End The Partner Income test campaign
Feedback for Priority Area 1: Victim-survivors
Victim-survivors cannot recover or remain safe without financial independence.
Through the End the Partner Income Test campaign, we have heard repeated accounts from disabled people, carers and victim-survivors who describe partner income testing as a barrier to safety, autonomy and recovery.
Policies such as the Partner Income Test (PIT) can create or reinforce financial dependency by reducing or removing a person’s independent income based on their relationship status. This disproportionately impacts disabled women, First Nations women, carers and people experiencing coercive control or economic abuse.
Economic abuse is a recognised form of domestic violence. Government systems should not unintentionally reinforce the same dependency and control dynamics victim-survivors are trying to escape.
Many people remain in unsafe or unstable relationships because leaving may mean:
• losing financial support entirely  
• homelessness or housing insecurity  
• inability to access medical care or medication  
• loss of carers or practical support  
• severe poverty and social isolation  
The current system assumes a partner’s income is fully shared and accessible. The lived experiences reported to our campaign show this is often not the reality.
Our campaign’s independent report, “The Human Cost of the Partner Income Test,” led by Sophia Redjeb, found respondents did not experience PIT as a neutral administrative policy, but as a system that can create financial dependency, worsen hardship, increase safety risks and strain relationships.
The report’s recommendations include:
• abolishing partner income testing across affected payments  
• immediate removal of PIT from DSP, Carer Payment and Age Pension if abolition is delayed  
• creating automatic safety pathways for people experiencing abuse  
• recognising financial dependency as a domestic violence risk factor  
The Second Action Plan should recognise that economic policy and social security settings are domestic violence issues when they affect a person’s ability to leave, survive or recover safely.
The End the Partner Income Test campaign has repeatedly sought meaningful engagement on these concerns and urges DSS to consult directly with disabled people, carers, First Nations communities and victim-survivors impacted by these policies.
[redacted]
Feedback for Priority Area 2: Prevention and early intervention
Preventing domestic and family violence requires more than awareness campaigns. It requires governments to address the structural conditions that make people vulnerable to control, dependency and entrapment.
Financial insecurity and forced dependency are major risk factors that are still not being addressed seriously enough within prevention strategies.
Through the End the Partner Income Test campaign, we continue to hear from disabled people, carers and victim-survivors who describe partner income testing policies as contributing to unequal power dynamics within relationships. Policies that remove or reduce a person’s independent income based on relationship status can increase vulnerability, reduce autonomy and make it harder for people to leave unsafe situations before violence escalates.
Prevention must include economic prevention.
Economic abuse is recognised as a form of domestic violence, yet many social security settings still operate on assumptions that all relationships are financially equal, safe and mutually supportive. The lived experiences reported to our campaign demonstrate this is often not the reality.
The independent report “The Human Cost of the Partner Income Test,” led by Sophia Redjeb as part of the End the Partner Income Test campaign, found that partner income testing can contribute to financial dependency, hardship, relationship strain and increased safety risks.
If governments are serious about prevention and early intervention, systems must be designed to increase safety and independence before crisis occurs.
This should include:
• removing partner income testing from DSP and Carer Payment as an immediate first step  
• recognising financial dependency as a domestic violence risk factor  
• ensuring victim-survivors can access independent income safely and quickly  
• improving training for Centrelink and frontline staff around coercive control and economic abuse  
• embedding disability-inclusive and trauma-informed responses across services  
• consulting directly with disabled people, carers, First Nations communities and victim-survivors when designing policy  
Early intervention cannot succeed if people are economically trapped long before they reach crisis services.
Domestic violence prevention strategies must recognise that safety is not only physical. It is also financial, structural and systemic.
Feedback for Priority Area 4: People who use violence
Responses to people who use violence must recognise that coercive control and economic abuse are often reinforced by broader structural systems.
Through the End the Partner Income Test campaign, we have heard repeated accounts from victim-survivors describing how financial dependency can increase vulnerability to control and make it more difficult to leave unsafe relationships safely.
Economic abuse should be recognised as a serious form of domestic violence, not a secondary issue.
Policies that remove or reduce a person’s independent income based on relationship status can unintentionally strengthen power imbalances within abusive relationships. When one person controls access to money, housing, transport, healthcare or basic survival needs, victim-survivors can become trapped long before physical violence escalates.
Prevention and accountability responses must therefore include recognition of financial control as a key mechanism of abuse.
The independent report “The Human Cost of the Partner Income Test,” led by Sophia Redjeb and supported by the End the Partner Income Test campaign, documented experiences of financial dependency, relationship strain, reduced autonomy and increased safety risks connected to partner income testing policies.
Our submission supports the report’s recommendation to abolish partner income testing across affected Centrelink payments, with immediate removal from DSP and Carer Payment as a first step if abolition is delayed.
Government responses should:
• recognise economic abuse and coercive control as interconnected  
• ensure victim-survivors can access independent financial support safely and quickly  
• avoid systems that require unsafe partner cooperation or financial disclosure in abusive situations  
• improve training for Centrelink and frontline staff around coercive control, financial abuse and disability-related vulnerability  
• ensure policies do not unintentionally reinforce dependency or entrapment  
Domestic violence prevention cannot focus only on individual behaviour while ignoring the structural conditions that increase vulnerability and reduce a person’s ability to leave safely.
Victim-survivor safety must remain central to all policy and service responses.
Feedback for Priority Area 5: System Integration and Workforce
A major gap within current system responses is the failure to adequately recognise economic abuse, disability-related vulnerability and financial dependency as interconnected domestic violence issues.
Through the End the Partner Income Test campaign, we continue to hear from victim-survivors who feel unsupported or misunderstood when navigating Centrelink, disability services, domestic violence systems and financial support pathways.
Many frontline systems still operate on assumptions that partnered finances are equally shared and safe. This can result in victim-survivors being denied independent financial security or being required to rely on unsafe partner cooperation in order to access support.
Improved system integration should include:
• stronger collaboration between domestic violence, disability and social security sectors  
• mandatory training for Centrelink and frontline staff on coercive control and economic abuse  
• disability-informed and trauma-informed service delivery  
• safer pathways for victim-survivors to access independent income without unnecessary administrative barriers  
• consultation with disabled people, carers, First Nations communities and victim-survivors in policy design  
The independent report “The Human Cost of the Partner Income Test,” led by Sophia Redjeb and supported by the End the Partner Income Test campaign, highlights the need for systems that prioritise safety, autonomy and financial independence.
System responses cannot be fully effective while policies continue to create or reinforce financial dependency for vulnerable people.
Are there any other actions you think should be a priority to stop family, domestic and sexual violence?
Domestic violence prevention strategies must recognise financial dependency and economic abuse as serious risk factors for victim-survivors.
Through the End the Partner Income Test campaign, we continue to hear from disabled people, carers and victim-survivors who describe partner income testing as creating barriers to safety, independence and recovery.
The independent report “The Human Cost of the Partner Income Test,” led by Sophia Redjeb and supported by the campaign, highlights the relationship between forced financial dependency, hardship and increased safety risks.
Our submission supports the report’s recommendation to abolish partner income testing across affected Centrelink payments, with immediate removal from DSP and Carer Payment as a first step if abolition is delayed.
Future domestic violence strategies should ensure policies are assessed through a domestic violence and coercive control lens, particularly where they affect financial autonomy and a person’s ability to leave unsafe situations safely.
