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Executive Summary

Polling conducted on behalf of Homelessness Australia reveals heightened awareness of
homelessness among people experiencing financial stress, exposing a new fault line at the
coming federal election. Among respondents who reported financial stress, 60% noticed an
Increase in homelessness in their area. Even among the broader population, 40% noticed an
Increase in homelessness in their own communities in the past yeatr.

This heightened awareness is buttressing latent support for greater government action. Large
majorities support increasing investment in services for women and children fleeing domestic
violence (89%), for homeless children and young people who are unable to safely return to
their family (88%), for people sleeping rough to escape homelessness and stay housed (80%)
and for people at risk of losing their home to help them avoid eviction (73%). All of these
policies enjoy broad bipartisan support.

Voters also overwhelmingly support the development of a national housing and homelessness
plan to deliver an end to the housing crisis (72%) and most agreed that homelessness will
never be eliminated without more social housing (74%). There was not a single major social,
economic or political group where a majority did not agree with these statements.




Perception of Homelessness
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electorates reported that homelessness has increased in

their local community in the past 12 months. In contrast, only
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Support for Government Action

The widespread perception of increasing homelessness is driving
strong support for government action. Voters in the surveyed

electorates overwhelmingly support policies aimed at addressing the Would you support or oppose increasing investment in
housing crisis and providing solutions to homelessness. the following?

B Strongly support ll Support ll Neither support nor oppose ll Oppose Wl Strongly oppose I Not sure
Investment in Services: Large majorities support increasing

iInvestment in services for:

Net support
o Women and children fleeing domestic violence (89%)

Services for homeless children and young people, who are unable to safely return to

o Homeless children and young people (88%) their family, to help rebuild their lives
o People sleeping rough (80%) - o = -
o People at risk of losing their home (73%)
Services for women and children fleeing domestic violence so they don't end up
All of these proposals have majority support among all social, homeless
economic and political groups. Even the proposal with the lowest
. . . . 54 35 8 87
level of support of the four — services for people at risk of losing their
home to help them avoid eviction — there was broad bipartisan . .
support Services for people sleeping rough to escape homelessness and stay housed
30 50 15 77

Services for people at risk of losing their home to help them avoid eviction

25 48 19 8 69




Support for Government Action
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Support or opposition for: Developing a National
Housing and Homelessness Plan to deliver an end to
the housing crisis

Net
support

All voters = 67

Labor- 4

« National Housing and Homelessness Plan: 72% of Coalition - >
] . Greens - 82

voters support the development of a national housing and Ehermpibssrlarhdarass 73

homelessness plan to address the housing crisis.

Would you support or oppose the
60 following: Developing a National Housing
and Homelessness Plan to deliver an end

Inner/ middle suburban -

Outer suburban - 68 to the housirlwg crisis.
Regional - 67 gg;ggr{ SRRREE
Neither support nor oppose
BN Oppose
Bl Strongly oppose
3 Not sure
Owned outright - 62
Owned with a mortgage = 62
Renting and other - 77
A great deal of stress - 42 12 f55)
Some stress = 20 49 20 5 63
Not much stress - 17 54 19 4 67
No stress at all - 25 47 16 8 62
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Support for Government Action

Social Housing Support: The vast majority agree that
social housing is critical. 74% agree that homelessness
cannot be eliminated without more social housing.

Do you agree or disagree with the
following statements?

B Strongly agree ll Agree Ml Disagree Wl Strongly disagree Not sure

Net
agree
Social housing is crucial to a fair housing system that works for all Australians
23 56 9 67
We need more social housing in Australia
25 62

Without more social housing we will never eliminate homelessness

25 49 13 58




Detailed Findings: Investment in Services

e There is overwhelming tripartisan support for increased investment in services for various
vulnerable groups:
o 89% support for women and children fleeing domestic violence (88% Labor, 85%
Coalition, 96% Greens)
o 88% for homeless children and young people 88% Labor, 87% Coalition, 92% Greens)
o 80% for people sleeping rough (78% Labor, 77% Coalition, 90% Greens)
o 73% for people at risk of losing their homes (78% Labor, 68% Coalition, 86% Greens)




Detailed Findings: Investment in Services

Services for women and children fleeing domestic violence so they don’t end up

e Support for increased investment for women and children homeless
fleeing domestic violence
o 88% support among voters aged 18-34 Support for increasing investment in services for
women and children fleeing domestic violence so
o 88% support among voters aged 35-49 they don't end up homeless
o 88% support among voters aged 50-64 l;Nfl x
o 94% support among voters aged 65 and older
All voters - 87
e Support for increased investment for women and children - _
fleeing domestic violence Labor - 61 7 IEE]
. . Coalition = 47 :y 89
o 89% support among voters with household income of i o > P
$3,000 or more per week Other parties and candidates - 82
o 90% support among voters with household income of Locz i el s b
$2,000 to $2,999 per week Inner/ middle suburban - 49 EEEE 53 o oiovine b S eorviea
’ ’ . . Outer suburban - B0  HARe v wetien and pidnen e
o 90% support among voters with a household income of Regional = 92 romdless = .
Strongly support
$1’000 to $1’999 per Week Hol ynersi -ge?ﬁwzrrtsupportnor oppose
- - ppose
o 91% support among voters with a household income of less Owned outright - 87 Strongly oppose
Owned with a mortgage - 88
than $1,000 per week Renting and other - 90
A great deal of stress - 88
Some stress = 52 38 - 89
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Detailed Findings: Investment in Services

Support for increasing investment in services for homeless
children and young people

o 86% support among voters aged 18-34

o 85% support among voters aged 35-49

o 88% support among voters aged 50-64

o 92% support among voters aged 65 and older

Support for increasing investment in services for homeless
children and young people
o 92% support among voters with a household income of $3,000
or more per week
o 89% support among voters with a household income of $2,000
to $2,999 per week
o 88% support among voters with a household income of $1,000
to $1,999 per week
o 87% support among voters with a household income of less
than $1,000 per week
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Services for homeless children and young people, who are unable to safely return
to their family, to help rebuild their lives

Support for increasing investment in services for
homeless children and young people, who are unable
to safely return to their family, to help rebuild

their lives
Net
SllppOlT
All voters = 87
Labor- 51 38 M 87
Coalition = 34 53 9 85
Greens - 63 27 N 89
Other parties and candidates = 50 37 9 NS

To help deal with homelessness, would
you support or oppose the Federal
Government increasing its investment

Inner/ middle suburban = 84 in the following kinds of services?
Services for homeless children and young
Outer suburban - 87 people, who are unable to safely return
Regional = 86 to their family, to help rebuild their

lives

Strongly support

Support

Neither support nor oppose
Oppose

Owned outright = 86 Strongly oppose
Owned with a mortgage = 85 Not sure
Renting and other = 88
A great deal of stress - 33 6 9
Some stress - 41 46 11 86
Not much stress - 86

No stress at all - 43 44 9 84



Detailed Findings: Investment in Services

e Support for services for people sleeping rough and to
escape homelessness and stay housed
o 83% support among voters aged 18-34
o 77% support among voters aged 35-49
o 78% support among voters aged 50-64
o 82% support among voters aged 65 and older

e Support for services for people sleeping rough and to
escape homelessness and stay housed

o 78% support among voters with a household income of
$3,000 or more per week

o 79% support among voters with a household income of
$2,000 to $2,999 per week

o 82% support among voters with a household income of
$1,000 to $1,999 per week

o 89% support among voters with a household income of less

than $1,000 per week
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Support for increasing investment in services for
people sleeping rough to escape homelessness and
stay housed

Net
support
All voters = 30 50 15 77
Labor- 51 12 83
Coalition = 55 19 73
Greens - 40 91

Other parties and candidates - 47 13 3 75

Inner/ middle suburban - 75
Outer suburban - 77
Regional = 81

Owned outright - 75

Owned with a mortgage = 77
Renting and other- 85

A great deal of stress - 39 ) 86
Some stress = 27 54 15 79

Not much stress - 23 54 18 75

No stress at all = 27 47 18 4 67

Services for people sleeping rough to escape homelessness and stay housed

To help deal with homelessness, would
you support or oppose the Federal
Government increasing its investment
in the following kinds of services?
Services for people sleeping rough to
escape homelessness and stay housed
Strongly support
Support
B Neither support nor oppose
B Oppose
Bl Strongly cppose

Not sure




Conclusion

The survey data paints a clear picture of voter concern regarding
homelessness in their communities. A significant portion of voters believes
that homelessness is increasing, and this belief is fueling strong support for
government intervention.

Voters are highly supportive of increasing investment in homelessness
services, and creating more social and affordable housing.

The findings of this survey suggest that homelessness and housing are

critical issues that will likely influence voter behavior in the upcoming federal
election, with voters revealing they are more likely to support parties with
concrete plans to tackle these challenges.
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