years) (11,4% in comparison to 3,2%)
 Access to welfare social benefits and direct financial support (12,6% in comparison to 10,6%).
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