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Background

January-March 2018 — Local
authorities in England accepted
13,330 new households as statutory
homeless.

4,751 people sleeping rough during
autumn 2017 street count vs. 1,768
during autumn 2010.

Total number of households in
temporary accommodation (TA) at
beginning of 2018 = 79,880.
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Role of Temporary Accommodation

TA has two main functions:

(1) to provide immediate relief for households, whilst
councils investigate whether they are legally homeless;

(2) to accommodate households until such a time that
suitable settled accommodation becomes available.




TA in Birmingham

* Birmingham has the highest
rate of priority need
homelessness in England —
more than three times the

national average.

 Rate of households in TA in
Birmingham is 4.72 per 1000
households.
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TA In Birmingham

Total number of households accepted as Priority Need
Homeless. 2010/11 - 2017/18, Birmingham
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Aim

The aim of this study was to examine and assess the household-
level characteristics, housing factors, and neighbourhood
deprivation factors that are independently associated with length
of stay (LOS) in TA for homeless households within the
Birmingham City Council caseload.




Methods
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* Cross-sectional study

* Routinely-collected data
from Birmingham City

Council. 2,300 households
living in TA.

 Data linkage exercise with
Index of Multiple
Deprivation (IMD).

* Zero-truncated negative
binomial regression model.
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Methods

Study Population - homeless households living in any form of TA under the
remit of BCC. A household was defined as one or more adults aged 18 years or
over living, with or without children, in one property.

Inclusion criteria - All households within the primary dataset were eligible for
inclusion within the study.

Exclusion criteria — None
Primary Outcome - LOS in TA, measured in days.

Secondary outcome - LOS in a B&B longer than six weeks, measured as a binary
outcome.




Results

2,271 households 11V1Ilg in TA. Length of time in temporary accommodation
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Age range of main applicant 18-90 years.
Median age — 36 years old.

Majority of applicants were ‘Female lone
parents’ — 42.4% (n=963).

Ethnic minority households — 73.7% (n=1,664).

S

55% (n=1249) of households were placed in the
most deprived 10% of all LSOAs nationally
(IMD deClle O].’le). Length of Time

Average LOS in TA - 161 days (IQR 42-377
days).

No. of households in temporary accommodation
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Results

Amongst the most interesting findings from the inferential
statistical analysis were the associated between LOS and;

(1) Ethnicity — Pakistani vs. White British [Incident Rate Ratio (IRR) 1.17 (95%
CI 1.02-1.35; p=0.025]

(2) Deprivation — with the exception of IMD decile three, all increases in IMD
decile (i.e. reduction in deprivation levels) were associated with a reduction
in LOS in TA, when compared with TA placements in IMD decile one (i.e.
most deprived 10%of all LSOAs nationally) (p<0.05)

(3) Number of children — Every one extra child within a household was
associated with a 4% in LOS in TA [IRR 1.04 (1.01-1.07); p=0.017]




Results — Subgroup Analysis

389 families with children living in B&B accommodation.

47.3% (n=184) families had been in B&B accommodation for over 6 weeks.

The odds of being in B&B for longer than six weeks were 4.29 times greater for
households from Black African ethnic backgrounds, compared with those from White
British ethnic backgrounds (OR 4.29, 95%Cl1 1.83-10.04; p=0.001) .

With the exception of IMD deciles three and four, being placed in B&Bs within
increasingly less deprived areas was associated with a reduction in odds for a LOS

longer than six weeks, when compared with placements in IMD decile one (i.e. most
deprived 10% of LSOAs nationally) (P<0.05).




Discussion & Recommendations

Three key findings:

Association between
ethnicity and LOS in TA;

Association between
deprivation and LOS;

What does “temporary’
accommodation really
mean?

Recommendations:

No households living in TA should be placed there for
longer than necessary, and LAs should consider time-
limiting the use of TA.

LAs, central government, the housing sector, third
sector organisations, and academia should be tasked
with both establishing a realistic, practical and humane
definition of TA and target for LOS, and workable
systems for delivering compliance.

Further research is needed which specifically explores
the causes and trends in homelessness amongst ethnic
minority groups, in order to ensure that the needs of
these communities are met.




Thank you for listening.
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