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Intimate partner violence: Experiences of women with disabilities in Canada, 2018

by Laura Savage, Canadian Centre for Justice and Community Safety Statistics

Research has consistently shown that people with disabilities are more at risk of being a victim of violence than people without
disabilities (Conroy and Cotter 2017; Cotter 2018; Cotter and Savage 2019; Harpur and Douglas 2014; Olofsson et al. 2015;
Perreault 2015; Perreault 2020a; Platt et al. 2017). Recognizing that approximately 6.2 million Canadians—or 22% of
Canadians aged 15 years and older—have one or more disabilities (Canadian Survey on Disability 2017), monitoring their
experiences of violence is critical to developing policies that accurately reflect Canada’s population.

One type of violence is intimate partner violence (IPV); that is, violence perpetrated against a person by their current or
former legally married spouse, common-law partner, or dating partner. IPV is a serious public health concern that
encompasses a broad range of behaviours including emotional, psychological, financial, physical and sexual abuse, and has
profound immediate and long-term impacts on survivors and victims (World Health Organization 2017)." Although both
women and men experience IPV, research to date has found that women experience the most severe forms of intimate
partner violence (Burczycka 2019; Conroy 2021). Furthermore, homicide data have consistently shown that women victims of
homicide in Canada are more likely to be killed by an intimate partner than by any other type of perpetrator, whereas men are
more likely to be killed by someone other than an intimate partner (Roy and Marcellus 2019). Having a disability may
increase some women’s vulnerability to intimate partner violence. For example, women with disabilities may experience an
increased risk of isolation or an increased reliance on an intimate partner. The Canadian Survey on Disability (2017) found
that women are consistently more likely to have a disability than men, regardless of age (Morris et al. 2018).

Using self-reported data from the 2018 Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces (SSPPS), this report builds on previous
findings of IPV with a specific focus on the experiences of women with disabilities. Where possible, analysis will be
conducted on the co-occurrence of disability across four categories: sensory (hearing or visual); physical (flexibility, mobility,
dexterity, pain); cognitive (developmental, learning, memory); and mental health-related disability.? This report explores the
prevalence, nature, and impact of IPV on Canadians, taking into account experiences of IPV in one’s lifetime (since age 15),
as well as in the 12 months preceding the survey.

This report is one in a series of reports highlighting the experiences of intimate partner violence among various populations
based on data from the SSPPS. The other reports in this series focus on the experiences of women (Cotter 2021a),
Indigenous women (Heidinger 2021), sexual minority women (Jaffray 2021a) and men (Jaffray 2021b), young women
(Savage 2021b), and ethno-cultural minority women (Cotter 2021b). For other SSPPS data on violence committed outside
the context of intimate partner relationships, see Cotter and Savage (2019), Perreault (2020a; 2020b), and Jaffray (2020).

Text box 1
Measuring and defining intimate partner violence

The Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces (SSPPS) collected information on Canadians’ experiences of intimate
partner violence (IPV) since the age of 15 and in the 12 months that preceded the survey. The survey asked about a broad
range of behaviours committed by intimate partners, including psychological, physical, and sexual violence. The definition of
partner was also broad and included current and former legally married spouses, common-law partners, dating partners, and
other intimate partner relationships.

In the SSPPS, intimate partner violence is defined as any act or behaviour committed by a current or former intimate partner,
regardless of whether or not these partners lived together. In this article, intimate partner violence is broadly categorized into
three types: psychological violence, physical violence, and sexual violence.

Psychological violence encompasses forms of abuse that target a person’s emotional, mental, or financial well-being, or
impede their personal freedom or sense of safety. This category includes 15 specific types of abuse, including jealousy,
name-calling and other put-downs, stalking or harassing behaviours, manipulation, confinement, or property damage (for a
complete list of items included in this category, see Table 1A). It also includes being blamed for causing their partner’s
behaviour, which was measured among those respondents who experienced certain forms of IPV.

Physical violence includes forms of abuse that involve physical assault or the threat of physical assault. In all, 9 types of
abuse are included in this category, including items being thrown at the victim, being threatened with a weapon, being
slapped, being beaten, and being choked (see Table 1A).

Sexual violence includes sexual assault or threats of sexual assault and was measured using two questions: being made to
perform sex acts that the victim did not want to perform, and forcing or attempting to force the victim to have sex.
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Text box 1 — end
Measuring and defining intimate partner violence

Physical and sexual intimate partner violence are sometimes collapsed into one category, particularly when data on IPV are
combined with non-IPV data in order to derive a total prevalence of criminal victimization.

The analysis presented in this article takes an inclusive approach to the broad range of behaviours that comprise IPV. For the
purposes of this analysis, those with at least one response of ‘yes’ to any item on the survey measuring IPV are included as
having experienced intimate partner violence, regardless of the type or the frequency.

For more information on the measures of IPV in the SSPPS and other sources of data on intimate partner violence in
Canada, see Cotter (2021a).

More than half of women with disabilities have experienced some form of IPV in their lifetime

Intimate partner violence (IPV) includes violence like physical and sexual assault, as well as emotional, financial and
psychological abuse. Although not all of these abusive behaviours rise to the threshold of criminal behaviour, emotional,
financial and psychological abuse can cause profound emotional distress that can severely impact people’s everyday lives
(Estefan et al. 2016; Sullivan et al. 2012).

According to the 2018 Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces (SSPPS), among people who had ever been in an intimate
partnership,® more than half (55%) of women with disabilities reported experiencing some form of IPV in their lifetime (since

age 15*), compared to 37% of women without disabilities (Table 1A).5 Psychological abuse was by far the most commonly
reported type of IPV experienced by women with disabilities (53%), followed by physical assault (32%) and sexual assault
(18%). These proportions were considerably higher than those for women without disabilities (36%, 17% and 7%, respectively).

Among women with disabilities who experienced IPV in their lifetime, the most common abusive behaviours that they
reported were being blamed for causing their partner’'s abusive or violent behaviour (52%), being put down or called names
(40%), their partner being jealous and not wanting them talking to other men or women (37%), being told they were crazy,
stupid or not good enough (35%), and their partner demanding to know who they were with and where they were at all times
(25%) (Table 1A). All of these behaviours were more commonly reported by women with disabilities than women without
disabilities (41%, 25%, 24%, 21% and 15%, respectively).

Text box 2
Measuring disability in the Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces

The Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces (SSPPS) collects information on the general health and well-being of
Canadians. Respondents are asked questions regarding any difficulties they may experience while performing daily activities.
These questions—taken from the Canadian Survey on Disability—form the Disability Screening Questions module, which
identifies respondents who have difficulties related to hearing, vision, mobility, flexibility, dexterity, learning, developmental,
memory, pain, or mental health.

It should be noted that none of the categories of disability analyzed in this report are mutually exclusive. Respondents may
have multiple types of disability and be included in more than one category. Therefore, while analyzing victimization data by
type of disability is possible, direct comparisons between types of disability are not recommended. Of note, the SSPPS
excludes full-time residents of institutions, such as prisons, residential care facilities, shelters, and other collective dwellings
from its sampling frame. As such, findings may not be representative of the entire Canadian population with disabilities and,
among other possible limitations, may be excluding those with relatively more severe disability. Further, for experiences of
lifetime victimization, it is not possible to determine whether the violence took place before or after the onset of disability. It is
also not possible to know whether or not the disability is a result of the violence.
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Text box 2 — end
Measuring disability in the Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces

For the purpose of this analysis, where possible, the different types of disabilities are grouped as follows:
Sensory disability: respondents who have difficulty seeing or hearing are considered to have a sensory disability.

Mental health disability: respondents who are sometimes, often, or always limited in their daily activities by an emotional,
psychological, or mental health condition are considered to have a mental health-related disability.

Physical disability: respondents who have one or more difficulties related to dexterity, mobility, flexibility, or pain are
considered to have a physical disability.

Cognitive disability: respondents who have one or more developmental, learning, or memory disability are considered to
have a cognitive disability.

Unknown disability: includes all other types of disability that do not fall into any of the above categories. Due to small
sample size and its limited analytical value, this category is not included in the analysis. However, it is included in the overall
disabilities group.

Women with disabilities nearly twice as likely to experience sexual or physical assault by an
intimate partner in their lifetime

While physical and sexual assault were reported less often than psychological abuse, women with disabilities were far more
likely than women without disabilities to be physically or sexually assaulted by an intimate partner during their lifetime
(36% versus 19%, respectively) (Table 2).

Almost one-third (32%) of women with disabilities reported being physically assaulted by an intimate partner at least once
since age 15 (Table 1A). The most common type of physical abuse reported by women with disabilities was being shaken,
pushed, grabbed, or thrown (24%)—a proportion that was almost double that of women without disabilities (13%).

More than one in ten (15%) women with disabilities said that a partner had either forced or had tried to force them to have
sex at some point since age 15, while 13% reported that a partner had made them perform sex acts that they did not want to
perform (Table 1A). In comparison, these types of sexual assault were notably less common among women without
disabilities (6% and 5%, respectively).

Women with disabilities more likely to have had more than one violent partner

While the majority (61%) of women with disabilities who had experienced intimate partner violence at some point in their
lifetime said that the violence was committed by one partner, one-quarter (25%) said that they had two abusive partners
since the age of 15. A small proportion of women with disabilities said that they had three (8%) or four (1%) abusive partners
in their lifetime. Women without disabilities were more likely to report a single abusive partner (74%) and less likely to report
two abusive partners (18%).

Almost half of women with disabilities say they have feared a partner at some point in their lifetime

The presence of disabilities can contribute to specific forms of intimate partner violence. Research has shown that women with
disabilities are particularly vulnerable to IPV when their primary caregiver is an intimate partner (Harpur and Douglas 2014). An
abusive partner might withhold mobility aids, medication, or restrict contact with family, friends and other external supports,
leading the victim to feel trapped. In 2018, half (50%) of women with disabilities reported feeling controlled or trapped by a
partner at some point in their lifetime, compared to 37% of women without disabilities. Of those who said that they had ever
felt trapped or controlled by a partner, 12% of women with disabilities said that they currently felt this way, compared to 7% of
women without disabilities.

Fear of a partner is an important measure of the severity of IPV. Almost half (45%) of women with disabilities reported ever being
afraid of a partner, compared to 30% of women without disabilities. Of those who reported being afraid of a partner at some point
during their life, 13% said that they were currently afraid of a partner, compared to 10% of women without disabilities.
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Higher lifetime prevalence of IPV among women with disabilities, regardless of disability type

When looking at specific types of disability, almost seven in ten women with mental health-related (68%) or cognitive (65%)
disabilities reported experiencing some form of IPV since age 15—proportions much higher than that of women without
disabilities (37%). Further, half of women with sensory (51%) or physical (53%) disabilities had experienced IPV in their lifetime.

As noted, women with disabilities had a higher prevalence of each type of IPV compared to women without disabilities. This
difference was most pronounced when looking at physical and sexual assault. The proportions of women with mental health-
related (46%), cognitive (43%), sensory (36%), or physical (36%) disabilities who had experienced either physical or sexual
IPV at least once since age 15 were much higher than that of women without disabilities (19%). Notably, three times more
women with mental health-related disabilities reported experiencing either physical or sexual IPV in the 12 months preceding
the survey, compared to women without disabilities (7% versus 2%).

The Disability Screening Questions module designates the severity of disability through a series of severity classes: mild,
moderate, severe, and very severe. These classes are based on the number of disability types an individual has, the level of
difficulty associated with the disability, and the frequency of the activity limitation.® Women with disabilities—regardless of
severity—had a higher prevalence of IPV than women without disabilities.” Just over one-third (37%) of women without
disabilities reported experiencing IPV at some point since age 15, compared to over half of women with mild (53%), moderate
(57%), or severe/very severe (60%) disabilities. The mere presence of a disability impacts the risk of experiencing IPV, but
there was no statistically significant difference between having moderate and severe/ very severe disabilities.

Co-occurrence of disability types associated with a higher prevalence of lifetime IPV

While direct comparisons between disability types are not recommended (see Text box 2), looking at the impact of having
multiple disabilities on the risk of experiencing IPV can be examined. Although the presence of one disability increased the
risk of experiencing intimate partner violence (IPV), the co-occurrence of two or more types of disability was associated with
a considerably higher prevalence of lifetime IPV.

Approximately seven in ten (69%) women with either three or four types of disability reported experiencing some form of IPV
since age 15. This was much higher than the proportions reported by women without disabilities (37%), women with one type
of disability (51%) and women with two types of disabilities (60%).

Women with three or four types of disability were considerably more likely to experience physical assault by an intimate
partner (50%) when compared to women without disabilities (18%), with one type of disability (28%) or with two types of
disabilities (35%). Most notably, almost one-third (31%) of women with three or more types of disabilities had been a victim of
sexual IPV—a proportion almost four times higher than that of women without disabilities (8%) and significantly higher than
that of women with one disability (15%) and two disabilities (22%).

Almost two in ten women with disabilities experienced IPV in the previous year

In addition to providing a measure of experiences of IPV over the lifetime, the SSPPS also provides a more detailed look at
experiences of IPV in the past year. In the 12 months preceding the survey, 16% of women with disabilities experienced
some form of IPV, compared to 10% of women without disabilities (Table 1A; Table 2). Emotional, financial or psychological
abuse (16%) was the most commonly reported form of IPV among women with disabilities, followed by physical abuse (4%)
and sexual abuse (2%). This pattern was also seen among women without disabilities, though in all cases the prevalence
was lower: women without disabilities most often experienced emotional, financial or psychological abuse (9%), followed by
physical (2%) and sexual (0.5%) assault (Table 2).

Women with disabilities four times more likely to have been sexually assaulted by an intimate
partner in the previous year

Women with disabilities reported experiencing physical and sexual assault more often than women without disabilities

(Table 1A; Table 2). Being shaken, pushed, grabbed or thrown was the most common type of physical abuse experienced by
women with disabilities (3%), followed by their partner threatening to hit them with their fist or anything that could hurt them
(2%) (Table 1A). While the prevalence was lower, these were also the most common physical assault behaviours
experienced by women without disabilities (0.9% and 0.7%, respectively).

Further, women with disabilities were four times more likely than women without disabilities to report experiencing sexual
assault by an intimate partner in the 12 months preceding the survey (2% versus 0.5%, respectively) (Table 2).
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Similar to what was seen in the lifetime prevalence data, women with disabilities most frequently reported being put down or
called names (12%), being blamed for causing the abusive or violent behaviour (10%), and being told they were crazy, stupid
or not good enough (9%) in the 12 months prior to the survey (Table 1A). Likewise, the most frequently reported behaviours
by women without disabilities were being blamed for causing the abusive or violent behaviour (8%), being put down or called
names (6%), and being told they were crazy, stupid or not good enough (6%) (Table 1A).

Majority of women with disabilities experienced IPV more than once in the previous year

The majority of women with disabilities who reported experiencing at least one form of IPV experienced it more than once in
the 12 months preceding the survey (Table 1B). Most notably, seven in ten (70%) women with disabilities who were sexually
assaulted by an intimate partner said that it happened more than once in the past 12 months® (Table 1B).

Most (87%) women with disabilities experienced specific emotionally, financially, or psychologically abusive behaviours
multiple times during the previous year. For example, over half (55%) of women with disabilities reported being harassed by
phone, text, email or using social media on a monthly basis or more, along with 55% of those who were kept from seeing or
talking to family or friends and 54% of those whose partner demanded to know who they were with and where they were at
all times (Table 1B). Women without disabilities most commonly reported that their partner demanded to know who they were
with and where they were at all times (45%), harassed them by phone, text, email, or using social media (40%), and blamed
them for causing their abusive or violent behaviour (34%) on a monthly basis or more (Table 1B).

Almost six in ten (59%) women without disabilities said that their partner had damaged or destroyed their property “a few
times” in the past 12 months. This was significantly higher than the proportion reported by women with disabilities (36%)
(Table 1B).

Women with disabilities more likely to report emotional impacts of IPV

Intimate partner violence can have immediate and long-term emotional, psychological and physical impacts on victims, including
feelings of anxiety, shock, fear, depression and suicidal thoughts (Chen and Ullman 2010; Haskell and Randall 2019).
Respondents who reported experiencing IPV in the 12 months preceding the survey were asked about any emotional
impacts resulting from the abuse.

Overall, the vast majority (94%) of women with disabilities said that the abuse had an emotional impact on them—a
proportion similar to that of women without disabilities (91%) (Chart 1). Both women with and without disabilities often said
that the abuse left them feeling hurt or disappointed (59% and 54%, respectively) and angry (563% and 52%). However,
women with disabilities were far more likely than women without disabilities to say that the abuse had resulted in lowered
self-esteem (44% versus 21%) and that the they were left feeling upset, confused, or frustrated (62% versus 52%).

Chart 1
Impacts, consequences, and actions taken by victims of intimate partner violence in the past 12
months, by disability status, Canada, 2018

Impacts

Incident had an emotional impact

Spoke with someone

Victim was injured?

@Women with disabilities™

mWomen without disabilities

0 10 20 30 40 S0 60 70 80 90 100 110
percent

* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)

T reference category

1. Percent calculations are based on those who experienced at least one form of physical or sexual violence (see Table 1A for a list of items in each
category).

Note: Percent calculations are based on those who experienced some form of intimate partner violence (emotional, physical, or sexual violence
committed by a current or former intimate partner).

Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.
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People who experience physical and/or psychological trauma can develop post-traumatic stress disorder® (PTSD) which is
characterized by feelings of detachment, nightmares and avoidance behaviours.'® Research has suggested that victims of
intimate partner violence are often diagnosed with PTSD (Dutton et al. 2006). According to the SSPPS, almost two in ten (18%)
women with disabilities reported that they had symptoms consistent with PTSD in the past month as a result of the intimate
partner violence. This proportion was more than twice as high as the proportion reported by women without disabilities (8%).

Self-reported victimization data show that violent crime often goes unreported to the police (Cotter and Savage 2019;
Perreault 2015; Perreault 2020a). Consistent with previous findings, the vast majority (91%) of women with disabilities said
that the violence did not come to the attention of the police—a proportion similar to that of women without disabilities (92%).
Of those who said that the violence did come to the attention of the police, the majority said that they were either “very
satisfied” or “somewhat satisfied” with the action that the police took (76% of women with disabilities and 69% of women
without disabilities). Almost three-quarters (71%) of women with disabilities said that they spoke with someone about the
incident—a proportion higher than that of women without disabilities (65%) (Chart 1).

In general, few victims of violence use or consult victim services,'! and this is also the case for the large majority of victims of
IPV (Conroy and Cotter 2017; Cotter and Savage 2019; Perreault 2020a). Women with disabilities may face various barriers to
using or consulting victim services, such as lack of information about available services and difficulties in accessing
transportation (DAWN Canada 2014). The large majority (81%) of women with disabilities who had experienced IPV in the 12
months preceding the survey had not used or consulted a formal service in the past 12 months. The most common reasons
given were that they did not need or want help (50%) or that the incident was too minor (37%). A small proportion of women with
disabilities reported the fear of losing financial support (3%) as the reason why they did not use these services. However,
overall, women with disabilities were more likely than women without disabilities to report using these services (16% versus 9%).

Text box 3
Experiences of intimate partner violence among men with disabilities

More than four in ten men with disabilities have experienced IPV in their lifetime

Men with disabilities are at an increased risk of experiencing intimate partner violence (IPV) compared to men without
disabilities (Ballan et al. 2017; Mitra et al. 2015; Olofsson et al. 2015). Men with disabilities face many of the same barriers as
women with disabilities when it comes to leaving an abusive partner. The stigma of seeking help as a male may further
contribute to the barriers around leaving (Powers et al. 2008).

According to the Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces (SSPPS), more than four in ten (44%) men with disabilities
reported experiencing some form of IPV since age 15—a proportion much higher than that of men without disabilities (32%).
Mirroring what was seen among women, men with disabilities most often reported experiencing psychological abuse by an
intimate partner (43%), followed by physical assault (23%) and sexual assault (4%).

In the 12 months preceding the survey, 15% of men with a disability experienced some form of IPV, compared to 10% of men
without a disability. Men with disabilities were twice as likely as men without disabilities to be physically assaulted by an intimate
partner in the past 12 months (4% versus 2%, respectively) and five times more likely to be sexually assaulted (1% versus 0.2%).

Men with three or more disabilities are more at risk for experiencing lifetime IPV

As was seen among women with disabilities, the co-occurrence of disability (i.e. having two or more disabilities) was
associated with a higher prevalence of lifetime IPV. Men with three or more disabilities were much more likely to report
experiencing IPV since age 15 than men without disabilities and men with one or two disabilities (56% versus 32%, 42%
and 47%, respectively).

This was also the case for physical and sexual IPV. Almost four in ten (37%) men with three or more disabilities reported
being physically or sexually assaulted by an intimate partner at least once since age 15. This proportion was significantly
higher than those of men without disabilities (14%), men with one disability (20%) and men with two disabilities (27%).

When it came to IPV experienced in the past 12 months, men with three or more disabilities were just as likely as men with one
disability and men with two disabilities to have been psychologically, physically or sexually abused by an intimate partner.

Large majority of men with disabilities report that the IPV had an emotional impact on them

Mirroring what was seen among women, the vast majority (90%) of men with disabilities—who had been psychologically,
physically or sexually abused by an intimate partner in the past 12 months—said that the IPV had an emotional impact on
them. This was slightly higher than the proportion of men without disabilities who said that they had been emotionally
impacted by the IPV (83%). One in ten (10%) men with disabilities who had experienced IPV in the past 12 months reported
symptoms consistent with post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) in the past month. This was five times more than the
proportion of men without disabilities (2%).
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The prevalence of IPV much higher among certain populations

The risk of experiencing violent victimization is not the same for every person. Factors such as age, gender, race, disability,
sexual orientation and immigrant status all intersect and can impact the likelihood of experiencing intimate partner violence. For
instance, the prevalence of IPV is significantly higher among women with disabilities, sexual minority women (see Jaffray 2021a)
sexual minority men (see Jaffray 2021b), young women (see Savage 2021b), and Indigenous women (see Heidinger 2021).

Women with disabilities are at a higher risk of experiencing violent victimization due to certain socioeconomic characteristics.
For example, women with disabilities are less likely than women without disabilities to have some form of post-secondary
education, are less likely to be participating in the labour force, and tend to have lower average personal income (Burlock 2017;
Morris et al. 2018; Turcotte 2014).'2 Two-thirds (66%) of women with disabilities who reported a household income of
$20,000 or lower reported experiencing IPV at some point in their lifetime, compared to 44% of women without disabilities.
Low socio-economic status may severely impact a person’s ability to leave a violent relationship (Kim and Gray 2008).

Indigenous (First Nations, Métis, and Inuit) women with disabilities (74%) and women without disabilities (46%) were more likely to
have experienced intimate partner violence in their lifetime than their non-Indigenous counterparts (54% and 37%, respectively)
(Table 3). For more information, see Heidinger (forthcoming 2021).

Among LGBTQ2 women with disabilities, almost seven in ten (71%) reported that they had experienced some form of
intimate partner violence since age 15. This was significantly higher than the proportion of women with disabilities who were
not LGBTQ2 (54%) and the proportion of women without disabilities who were LGBTQ2 (59%). For information specific to
sexual minority women and their experiences of IPV, see Jaffray (2021a) and Ibrahim (2019).

Previous research has shown an association between childhood maltreatment'® and an increased risk of victimization in
adulthood (Burczycka and Conroy 2017; Parks et al. 2011; Widom et al. 2008). This was also the case with IPV: experiencing
physical or sexual abuse before age 15 was associated with experiences of IPV in adulthood, both in the 12 months
preceding the survey and since age 15. Approximately seven in ten (71%) women with disabilities who had been victims of
IPV had also been victims of childhood physical or sexual abuse, compared to 61% of women without disabilities (Table 3).
These proportions are significantly higher than those of women with disabilities and women without disabilities who had not
experienced childhood physical or sexual abuse (45% and 30%, respectively).™ More specifically, around half of women with
disabilities who were sexually (50%) or physically (48%) assaulted before age 15 reported experiencing some form of IPV in
their lifetime. In contrast, lower proportions of women without disabilities who had been sexually (35%) or physically (32%)
assaulted before age 15 reported experiencing IPV.

Exposure to IPV between parents and caregivers during childhood has been associated with increased risk of mental health
problems, delinquency, and intergenerational violence in intimate partner relationships (Cater et al. 2009; Howell et al. 2016;
Milletich et al. 2010). In the SSPPS, witnessing violence between parents's during childhood was linked to an increased risk
of experiencing IPV in adulthood. Almost three-quarters (72%) of women with disabilities who witnessed violence between
their parents or guardians during childhood reported experiencing some form of IPV since age 15, compared to 52% of
women with disabilities who did not witness any violence.

Research has found that visible minority populations tend to be at a lower risk of experiencing violent victimization than non-
visible minority populations (Simpson 2018). This is also the case with IPV, regardless of disability status (Table 3). Just
under four in ten (38%) visible minority women with disabilities reported experiencing at least one instance of IPV since

age 15, compared to almost six in ten (58%) non-visible minority women with disabilities. This was similar for women without
disabilities: about one-quarter (26%) of visible minority women experienced IPV compared to 40% of non-visible minority
women (Table 3). However, when looking at the prevalence of IPV in the 12 months preceding the survey, both visible
minority and non-visible minority women with disabilities experienced similar levels of IPV (15% and 16%, respectively).

The lower rates of victimization among the visible minority population tends to be largely driven by the lower prevalence
among immigrant visible minorities (Cotter 2021b; Ibrahim 2018). Research shows that more than half of immigrant victims of
violent crime did not report the incident to police (Ibrahim 2018). Some immigrants may not feel comfortable talking to the
police about their victimization for fear of being reported to immigration authorities and facing deportation, distrust of
authorities, and cultural norms (Ibrahim 2018). In the SSPPS, almost four in ten (39%) immigrant women with disabilities
reported experiencing some form of IPV since age 15—a proportion significantly lower than non-immigrant women with
disabilities (59%) and similar to non-immigrant women without disabilities (41%) (Table 3). For information specific to visible
minority immigrant women and their experiences of IPV, see Cotter (2021b).
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Text box 4
Lifetime violent victimization

More than half of women with disabilities have been physically or sexually assaulted in their lifetime

Women with disabilities were far more likely than women without disabilities to experience all types of violent victimization
(Table 4; Chart 2). Including violence committed by intimate partners and violence committed by other perpetrators, 57% of
women with disabilities reported that they had been physically or sexually assaulted at least once since the age of 15,
compared to 37% of women without disabilities (Table 4).

Chart 2
Physical and sexual assault since age 15, by disability status and relationship to perpetrator,
Canada, 2018

percent
80
70 @Physical assault
mSexual assault

60 57.4 mTotal violent victimization
50
40
30
20
10

0

Intimate partner? Non-intimate partner Total Intimate partner? Non-intimate partner Total
Women with disabilities™ Women without disabilities

* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)

T reference category

1. Includes violence committed by a current or former spouse, common-law partner, dating partner, or someone with whom the victim was in another
type of intimate relationship. Percent calculation excludes respondents who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship.
Note: See Table 4 for confidence intervals for each estimate.

Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.

Understanding experiences of violent victimization across the life course is important when it comes to understanding the
population, developing services and programs, and predicting mental and physical health needs.

Overall, almost half (46%) of women with disabilities reported being physically assaulted at least once, and more than four in
ten (43%) had been sexually assaulted since age 15. In contrast, 28% of women without disabilities reported being physically
assaulted, and 27% reported being sexually assaulted at least once since age 15 (Table 4; Chart 2).

The most common type of assault differed depending on the type of relationship. In the context of intimate relationships,
physical assault was more common than sexual assault for both women with disabilities (32% versus 18%, respectively) and
women without disabilities (17% versus 7%, respectively). However, in non-intimate relationships, sexual assault was slightly
more common than physical assault (Table 4; Chart 2).

Women with disabilities twice as likely to experience sexual or physical assault in the 12 months preceding the survey

Almost one in ten (9%) women with disabilities experienced physical or sexual assault—committed by either an intimate partner
or non-intimate partner—in the 12 months preceding the survey, compared to 4% of women without disabilities (Table 5).

In the context of intimate partner relationships, 4% of women with disabilities reported being physically assaulted at least
once, while 2% reported being sexually assaulted at least once in the past year. In contrast, 2% of women without disabilities
reported being physically assaulted by an intimate partner in the 12 months prior to the survey, while 0.5% said that they had
been sexually assaulted at least once during this timeframe (Table 5).
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Text box 4 — end
Lifetime violent victimization

Lifetime physical and sexual IPV more common among women with disabilities in every province and territory,
except Nunavut

In almost all provinces and territories, women with disabilities were more likely to report being a victim of physical or sexual
IPV at some point since age 15 than women without disabilities (Table 6).'® Nunavut was the exception—there was no
statistically significant difference in the prevalence of physical or sexual IPV among women with and without disabilities.

In every province, women with disabilities were almost twice as likely as women without disabilities to report experiencing
physical or sexual assault by an intimate partner at least once since age 15 (Table 6). The biggest differences were seen in
Prince Edward Island (40% versus 19%), Nova Scotia (43% versus 22%), New Brunswick (38% versus 19%), Saskatchewan
(41% versus 22%) and British Columbia (41% versus 22%) (Table 6).

Women with disabilities living in the territories were far more likely than women without disabilities to report experiencing
physical or sexual IPV. This was especially true for women living in Yukon (57% versus 28% of women who did not have
disabilities) and the Northwest Territories (54% versus 37%) (Table 6).

Survey description

In 2018, Statistics Canada conducted the first cycle of the Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces (SSPPS). The
purpose of the survey is to collect information on Canadians’ experiences in public, at work, online, and in their intimate
partner relationships.

The target population for the SSPPS is the Canadian population aged 15 and older, living in the provinces and territories.
Canadians residing in institutions are not included. This means that the survey results may not reflect the experiences of
intimate partner violence among those living in shelters, institutions, or other collective dwellings. Once a household was
contacted, an individual 15 years or older was randomly selected to respond to the survey.

In the provinces, data collection took place from April to December 2018 inclusively. Responses were obtained by self-
administered online questionnaire or by interviewer-administered telephone questionnaire. Respondents were able to
respond in the official language of their choice. The sample size for the 10 provinces was 43,296 respondents. The response
rate in the provinces was 43.1%.

In the territories, data collection took place from July to December 2018 inclusively. Responses were obtained by self-
administered online questionnaire or by interviewer-administered in-person questionnaire. Respondents were able to respond
in the official language of their choice. The sample size for the 3 territories was 2,597 respondents. The response rate in the
territories was 73.2%.

Non-respondents included people who refused to participate, could not be reached, or could not speak English or French.
Respondents in the sample were weighted so that their responses represent the non-institutionalized Canadian population
aged 15 and older.

Data limitations

As with any household survey, there are some data limitations. The results are based on a sample and are therefore subject
to sampling errors. Somewhat different results might have been obtained if the entire population had been surveyed.

For the quality of estimates, the lower and upper bounds of the confidence intervals are presented. Confidence intervals
should be interpreted as follows: If the survey were repeated many times, then 95% of the time (or 19 times out of 20), the
confidence interval would cover the true population value.
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Notes

1. Though other terms, such as survivor, could be used to refer to those who have experienced intimate partner violence, the
term ‘victim’ is used to stay consistent with the terminology used in other Statistics Canada reports.

2. It should be noted that disabilities can be dynamic in nature, meaning they can be characterized by periods of good health
with periods of illness, can worsen over time, or fluctuate in levels of severity.

3. Includes current and former legally married spouses, common-law partners, dating partners, and other intimate partner
relationships.

4. Throughout this report, the terms “lifetime” and “since age 15” are used interchangeably.

5. Percent calculations for lifetime intimate partner violence are based on those who have ever been in an intimate partner
relationship (ever-partnered).

6. The severity classes are not a label concerning the person’s level of disability, but instead should be interpreted as follows:
people in class 1 have a less severe disability than people in class 2; people in class 2 have a less severe disability than
people in class 3; and so on.
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7. The 2017 Canadian Survey on Disability found that women with disabilities were more likely than their male counterparts
to have “severe” or “very severe” disabilities (Morris et al. 2017).

8. Due to sample size, this proportion is not releasable for women without disabilities.

9. Based on responses to the Primary Care PTSD Screen (PC-PTSD) tool, a front-line assessment tool used to identify
individuals who should be referred to further psychological and psychiatric treatment for the disorder. The tool is designed to
assess whether an individual demonstrates key effects related to the core PTSD symptoms of re-experiencing, numbing,
avoidance and hyperarousal. If an individual answers ‘yes’ to any three of the four questions, the presence of PTSD is
suspected. It is crucial to note that the PC-PTSD is not a diagnostic tool, and a suspicion of PTSD is not the same as a
diagnosis. In a clinical setting, a positive score on the PC-PTSD would indicate that the patient should be referred for more
in-depth assessment and possible diagnosis.

10. It is important to note that the symptoms of post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) may themselves be considered a
disability. Since there is no way to know whether a disability was present when the victimization occurred, it is possible that a
victim was abused and then developed PTSD.

11. Respondents were asked to indicate if they had contacted or used any services for help because of the incident they
experienced, such as a crisis centre or help line; victim services or victim witness assistance program; a counsellor,
psychologist or social worker; a community, family, ethnic or cultural centre; a shelter or transition house; a women’s or
men’s centre; a senior’s centre; or a support group.

12. For more information on the socioeconomic characteristics of women with disabilities, see Burlock (2017).
13. In the SSPPS, childhood maltreatment is defined as experiencing physical and/or sexual abuse by an adult before age 15.
14. It should be noted that it is not possible to know whether the victim developed a disability before or after the victimization incident.

15. In the SSPPS, witnessing violence between parents during childhood is defined as seeing or hearing a parent, step-
parent or guardian hit another adult before age 15.

16. Province or territory refers to the respondent’s province or territory of residence at the time of the survey, and does not
necessarily correspond to where the victimization occurred.
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Detailed data tables

Table 1A

Intimate partner violence since age 15 and in the past 12 months, by type of intimate partner violence and

disability status, Canada, 2018

Women with disabilitiest

Women without disabilities

Experienced since

Experienced in the

Experienced since

Experienced in the

age 15! past 12 months? age 15! past 12 months?
95% 95% 95% 95%
confidence confidence confidence confidence
interval interval interval interval
Type of intimate partner violence %  from to %  from to % from to %  from to
Emotional, financial, or psychological abuse
Been jealous and didn't want you to talk to other men or women 373 357 39.0 73 61 86 242 230 255 43 3.6 5.1
Harmed, or threatened to harm your pets 6.7 6.0 75 07 04 11 28 2.3 33 03 0.2 0.6
Demanded to know who you were with and where you were at all times 255 240 27.0 51 4.1 6.3 15.0° 141 16.0 2.2 1.8 2.7
Put you down or called you names to make you feel bad 404 388 421 117 104 132 25.2 240 264 64 5.7 7.3
Forced you to give them money or possessions 9.6 8.7 105 09 06 13 4% 3.7 49 04 0.3 0.7
Told you you were crazy, stupid, or not good enough? 354 339 37.0 93 841 106 21.3 20.2 225 55 49 6.3
Tried to convince your family, children, or friends that you are crazy or
tried to turn them against you? 146 135 15.8 30 22 39 67 6.0 74 13 0.9 1.7
Followed you or hung around outside your home or work? 16.7 156 18.0 14 09 21 9.0 8.3 98 0.6 04 0.9
Kept you from seeing or talking to your family or friends? 154 142 16.6 2.0 1.5 26 14 6.7 81 07 0.5 1.0
Harassed you by phone, text, email, or using social media3 185 172 19.9 39 31 49 10.3 9.5 12 20 15 25
Kept you from having access to a job, money, or financial resources? 8.2 74 9.1 09 07 13 3.1 2.7 36 02 0.1 0.4
Confined or locked you in a room or other space? 55 48 6.3 07 03 15 21 1.7 26 01 0.0 0.2
Damaged or destroyed your possessions or property 171 16.0 18.3 16 1.2 20 88 8.0 96 1.0° 0.7 1.3
Made comments about your sexual past or your sexual performance that
made you feel ashamed, inadequate, or humiliated 213 200 228 48 39 58 10.0° 9.1 108 2.1 1.6 2.7
Revealed, or threatened to reveal, your sexual orientation or your
relationship to anyone who you did not want to know about your
sexuality or sexual orientation? 10.8 7.7 14.9 F F F F F F F F F
Blamed you for causing their abusive or violent behaviour3. 5 518 493 54.3 99 82 119 415 39.1 440 82 6.7 10.0
Total® 535 518 552 159 144 175 356 343 369 95 8.6 10.5
Physical abuse
Shook, pushed, grabbed, or threw you? 239 226 252 26 19 34 128 11.9 137 0.9 0.7 1.2
Hit you with a fist or object, kicked or bit you? 165 154 17.7 12 07 20 79 71 87 05 0.3 0.7
Threatened to harm or kill you or someone close to you? 11.0 100 12.0 1.0 06 1.7 4T 4.2 53 03 0.1 0.5
Choked you? 10.2 9.3 112 06 04 09 41 36 47 04 0.2 0.7
Used or threatened to use a knife or gun or other weapon to harm you? 6.1 54 6.8 02 041 04 26 22 30 0.1 0.1 0.3
Threatened to hit you with their fist or anything that could hurt you 173  16.1 18.5 16 141 24 83 7.6 9.0 0.7 05 0.9
Thrown anything at you that could have hurt you 160 149 17.2 13 09 19 74 6.7 8.1 06 04 0.8
Slapped you 164 152 175 1.5 09 23 82 75 90 04 0.2 0.6
Beaten you 94 8.5 104 05 03 09 38 33 44 01 0.0 0.2
Total® 31.8 303 332 35 28 44 172 16.2 182 1.7 14 22
See notes at the end of the table.
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Table 1A — end

Intimate partner violence since age 15 and in the past 12 months, by type of intimate partner violence and

disability status, Canada, 2018

Women with disabilitiest

Women without disabilities

Experienced since Experienced in the Experienced since Experienced in the
age 15! past 12 months? age 15! past 12 months?
95% 95% 95% 95%
confidence confidence confidence confidence
interval interval interval interval
Type of intimate partner violence %  from to %  from to % from to %  from to
Sexual abuse

Made you perform sex acts that you did not want to perform3 132 1241 14.4 16 141 22 54 48 6.0 04 0.2 0.5
Forced or tried to force you to have sex3 153 141 16.4 20 14 28 6.2 5.6 69 04 0.2 0.6
Total 179 167 19.1 22 16 30 7.3 6.7 81 05 0.5 0.7
Total 551 534 568 163 148 179 36.9 356 382 9.6 8.6 10.6

F too unreliable to be published
* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)
1 reference category

1. Represents the percentage of all respondents, excluding those who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship.
2. Represents the percentage of all respondents, excluding those who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship and those who stated that they had not had contact with any

current or former intimate partner in the past 12 months.
3. This is an item taken from the Composite Abuse Scale - revised short form (CASr-SF).
4. This item was only asked of respondents who did not identify as heterosexual.

5. This item was only asked of respondents who indicated yes to at least one item from the CASr-SF. The percent calculation therefore does not include all respondents.

Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.
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Table 1B
Frequency of violence among women who experienced intimate partner violence in the past 12 months, by
type of violence and disability status, Canada, 2018

Women with disabilities who were victims of Women without disabilities who were victims of
intimate partner violence in the past 12 monthst intimate partner violence in the past 12 months
Once! A few times! Monthly or more? Once! A few times! Monthly or more?
95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95%
confidence confidence confidence confidence confidence confidence
interval interval interval interval interval interval
Type of intimate partner violence %2 from to %2 from to %2 from to %2 from to %2 from to %2 from to
Emotional, financial, or psychological
abuse
Been jealous and didn't want you to talk
to other men or women 12.8 84 189 469 381 559 403 311 503 305 219 407 465 375 557 230° 168 306

Harmed, or threatened to harm your pets F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Demanded to know who you were with

and where you were at all times 10.0 55 178 357 269 457 542 434 647 83 48 142 468 365 574 448 345 556
Put you down or called you names to

make you feel bad 116 85 157 559 495 620 325 266 391 160 118 214 592 531 651 247 197 305
Forced you to give them money or

possessions F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Told you you were crazy, stupid, or not

good enough? 151 111 203 530 459 600 319 251 396 202 148 269 581 510 649 21.77 167 276

Tried to convince your family, children,
or friends that you are crazy or tried to

turn them against you3 217 104 399 447 314 588 336 209 493 297 142 520 456 293 629 247 139 400
Followed you or hung around outside

your home or work3 262 83 584 441 259 639 297 168 470 F F F F F F F F F
Kept you from seeing or talking to your

family or friends? 94 46 182 355 239 491 552 414 682 F F F F F F F F F
Harassed you by phone, text, email, or

using social media® 8.1 40 159 367 264 483 552 431 667 210 105 375 393 287 511 397 290 515
Kept you from having access to a job,

money, or financial resources? F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Confined or locked you in a room or

other space? F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Damaged or destroyed your

possessions or property 523 387 656 362 239 506 115 47 255 318 199 466 591" 439 728 91 34 221

Made comments about your sexual past or
your sexual performance that made you
feel ashamed, inadequate, orhumiliated 314 212 438 413 319 515 273 193 369 346 229 486 474 344 608 179 109 28.0

Revealed, or threatened to reveal, your
sexual orientation or your relationship
to anyone who you did not want to
know about your sexuality or sexual

orientation* F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Blamed you for causing their abusive or

violent behaviour3. 5 182 124 260 419 331 512 399 306 501 139 90 210 521 414 627 339 247 446
Total® 132 102 169 511 46.0 563 356 305 411 196 152 248 56.0 507 612 244 204 289

Physical abuse
Shook, pushed, grabbed, or threw you? 433 305 572 455 313 605 112 56 212 537 384 683 382 244 542 81 31 197
Hit you with a fist or object, kicked or bit you? F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Threatened to harm or kill you or

someone close to you? F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Choked you? F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Used or threatened to use a knife or gun

or other weapon to harm you? F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Threatened to hit you with their fist or

anything that could hurt you 299 176 461 560 376 729 141 59 300 F F F F F F F F F
Thrown anything at you that could have

hurt you 448 280 629 417 261 592 134 49 316 F F F F F F F F F
Slapped you F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Beaten you F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F F
Total® 408 309 514 473 363 586 119 71 193 514 402 624 394 289 51.0 92 46 177

See notes at the end of the table.
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Table 1B — end

Frequency of violence among women who experienced intimate partner violence in the past 12 months, by

type of violence and disability status, Canada, 2018

Women with disabilities who were victims of
intimate partner violence in the past 12 monthst

Women without disabilities who were victims of
intimate partner violence in the past 12 months

Once! A few times! Monthly or more? Once! A few times! Monthly or more?
95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95%
confidence confidence confidence confidence confidence confidence
interval interval interval interval interval interval
Type of intimate partner violence %2 from to %2 from to %2 from to %2 from to %2 from to %2 from to
Sexual abuse

Made you perform sex acts that you did

not want to perform? 385 230 568 422 269 593 193 99 342 F F F F F F F F F

Forced or tried to force you to have sex® 248 127 429 562 389 722 19.0 96 3441 F F F F

Total® 296 173 457 527 376 673 177 9.7 302 F F F F F F

F too unreliable to be published
* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)
1 reference category

1. Respondents were able to indicate if they experienced each behaviour once, a few times, monthly, weekly, or daily or aimost daily. For the purposes of analysis, monthly, weekly, and daily or almost daily

have been combined.

2. Percent calculation is based on the number of respondents who experienced the behaviour in the past 12 months. See Table 1A for the overall prevalence of each behaviour.
3. This is an item taken from the Composite Abuse Scale - revised short form (CASr-SF).
4. This item was only asked of respondents who did not identify as heterosexual.
5. This item was only asked of respondents who indicated yes to at least one item from the CASr-SF. The percent calculation therefore does not include all respondents.

6. For totals, monthly or more includes respondents who reported one or more types of intimate partner violence in the past 12 months and at least one occurred monthly or more frequently. A few times

includes respondents who reported one or more types of intimate partner violence in the past 12 months where at least one occurred a few times but none occurred more frequently. Once includes

respondents who reported one or more types of inimate partner violence in the past 12 months but no specific type occurred more than once. If multiple behaviours were each reported as happening once,

this is considered once for the purposes of the frequency measure in this table, though in some instances these may have been separate occurrences.
Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.
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Table 2

Intimate partner violence since age 15 and in the past 12 months, by disability status, Canada, 2018

Women with disabilities’

Women without disabilities

95% confidence

95% confidence

interval interval
Intimate partner violence' percent from to percent from to
Since age 15
Emotional, financial, or psychological 53.5 51.8 55.2 35.6° 34.3 36.9
Physical 31.8 30.3 33.2 17.2° 16.2 18.2
Sexual 17.9 16.7 191 7.3 6.7 8.1
Total, physical or sexual 35.8 34.3 374 19.1 18.0 20.1
Total, any type 55.1 53.4 56.8 36.9° 35.6 38.2
Past 12 months
Emotional, financial, or psychological 15.9 14.4 17.5 9.5 8.6 10.5
Physical 3.5 2.8 4.4 1.7 1.4 2.2
Sexual 22 1.6 3.0 0.5 0.5 0.7
Total, physical or sexual 4.9 4.0 6.0 2.0 1.6 2.5
Total, any type 16.3 14.8 17.9 9.6’ 8.6 10.6

* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)
1 reference category

1. Includes violence committed by a current or former spouse, common-law partner, dating partner, or someone with whom the victim was in another type of intimate

relationship. Percent calculation excludes respondents who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship and, for the past 12 months, those who

stated that they had not had contact with any current or former intimate partner in the past 12 months. See Table 1A for a list of items included in each category.

Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.
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Table 3

Intimate partner violence since age 15 and in the past 12 months, by selected characteristics of victim and

disability status, Canada, 2018

Intimate partner violence since age 15

Intimate partner violence in the past 12 months

Women with disabilitiest Women without disabilities Women with disabilitiest Women without disabilities
95% confidence 95% confidence 95% confidence 95% confidence
interval interval interval interval
Selected characteristic %1 from to %1 from to %! from to %1 from to
Age group (years)
15 to 24t 65.3 56.9 729 46.9" 39.0 55.0 332 25.8 416 254 19.0 33.0
2510 34 68.9 63.5 73.8 46.0" 422 498 17.0° 14.0 20.6 124~ 10.3 14.9
35t044 62.2 57.8 66.4 422 39.2 453 19.3° 15.8 233 9.8™ 8.2 11.7
45 to 54 62.7 59.0 66.3 39.7" 36.7 429 14.8° 12.2 17.8 7.7 6.1 9.6
55 to 64 54.6° 514 571.7 31.8™ 29.3 344 12.3° 9.9 15.1 6.2 49 79
65to 74 4.7 39.3 46.1 25.0" 226 276 6.8 5.2 9.0 3.9™ 2.7 5.7
75 and older 29.1 254 33.1 18.1™ 15.2 214 .7 3.8 151 20" 0.8 4.6
First Nations, Métis, or Inuit
identity
Indigenous person 741 68.1 79.2 45.9" 38.6 534 20.9 15.3 28.0 1241 6.9 204
First Nations person 75.2° 64.6 834 425" 323 534 248 15.8 36.7 6.7 31 14.0
Métis person 745 66.6 81.0 459" 355 56.7 16.1 9.4 26.1 14.3 6.9 27.2
Inuit person 46.0 228 71.1 38.1 20.9 59.0 16.5 6.1 37.6 9.3 45 18.3
Non-Indigenous persont 541 52.3 55.8 36.8" 354 38.1 16.0 14.4 17.7 9.5" 8.6 10.5
LGBTQ2 person?
Yest 71.0 60.7 79.5 594 50.7 67.6 18.5 135 248 211 13.8 309
No 544 52.7 56.1 37.0" 356 383 16.2 14.6 179 9.4™ 8.5 104
Ethnocultural group
Designated as visible minority 38.1° 329 436 25.7" 226 29.1 15.0 11.2 19.9 6.9" 5.2 9.1
Arab F F F 344 232 476 F F F 14.9 7.9 26.3
Black 51.1 35.7 66.3 374 29.3 46.2 23.1 11.2 4.7 8.0 45 13.9
Chinese N3 234 40.5 19.2™ 14.7 24.7 11.3 6.4 19.4 6.7 4.0 11.0
Filipino 232 14.1 356 15.9° 9.9 245 F F F F F F
Japanese F F F F F F F F F F F F
Korean F F F F F F F F F F F F
Latin American F F F F F F F F F F F F
South Asian 37.00 25.1 50.7 217 20.0 37.1 13.8 Al 25.0 75 37 14.3
Southeast Asian F F F F F F F F F F F F
West Asian F F F F F F F F F F F F
Group not indicated
elsewhere F F F F F F F F F F F F
Not designated as visible
minority3 t 57.5 55.8 59.3 39.9" 38.6 413 16.2 14.6 179 10.3" 9.3 114
Immigrant status
Immigrantt 38.6 347 428 26.0" 234 28.8 13.6 101 179 78" 6.2 9.9
Non-immigrant 59.0° 57.2 60.7 40.9" 394 423 16.9 15.3 18.7 10.2" 9.2 114
Physical or sexual abuse before
age 15
Nevert 4.7 425 46.9 3027 28.8 317 12.7 10.8 14.9 8.4 74 9.5
At least once "3 68.7 73.7 61.1" 58.2 63.8 214 19.0 240 13.8™ 11.8 16.0
Harsh parenting
Nevert 328 29.7 36.0 2197 20.1 238 9.8 7.3 13.0 6.9 5.6 8.5
At least once 62.9" 61.0 64.8 46.8™ 45,0 48.6 18.3° 16.5 20.2 11.3" 10.0 126

See notes at the end of the table.
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Table 3 — end
Intimate partner violence since age 15 and in the past 12 months, by selected characteristics of victim and
disability status, Canada, 2018

Intimate partner violence since age 15 Intimate partner violence in the past 12 months
Women with disabilitiest Women without disabilities Women with disabilitiest Women without disabilities
95% confidence 95% confidence 95% confidence 95% confidence
interval interval interval interval

Selected characteristic %1 from to %1 from to %! from to %1 from to
Employed in past 12 months

Yest 62.7 60.3 65.1 413" 39.7 429 18.8 16.8 20.9 11.17 10.0 12.3

No 4.0 417 46.3 26.6™ 245 289 11.3 9.3 13.7 5.1 4.0 6.5
Highest degree earned

Less than high schoolt 428 385 473 24.0" 20.3 28.1 13.8 9.5 19.6 9.8 6.3 15.0

High school 53.2 499 56.5 353" 325 38.1 19.2 15.8 232 9.2" 71 11.9

College or trade school 60.3" 574 63.2 39.4™ 36.9 420 15.8 134 18.5 8.7" 7.2 104

University 56.7° 53.6 59.8 38.6™ 36.5 40.8 15.1 1341 175 10.5" 9.1 12.0
Household income group*

Less than $20,0001 66.4 59.6 726 442" 36.9 51.9 194 14.2 26.0 8.6" 53 13.6

$20,000 to $59,999 522 495 54.9 359" 335 384 15.9 13.0 19.4 10.0" 8.1 12.3

$60,000 to $99,999 55.6" 524 58.7 354" 328 38.1 14.6 11.9 17.9 8.2" 6.8 9.9

$100,000 to $149,999 53.8' 497 57.8 36.8" 340 39.7 16.8 14.0 20.0 9.5" 7.7 11.6

$150,000 or more 55.9° 515 60.3 382" 353 412 16.9 134 211 10.6” 8.8 12.7
Location of residence

Ruralt 54.6 50.6 58.6 381" 35.0 413 15.5 12.2 19.4 10.0" 8.0 125

Urban 55.0 53.0 57.0 364" 349 379 16.8 15.0 18.7 9.6" 8.5 10.8
Marital status

Married or common-law® 49.6 473 51.9 3.7 30.2 33.2 13.9 124 15.6 75" 6.7 84

Separated or divorced 75.5° 719 78.8 59.0™ 55.0 62.9 19.8' 15.3 252 19.6" 15.2 248

Widowed 32.1° 28.3 36.1 20.3" 17.3 23.7 F F F F F F

Single, never married 69.7" 65.0 74.0 55.4™ 51.3 59.4 220 18.1 26.5 16.4™ 13.1 204

F too unreliable to be published

* significantly different from reference category only (p < 0.05)

** significantly different from estimate for women without a disability only (p < 0.05)

*** significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05) and estimate for women without a disability (p < 0.05)

1 reference category

1. Represents the percentage of all respondents, excluding those who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship and those who stated that they had not had contact with any
current or former intimate partner in the past 12 months.

2. Includes those whose sexual orientation was lesbian, gay, bisexual, or another sexual orientation that was not heterosexual. Also includes respondents whose sex at birth did not align with their gender
(i.e. they are transgender).

3. The non-visible minority population includes single origin White, single origin indigenous persons, and multiple origin White/Latin American and White/Arab-West Asian, as per Census definition.

4. Represents before-tax household income and comes from multiple sources. For 84% of respondents, income data was obtained from successful linkage to tax records. For 15% of respondents, linkage to
tax records was not successful or respondents did not consent to linkage with other sources; income data for these respondents is imputed. In the territories (less than 1% of total sample), respondents were
asked to self-report their personal and household income or provide a range in which their before-tax income fell.

Note: Intimate partner violence includes psychological violence, physical violence, and sexual violence. See Table 1A for a full list of behaviours included.

Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.
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Table 4
Physical and sexual assault committed by intimate partners and non-intimate partners since age 15, by
disability status, Canada, 2018

Women with disabilities’ Women without disabilities
95% confidence 95% confidence
interval interval
Type of victimization by perpetrator since age of 15 percent from to percent from to
Intimate partner violence since age 15’
Physical assault 31.8 30.3 33.2 17.2° 16.2 18.2
Sexual assault 17.9 16.7 19.1 7.3 6.7 8.1
Total 35.8 34.3 37.4 19.1° 18.0 20.1
Non-intimate partner violence since age 15
Physical assault 355 33.9 371 20.1° 19.0 21.2
Sexual assault 39.2 37.6 40.9 24.4° 23.3 25.5
Total 49.7 48.1 51.4 31.5 30.3 32.8
Total intimate partner and non-intimate partner violence since
age 15
Physical assault 46.3 44.7 48.0 27.6° 26.4 28.9
Sexual assault 43.4 41.7 45.1 26.7° 25.6 27.9
Total 57.4 55.7 59.0 37.2° 36.0 38.6

* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)

1 reference category

1. Includes violence committed by a current or former spouse, common-law partner, dating partner, or someone with whom the victim was in another type of intimate
relationship. Percent calculation excludes respondents who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship.

Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.

Table 5
Physical and sexual assault committed by intimate partners and non-intimate partners in the past 12 months,
by disability status, Canada, 2018

Women with disabilities® Women without disabilities
95% confidence 95% confidence
interval interval
Type of victimization by perpetrator in past 12 months percent from to percent from to
Intimate partner violence in the past 12 months'’
Physical assault 3.5 2.8 4.4 1.7 1.4 2.2
Sexual assault 2.2 1.6 3.0 0.5 0.3 0.7
Total 4.9 4.0 6.0 2.0 1.6 2.5
Non-intimate partner violence in the past 12 months
Physical assault 3.1 2.5 3.9 1.3 0.9 1.8
Sexual assault 4.6 3.8 5.6 1.8 1.4 2.3
Total 6.7 5.7 7.9 2.8 2.3 3.4
Total intimate partner and non-intimate partner violence in the
past 12 months
Physical assault 5.3 4.5 6.2 25 2.1 3.0
Sexual assault 5.8 4.9 6.8 2.1 1.7 2.7
Total 9.4 8.2 10.7 4.1 3.5 4.8

* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)

1 reference category

1. Includes violence committed by a current or former spouse, common-law partner, dating partner, or someone with whom the victim was in another type of intimate
relationship. Percent calculation excludes respondents who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship. Percent calculation excludes
respondents who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship and those who stated that they had not had contact with any current or former
intimate partner in the past 12 months.

Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.
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Table 6
Physical and sexual assault committed by intimate partners and non-intimate partners since age 15, by
disability status and province and territory, Canada, 2018

Physical and sexual assault committed by Physical and sexual assault committed by non-  Total intimate and non-intimate partner physical

intimate partners’ intimate partners and sexual assault
Women with Women without Women with Women without Women with Women without
disabilitiest disabilities disabilitiest disabilities disabilitiest disabilities
95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95%
confidence confidence confidence confidence confidence confidence

Province or interval interval interval interval interval interval

territory % from to %  from to %  from to %  from to %  from to %  from to
Newfoundland and

Labrador 33.0 276 389 146 115 182 425 369 484 253 215 296 500 441 56.0 29.1 251 33.6
Prince Edward

Island 40.2 326 483 1917 145 248 575 499 648 335 280 395 616 540 687 38.0° 323 441
Nova Scotia 431 386 477 224 191 260 509 463 555 341 304 380 603 55.7 647 402 36.3 443
New Brunswick 38.3 337 431 193 162 228 47.0 419 521 30 271 352 576 525 626 37.0° 329 M2
Quebec 301 272 332 170 152 189 408 374 442 269 248 291 501 46.7 534 328 306 351
Ontario 33.8 308 369 179 159 201 507 473 541 309 285 334 583 549 617 36.3 338 389
Manitoba 391 347 436 209 179 242 559 516 600 316 284 351 620 578 661 37.0° 336 406
Saskatchewan 409 372 446 223 198 250 522 485 559 301 2714 329 617 579 654 36.8 338 398
Alberta 412 371 455 225 199 254 532 492 571 380 348 413 599 558 638 439 407 472
British Columbia 413 378 449 215 190 243 550 516 584 369 341 399 605 57.1 638 429 399 460
Yukon 57.3 472 668 284 230 344 732 663 792 516 450 581 790 725 843 56.0° 493 624
Northwest

Territories 53.6 447 623 314 308 445 691 593 774 409 345 476 773 69.6 836 504 441 56.7
Nunavut 51.7 3741 66.1 385 305 472 565 477 649 331 2714 394 715 553 836 478 379 578
Canada 35.8 343 374 1917 180 201 497 48.1 514 315 303 328 574 55.7 590 37.2 360 386
* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)
treference category

1. Includes violence committed by a current or former spouse, common-law partner, dating partner, or someone with whom the victim was in another type of intimate relationship. Percent calculation excludes
respondents who reported that they have never been in an intimate partner relationship.

Note: Province or territory refers to the respondent’s province or territory of residence at the time of the survey, and does not necessarily correspond to where the victimization occurred.

Source: Statistics Canada, Survey of Safety in Public and Private Spaces.
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