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Executive Summary

South Cambridgeshire CRDP is performing very well. It has the lowest rate of cparel,000
populationcompared toits most similar goup of local authorities and other districtsn
Cambridgeshire The level of crime idow in South Cambridgeshirand therefore the
recommendedpriorities have been set in accordance with this.

Priorities and key findings

(The initial recommendation no 1 to reduce crimes against busiesses is replaced asew

priority No 1.1 by the Partnership.)

1. Reducing crimes against businesses

1 A quarter of all crimes had a business as a victim, a similar proportion &st year.

1 Commercial business accounted for the largest proportion of business victims (16%). Agricultural
businesses accounted for 4%.

1 The most common crime type that businesses were a victim of was the theft and handling stolen goods.
1 In 2012, 14% of repeat victims in South Cambridgeshire were a business.
1.1 Helping to keep peoplesafe in their homes (including tackling burglary & rogue trading)
This priority includes:
1 Running focused joint agency initiatives and operations to address erging themes.

1 Ensuring agencies share appropriate data and information to identify vulnerable
people and communities.

1 Promoting key messages through social media, publications and neighbourhood
panels.

9 Taking appropriate enforcement action

2. Supporting vitims particularly. repeat victimsand victims of violence
Repeat victims
1 8% of all victims were a repeatictim; this is in line with the County figure.

1 The ward of Waterbeach recorded the highest raté repeat victimisationper 1,000
population in2012.

1 45% of repeat victimsn South Cambridgeshiravere males.
I The most at risk age group of becoming a repeat victim were those aged 18 to 24.

Victims of domestic abuse

30




12/1/2013

1 1in 10 repeat victims were a repeat victim of domestic violence

I There has been anncrease in reporting of domestic violence. South Cambridgeshire
still has the lowest rateof domestic violenceper 1,000 population in
Cambridgeshire.

1 Due to the widening of the definition thgartnership will needto do further work to
continue to seean increase in reporting levels.

Victims of rogie trading

9 The severity of roge trading varies by case and there is @ery largerangein
monetary values involved

9 The most vulnerable are the elderly;0% of cases had a vulnerable or elderly victim.
Vicims of violence (including sexual offences)

1 Assaultdata shows that 33% ofvictims ofassault, who present themselves at
Addenbrookes, live within South Cambridgeshire.

1 Althoughat least 20% ofassaults may of taken place in Cambridge City.
1 Almost 8 out10 victims were males.

1 Sexual offenceshave shown a large percent increase, although the volume of crime
is still very low.

1 Nationallypart of the increase if thought to bedue tothewi der &6 Yew Tr ee
rather than reporting of historic cases, it appears this maybe the caseSouth
Cambridgeshireas 64% of sexual offences were reported within 6 months of them
occurring Thisincreaseallowsthe partnership toengage and support the victim.

3. Preventing ad tackling anti-social behaviourand supporting@ ogether for familie$

9 The partnership should ontinue to shape and support new growth and communities
in order to minimise antisocial behaviour(ASB)in new developments.

1 No change has been recorded inglice recorded ASB, whilst nationally there has
been a 9% decrease.

1 Whilst the volume of police recorded ASB has increased in some&ghbourhoods
such as Histon andMelbourn, other areas such as Sawston have seendecrease

1 The ward of Papworth and Elswth recorded the highest rate of ASB.

1 74 families in South Cambridgeshire are currently or hadceivedsupport from the
Together for familiesd scheme.

1 15 families have alreadysuccessfullyreduced their crime, education and out of work
needs.

1 Together for families is explained on page 17
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1 Thepartnership should ontinue to refer families to Together for families and support
those who are perpetrators of antsocial behaviour, as well as supporting victims of
ASB

4. Continuedsupport and appropriateresourcesto the Integrated Offender managemat
scheme inCambridgeshire

1 Although there are very few offenders in South Cambridgeshire who are on the IOM
scheme, itds a successful way to reduce

1 80% of offenders were male.
I The nost at risk age group for offending in males are those aged 15 to 19, for

femalesi ttlibse aged 20 to 24, this is important when considering preventative
work.
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Introduction

The purpose of this strategic assessment is to provide the South Cambridgesli@rene and
Disorder Reduction Partnership (CDRP) with an understanding of the crime,-aatiial
behaviour and substance misuse issues affecting the district. This will enable the partnership
to take action that is driven by clear evidence.

Background

The strategic assessment is produced annually, and forms part of the business planning
process for the South Cambridgeshire Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnership (CDRP). A
variety of data sources were used in both the scanning and analysis stages (foulalist

please see appendix A). The approach used for the strategic assessment follows the SARA
model. After scanning was carried out a meeting was held with key officers in the district and
all the areas of concern were agreed for further analysis

Structure of the document

In order to provide a holistic representation of problems across the district, the strategic
assessment draws on a wide range of data that is shared across the partnership. The
document is set out in four main chapters:

1 Key finding and recommendations

1 Overview of crime and disorder in South Cambridgeshire

1 Performance and partnership activity during the last 12 months
1 Analysis of key issues

The strategic assessment is the starting point of the wider partnership business planning
process, which helps to inform the local action plans. To aid this process the analysis of key
findings are organised according to the current partnership priorities. The action plan is
reviewed and updated on a monthly basis by the Tasking and-@dination Group.

Additional data
The Research and Performance team has created an interactive community safety atlas that
can be accessed herénttp://www.cambridgeshireinsight.orguk/interactive-maps/crime

This provides data for some of the main crime and disorder issues in the district at ward
level. It is publicly available and shows 5 year trends and comparator data (where available).
The atlas allows the user to review theend data directly on the map or in a chart.

The Research and Performance team have also created the interactive Victim and Offender
Pyramid for 2012 which can be accessed here
http://www.cambridgeshireinsight.org.uk/interactivemaps/crime

This features the breakdown of victim and offenders for each district, by age group and
gender in Cambridgeshire.

2 Scan, analyse, respond and asse(SARA)

60O
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Overview ofcommunity safety
This section provides an overview of crime trends the district and highlights any emerging
issues.

South Cambridgeshire has a population afpproximately149,300, which is 24%o0f the
County total. Since the 2011 Census, t population has increasd by0.3%. The district is
predicted to growa further 27% in the next 20 years, with several negettlements planned.

South Cambridgeshire is a rural districhased on the 2011 Census, where 77%of the

di strictods c eweraickhssadad ryralTheredasrne reead to have a separate
priority for rual crime, as the crime occurs in rural and urban locations and therefore is
already considered when looking at the priorities.

In the long term crime is showing a decrease in South Cambridgeshire. When comparing the
volume of crime in 2013 to 2012 therehas been a slight reduction of 2.5% (116 less
offences). This isa lowerreduction then the Constabulary who in the same time period saw a
reduction of 10%. Nationally the Police recorded a 3% decrease year ending September
2013.

South Cambridgeshire has lower rate of crime than the Constabulary, other districts in
Cambridgeshire and the most similar group average. South Cambridgeshire CDRP has moved
to position 1(last year it was in position 3) in its most similar group for total crime, where 1 is
the best performance with the lowest rate of crime as shown in the graph below.

Figurel Rate of crime per 1000 residents in South Cambridgeshire, compared to the most similar groép
iQuanta (December 2012 to November 2013)
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South Cambridgeshire currently has a rate of 30 crimes perd00 population, compared to
the most similar group average of 39 crimes per 1000 population. Nationally the rate of
police recorded crime is 66 per 00 population.s

Long term trends

In the last fiveyears South Cambridgeshire has seen a long term reduction in all crime.
However when looking at théast two years, the trend seems to be very flat. There have been
reductionsin terms of volume compared to 2012n some crime types, for instance

shoplifting, theft from person and criminal damage and some increase for instance dwelling
burglary, nondwelling burglary, sexual offences domestic abuse

Figure2 Long term volume of all crime April 2008 to December 20138Cadet

700

600 -

500 -

400 -

300 -

200 -

100 +

0 1 T T 1 T T 1 T T 1 T T T T T T 1 T T 1 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
Q“’Q“'e‘b q’@'@@' @ﬁ’@ \‘5"@ NS S RN NANEINININE S LSS
?.Q 5\)0 \}% Q QQJ ?’.Q 3\)0 \}% Q° QQ‘JO?'.Q 5 o &Q ) é 3 \}% 00«@ ?.Q 3\)0 0‘%"’ é’q@ ?.Q 5\) 0%6' @

‘ —— Crimes Trend ‘

Victimisation and offending
This section will focus on victims and offenders in Sou@ambridgeshire

Victim age and gender profile

Latest figures from the Crime Survey of England & Wales (CSEW) indicate a 10% decrease in
crime rates as compared to the previousaars. This is lowest since the survey began in

1981. Nationally vctim based crime accounted for 84% of all police recorded crime and fell

by 4% compared to previous year but theft from the person, shoplifting and sexual offences
all saw an increase. Forttose who becane a victim the experiace can be traumatic and for
those few who becane a victim more than once, the impact can be devastating.

Data from2012/13 CSEW indicated that 5 out of every 100 adults aged 16 and over
experienced a crime against the person in the previous 12 months. These prevalence rates
were substantially lower than those measured by the CSEW in the 1h890s. Prevalence
rates valy by crime type. Nationally the likelihood of being a victim of crime decreases with

s Crime Survey England and Wales i released 23" January 2013
® http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/crime-stats/crime-statistics/period-ending-september-2013/index. html
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age, with a much higher proportion of adults aged 184 reporting they had been a victim of
personal crime than other age groups, particularly those aged 75 and over. Otkey
findings are that every 3 in 100 adults had become a victim of some form of violent crirhe.

The histogram below(Figure 1) shows the rate of victimisation per 1,000 people in South
Cambridgeshire. The age group most at risk are females aged 20 to 2th a rate of 52.7
people in a 1,000. The Cambridgeshire rate is shown with the black outline, and the age
group most at risk is also those aged 20 to 24, with a rate of 54.9 per 1,000 people. The age
band most at risk for males is also those within th20 to 24 age band, with a rate of 37.9
people in a 1,000.This is important when considering the vulnerability of people and the
support services they might require.

Figurel Histogramof rate of victimisationper 1,000 population by age and gendein 2012

Victims 2012 rate for South Cambridgeshire District

B Males

70 years and over

B remales

65 to 69 years

60 to 64 years

55 to 59 years

50 to 54 years

45 to 49 years

40 to 44 years

35 to 39 years

30 to 34 years

25 to 29 years

20 to 24 years

15to 19 years

10 to 14 years

5 to 9 years

Under 5 years

86.3 43.2 0.0 43.2 86.3
Rate per 1,000 people

" http://Aww.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/crime-stats/crime-statistics/period-ending-march-2013/sty-a-victim-of-crime.html
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Repeat victimisation

Repeat victimisation is when the same person or location suffers more than one crime within
a specified period of time; in this case it was the last twelve months. The data from Police
recorded crime in2012, showed that of all unigie victims in SouthCambridgeshire7.4%

(298) were a repeat victim.

Out of these 45% of the victims were male, 41% female and 14%were assumed to be
businesse$. More detail on businessess in the preventing and reducing crimes against
businessessection.

Tablel below shows how many times a repeat victim was victimised, as you can see the
most common level of victimisation is twice (78% of victims). The range of repeats went from
2 to 22 times in 12 months, although this does include businesses. The repeatme could

be the same or different type of crime.

Tablel Level of repeatvictimisation for 2012

Number of times victimised in last 12 months Count of victims Percentage of all victims
2 233 78.2%

3 39 13.1%

4 14 4.7%

5 4 1.3%

6 to 22 8 2.7%

Total 298

The most common age forepeat victims regardless of gender was those aged 18 to 24
(18% of all victims). The ' most common age for females was those aged 40 to 44 (13% of
all female victims). Howevefor males it was those aged 389 (13% of all male victims).
There were more female repeat victims who were aged over 80 thamtl were males aged
80 and over, as shown in figure 3 below.

Figure3 Proportion of repeat victims bynain age group

80 plus
70to 79
65 to 69
60 to 64
55to 59
50 to 54
45 to 49
40 to 44
35to 39
30to 34
25to 29
18 to 24
10 to 17

Age group

0 5 10 15 20
M % of all repeat victims

8 . . .
Assumed that the victim was a business as gender was recorded
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When looking at repeat victims who were not businesses, the highesunts were inthe
ward ofHiston and Impngton. Although when looking at rate per 1,000 populatiofseen in
table 2) the ward of Waterbeach has the highest rate of repeat victims, with almost 4 in a
1,000 population, followed by the ward of Willingham and Over with a rate of 3 in a 1,000.

Table2 Rate of repeat victimisation by ward per 1,000 pagation

Total of repeat victims
Ward (excluding businesses) Rate per 1,000 population
Waterbeach 20 3.65
Willingham and Over 23 3.33
Caldecote <10 2.79
The Wilbrahams <10 2.55
Teversham <10 242
Histon and Impington 26 2.38
Fulbourn 11 2.29
Milton 10 2.15
Bassingbourn 10 2.06
Barton <10 1.99

The ethnicity of the repeat victims was looked at and a large majority of victims were of White
British origin (93%) which is similar to the demographics of the district.

The 298 unique victims were victims$o 736 crimes in total. When looking at the markers
associated with all the crimes which involved a repeat victim, 14 %1 crimes) were found

to involve domestic violence. Out of these 101 crimes there were 2&peat victims(10% of

all repeat victims)who had a domestic violence marker against 2 or more crimes they were a
victim of. 81% of these victims were female.

When looking at the crime type for all victims (excluding businesses) the most common crime
type for one of the crimes involving a femaleag common assault (15%), for males it was
other theft (15%). For business the most common crime type was other frauds (18%).

Offender age and gender profile

Data from police recorded offenders in 2012 waanalysed by age and gendefFigure4
below shows he rate of offending per 1,000 population per age grougnd gender As
indicated in the histogam belowmaost of the offenders were male (80%) he mostat risk
age group for males to offend is those aget to 19 years dd (42 per 1,000 population).
For female offendersthe mostat risk age group of offending is those aged 20 to 2gears ot
(7.8 per 1,000 population).
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Figure4 Histogramof rate of offendingper 1,000 population by age and gendein 2012

Offenders 2012 rate for South Cambridgeshire District

B Males
70 yvears and over

B Females
&5 to &5 years
&0 to &4 years
55 to 55 years
50 to 54 years
45 to 45 years
40 to 44 years
3% to 35 years
30 to 34 years

25 to 25 years

20 to 24 years

15 to 159 years

10 to 14 years

5 10 D years

Under § years

8.3 43.2 0.0 43.2 5.3
Rate per 1,000 people

When looking at therate of offenders compared to Cambridgeshire (the black lirma the
histogram) it is clear that the rates are significantly lower in South Cambridgeshire. The rates
are nearly half for both male and female offenders.

This is important when considering worto prevent offending, as work should be aimed at
preventing those at risk, therefore early intervention with those who are 10 to 14 years old
should help reduceoffending occurringat later stages of their life.

Emerging issues
These topics were analyseds they were felt to be a concern to the partnership, or were
showing an increase in the last year.
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Rogue traders

During the scanning processhe partnershp identified a concern with rgue traders in South
Cambridgeshire, particularly around the severity of cases that Trading Standards at
Cambridgeshire County Council were been made aware of.

According to recent data, provided by Trading Standards, rogue traders are estimated to
have costhouseholds in South Cambridgeshire at least £132,000 At least 70% of the
victims were elderly or vulnerable people. The highest percentage of cagb4%)was seen
in January potentially highlighting that this is a more vulnerabléme of year for vicims of
rogue traders. 63% of cases occurred between January to June.

The severity of cases is very variab#es can be seen in the table belowin 38% of the cases
the amount taken was above £1000.Some cases had no details about the level of money
involved. At least 11% of all cases involved a repeat victim.

Table3 Rogue trading victims 202-2013 by severity in South Cambridgeshire

Amount Involved | Less than Less than | £1,000 to less than | More than £10,000
£500 £1,000 £10,000
Number ofcases | 20 7 22 <5

Rogue trading, is spread out across the district, although the wasdhat recorded the highest
level of reported rogie trading were Girton (10%) followed by Harston and Hauxton (10%).

Sexual offences

The volume of sexuabffences recorded by the plice has shown an increase from 58 cases
in 2012 to 83 cases in 2013 which is a 43% increaseThis section will put that increase into
context.

National trend

The latest police recorded crime figures showed an increaseldf% inall sexual offences for
the year endingSeptember2013 compared with the previous year (up from®&807 to
59,466)0, Sexual offences includes rape and other sexual offences, both of which also
increased byl79%6.

The ONS say there is evidence to suggest that these increases are partly a result of the
OperationYewree investigation, initiated in October 2012 and connected to the Jimmy
Savile inquiry. This has become k noincneasads
willingness of the victims to come forward and report historical sexual offences that are not
directly connected to Yewtre®. Further research suggests that the increase was driven by a
rise in historic cases, but that this was not the only dev for the overall increaseThere was

9 Based on the value of the rogue trade when reported to Trading Standards

10 hitp:/Avww.ons.gov. uk/ons/rel/crime-stats/crime-statistics/period-ending-september-2013/stb-crime-in-england-and-
wales--year-ending-sept-2013.html#tab-Sexual-offences

" http://mww.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/crime-stats/crime-statistics/period-ending-june-2013/info-sexual-offenses.html
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an increase of11% in the number of sexual offences recorded by the police that had
occurred with the same 12 month#.

Underreporting in sexual offences is still considered to be significant. The national survey
found that only 13% of women that had been victims of the most serious sexual offences in
the last year stated they had reported it to the policer&quently cited reasons for not

reporting the crime were that it was Oembarras

much to hel po, that the incident was O06too
6private/ fami loyl incaet tBeurs ianreds snbot p

Local trend

Therehas been a percentage increase 3% (208 offences)in the force area (Cambridgeshire
& Peterborough) in sexual offencefom January to December 2013 compared to the
previous year this is a slightly larger increase tha nationaly. The recorded numbers are
small and therefore any increasevill show a high percentage changén South
Cambridgeshire there was an increase of 22 offences. In 2012 there were 58 offences and
in 2013 there were 83 offences, an increase of 43%Sexual offences form a group of
offences that are substantially undereported; therefore typically increases in reporting of
these crimesare seen as positive.

The chart below demonstrates how variable recording of sexual offences is over time. The
three year trend shows a small increase in th@onthly volume of offences

Figure5 Police recordedsexual offencesApril 2008 to December 2013
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The constabulary indicates that local figures show peaks in reporting associated with key
media coverage. Although this trend is not as apparent in tis®uth Cambridgeshiralata, it
is possible that the 06Yewtr eefor¢htihceeasedd may
reporting as trends in recorded crime statistics can be influenced by whether victims feel
able to and decide to report such offences to the police, and by changes in police recording
practices.

12 Sexual Offences in England and Wales year ending June 2013, Office for National Statistics
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Data from police recorded sexual offencefor 2013 found that 64% of sexual offences were
reported within 6 months of them occurringThis is in line with other districts across
Cambridgeshire.20% of offences occurred more than 5 years before they were reported to
Cambridgeshire Constabulary.

Senices delivered within the Cambridgeshire Constabulary Force ateasupport victims
include;

1 The Sexual Assault Referral Centre (SARC) services including Independent Sexual
Violence Advocacy Service (ISVAS)

1 Independent Domestic Violence Advocacy ServidBYAS) provision for partner/ex
partner cases of abuse

1 Use of Domestic Abuse, Stalking and Honour based Violence (DASH) risk assessment
as a tool (Question 19 highlighting sexual violence)

A d d e n b r axadent ahdemergency (A&E) assaults

Assaultdatafo m A d d e n bacident krelérergemcy is collected when the patient
presents themselves attddenbrookes. Information is gathered about where the assault
occurred, how old the patient is, gender and what weapon was used. Although Addenbrokes
is based in @mbridge City, victims of assault who live outside of this area will attehdre.

The postcode or postcode sectoofthev i ¢t i md s hwammapmed ahdinforgnation
was extracted for victims who lived iSouth Cambridgeshire83% of all assaults victins lived

in South Cambridgeshire.

Figure6 belowshows the monthly assault data from Addenbrookes hospital where the
assault occurred in South Cambridgeshire. The graph shows a downward trenthalast
three years. Although the number of assaults appears have increased in October and
December, there is still a downward trendhere appears to be peaks around the festive
period (November to Decembergach year.
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Figure6 Attendances at Addenbrookes A&E wheréctim lived in South Cambridgeshire
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Out of all the victims in South Cambridgeshire, 78% were maléde age group most at risk is
between 16 to 29 years of age with a rate of 28.6 per,@00 people. At least 20% ofall
assaultvictims were assaulted in Cambridge Citg7% (232) victims were assaulted in either
a bar, pub or cluh 15% of victims were assaulted at their home or someo@ehouse

Burglary

There has been a recent increase in burglary and nawelling burglary in South
Cambridgeshire The graphbelow showsthe rate per 1,000 populationof dwelling and non
dwelling burglary.

Figure7 Rate of nondwelling and dwelling burglary 2010 to 2013
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It appears that the rate of nordwelling burglary has increased in the last year from 3.3 to
3.6 per 1,000 population. There appears to always be a peak in nadwelling burglaries in
January In the last two years the months odune, July and Augustormally have alower level
of offences in May, however in 2013 the opposite happened and the volumeadfences
increased for thesemonth.

The rate of dwelling burglaries is relatively flat, this is in line with findings from the Crime
survey of England and Wak. Although nationally police recorded dwelling burglaries have
shown a 5% decrease in the last ye&rand the rate is 8 per 1,000 population. Therefore
although Suth Cambridgeshire is showing no change in ratejststill below the national
rate. Dwellng burglary shows a clear monthly trend, as shown in figuBdelow. There is a
peak each May and November.

Figure8 Trend ofthe monthlynumber of dwelling burglaries 20162013
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Tackling antisocial behaviour and supportingroubled families

There is an increasing appetite both locally and nationally to ensure that public services are
working together as effectively as possible to achieve sustained change for familigso

make the greatest demand on services.

In December 2011 the government announced a new initiative to positively transform the
lives of families who are considered as being the most in heed of support. Nationally this is
known as Troubled families. At a County level this has been adopted as Together for
Families. These families are typically charactesed bythere being & least oneadult in the

13 Crime in England and Wales, Year ending September 2013, ONS
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family who is not inwork, children notregularlyin school, and/ora member ofthe family
being involved in crime or antsocial behaviour. For those families who nedt the main aim
is to workin a multiragency approach to provida whole family intervention withintensive
support coupled with appropriate challenge.

The approach is already provingroductive, engaging with over 40Gamilies at a County

level. The muii-agency approach involves several organisations working together in the most
effective way to ensure the family get the appropriate help. Toeeare variousorganisations

that form the partnership for Together foFamilies.

For South Cambridgeshire, asfdhe 16t December 2013, 74 families had been identified.
The wards with the highest number of families are Bourn (8), Sawst®8), Histon and
Impington (7).0Out of the 74 families the Together foFamilies team is currently working with
37 of the families. 15 families have already had work completed and 20 other families are
awaiting allocation of a lead professional.

The families are allocated a leaghrofessionalbased upon their needs. In South
Cambridgeshire this includes

9 Locality teams (44%)
1 Social cae (35%)
1 Family intervention programme (8%)

Youth offending service are also lead professionals and work with a small number of
families.

Different partners of the CDRP areraactive member of the partnership and support referrals
into the programme. By ding this they are helping to make sure families who are associated
with high volume of ASB incidents get the help they require.

Police recordedanti-social behaviour

Nationally there has been a 9% decrease in police recorded asicial behaviour, in Soth
Cambridgeshire there haveenno change seen. Compared to last year there has been one
less incident of antisocial behaviour.

55% of all police recorded ASB was classed as nuisance, 35% was classed as personal and
10% as environmental for police reaaled incidents of ASB in 2013 data. Out of the personal
ASB it was found that 5% of incidents were classed as personal ASB with medium or high
risk.
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Figure9 Long term police recorded ASB by neighbourhood
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When looking at geograhic location of ASB all neighbourhoods within the district have seen
a vast reduction in volume of incidents when lookingack to 2008.Howeverin the last year
there appears to be an increase in volume of incidents in some neighbourhoods, particularly
in Melbourne and Histon.

Over 10% of thisy e ainciilents were recorded in July, this peak is expected due to the
season Perceptions of ASB still remain very low, less than half a percent (2 out of 683)
people surveyed felt that ASB was a problem locally. The ward of Papworth and Elsworth
recorded the highest rate of ASB in the district, a rate of 34 per 1,000 population, compared
to the district rate of 19 per 1,000 population.

In the last 6 months 0f2013, South Cambridgeshire District Council dealt with 642 calls for
service relatingto ASB.The table4 shows thebreakdowns of these calls by main
caterogies.57% were environmentauch as fly tipping and abandoned vehicles. 20% of calls
related to noise in households.

! Cambridgeshire Constabulary i PIC survey
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Table4 South Cambridgeshire calls for service relating to ASB (June to December 2013)

Category Total calls % of total
Abandoned vehicles 100 16
AntiSocial behaviour 28 4
Dogs 33 5
Enforcement 3 0
EnviroCrime 269 42
Fixed Penalty notices 0 0
Noise domestic 131 20
Street Cleaning 78 12

The calls for serviceelating to ASBat the district council vary compared to the police, which
showthe variationin ASB dealt by the different agencies.

Preventing and reducing crimes against businesses

A quarter of crime in the district (1,005 offences between January and November 2013) was
recorded as occurring at a O6businessd | ocation
recorded crimels The proportion remains irfline with last year. Commercial locations

accounted for 16% of the total, whilst agriculturaccounted for 4% (again similar

proportions to the previous year).

Just over half of offences at business locations were theft and handling offences, with nearly
20% as burglary. There was an average of 91 offences per month compared to 94 in the
previous year. Not a notable difference.

Table 5shows the wards with the lghest count out of crimes at business locationg he
largest volume was seen in Bar Hill with 112 crimes at a business locatiofhe wards of
Bourn and Milton both had 15%6 victims) of all repeat victims Wwo were assumed to be
businesses in 2012.

'% Using the following categories; commercial, agricultural, religious, public utilities.
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Table 5 : Top ten wards for crimes recorded at a business location

Business Percentage(%o)

Ward Name location Othere businesscrime Total

Bar Hill 112 102 52.3 214
Bourn 75 202 27.1 277
Fulbourn 75 112 40.1 187
Milton 72 151 32.3 223
Histon and Impington 55 314 14.9 369
Cottenham 54 168 24.3 222
Bassingbourn 50 126 28.4 176
Barton 37 51 42.0 88
Willingham and Over 36 160 18.4 196
The Abingtons 31 47 39.7 78

The table belowshows the type of business locations and the type of crime that they were a
victim of. 65% of all crimes against businesses occurred in commercial areas and the
majority (60%) of these crimes were theft and handling stolen goods.16% of crimes against
businesses occurred in agricultural areas and almost 40% of crimes were burglé@#% of
offences within the district had no location type recorded. On examination a further 142
offences were committed most likely against businesseAs in previous years the largest
proportion of these was norlwelling burglary (105 offences).

Table6 Crimes against businesses by locus type and crime type

ocuspe | To | murgiay | STl ThetE handing [Vl [ e
Agricultural 167 64 21 81 1 0
Commercial 654 122 49 393 38 52
Public utilities 164 6 29 73 45 11
Religious 20 2 4 11 2 1
Total 1005 194 103 558 86 64
Proportion 19% 10% 56% 9% 6%

Shaping and supporting new growth
(including taking account of its impact on existingcommunities)

Last yeards strategic assessment hi gluénceght ed
developments to mitigateanti-social behaviour in these areas. As South Cambridgeshire has
commi tted to but not started the devel opment
these measures remain a focus for the partnership.

'® This includes residential, other and unknown locations types
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The locations of the sites greater than a 100wlellings can be seen ifigure 10. South
Cambridgeshire has committed to 55% of t

Figure10: Map of new developments in Cambridgeshire

MAP 1 Cambridgeshire Housing Supply on Sites Greater than 100 Dwellings 31 MARCH 2013
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In the last year the partnership held avorkshopto integrate lessons learnt about policing,
anti-social behaviour and strengthening communitiesom previous new developments. This
was so these lessongan be applied right from thestart with new developmentsThe
workshop brought together 8uth Cambridgeshire District Council officers,members of the
Local Health Partnership, Ageing Well and CDRP Tasking and Coordination Groups who
identified the vital issues that need to be considered early on in the planning process.

Key issues identified from the workhop event in 2013 found thatit was important to have
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infrastructure and Inks to existing communities
funding for Community Development Workers

plans that were suitablefor all communities/age groups
sustainable finance models for community facilities
employment opportunities in early
accommodationthat is affordablefor low paid workers
parking availabilityon new developments

facilities and houses built up together

The points above are particulaylrelevant to the planning of new developments of social
housing.The rate of house building in the district has remained slow over the last 12 months
so the partnership has not had a full opportunity to implement this learning.

Howevercloser workinghas been facilitatedbetween partners and Council planning officers,
and a number of partners now regularly OHot
easy for them to have informal and formal discussions with planners on the strategic issues
affecting the District, as well as more routine planning applications.

Committing support to deliverthe Integrated OffenderManagement
scheme

Countywideperformance summary

In June 2013 the Research & Performance team conductedcomprehensiveperformance
reviewt? for the IOM scheme. The analysis examined the offending behaviour of a cohort of
offenders on the scheme that were living in the community on thetBeptember 2012. The
three measures examined revealed that for the cohort found that;

1. Twentyfour members(47%) did not reoffend during the six month sampling period
2. Thirtynine members (76%) demonstrated a reduction in their rate of offending
3. Fortyone members(80%) showed a reductionn their severity score

Overall the measures indicate a reduction in offending in the monitoring period for this
cohort of offenders. 73% reduced both the rate and severity of offending. 6% of offenders
reduced either their rate or their severity of offending but not both. A redtion in offending
for the entire cohort at the same point in time is unlikely, as with all schemes of this type.

The monitoring cohort was 51, mostly males with an average age of 30. Offenders have been
on the scheme for a variable length of time, but ¢haverage was 20 months.

The numbers of South Cambridgeshire offenders within the monitoring cohort were too low to
provide a breakdown of the performance measures just for South Cambridgeshire. Of the 51
offenders 5 were from South Cambridgeshire. Thes&enders had a higher proportion of
associated theft offences and a lower proportion of serious acquisitive crirttean other

districts. Given the type of offenders most commonly residing in South Cambridgeshire this is
not unexpected.

7 Cambridgeshire Integrated Offender Management Scheme, Performance Report: September 2012 cohort - June 2013
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South Cambridgeshirecohort

Feedback on the progress of the scheme revealed a need for closer matiency working

that has already been progressed. The use of the Impact Police Team further enhances the
work to reduce reoffending locally. The positive impact seen include;

1 Increased informationsharingaround drug taking and engagemenivhich creates a
more detailedpicture to be formed of possible criminal behaviour thereby allowing
better focus.

9 Aclear change in behavioufor those individuals adopted onto the scheme

Supporting work to reduce domestic abuse

The term 6domestic abused describes the contex
the official Home Office definition changed to include two major elements of concern, victims

aged 16-18 years of age and tle ability to record patterns of coercive controlling behaviour

that is often a large part of the abuse. This widening of the definitirshould have resulted

in a small increase in reporting.

In South Cambridgeshire the rate of police recorded domesticu® has risen from 7.74 in
2011 to 8.49 in 2013 per 1,000 population. In 2013 there were 1291 amount of domestic
abuse incidents, this is arincrease of 94 incidents, (8%) comparetb the previous year.

Figurell Long term trend & police recorded domestic abuse incidents by district

Trend in rate of police reported domestic abuse incidents:
2008-2013
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In the long term, South Cambridgeshire has the lowest rate of domestic abuse in the County
as shown in the graph above. Although the district has not always followed the trend of other
districts, particularly in 2010/11 it does appear to now be showing an increase.

'8 Home Office definition
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The map below shows the rate of domestic abuse cases per 1,000 people in each ward
across the district of South Cambridgeshire. The higheastte was 17.3 in Longstanton and
the lowestrate was 4.2 per 1,000 peoplein The Mordens

Further work is needed to if the Partnership is to continue to increase reportikegels of
domestic abuse.
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Figure12 Rate of police recorded domestic abuse incidents by ward per 1@@opulation

Police Recorded Rate of Domestic abuse 2013 by ward in South Cambridgeshire
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Young peopl e ofionmestipabuséd enc e s

Currently within Cambridgeshire there are limited data sources exploring the experience of

children and young people of domestic abuse either between parents or within their own

intimate relationships. Selfr e porting of childrends experience
associated behaviours is currently monitored through the Baldings survey.

The following findings were from the 2012 survey which received approximately 5,000
responses from Year 8 (1213 years of age) and Year 10 (145 years of age) pupils in
Cambridgeshire schools.

1 23% of South Cambridgeshire respondents said that they experienced shouting
between adults that frightened them at least once or twice a month (22%
Cambridgeshire)

1 5% ofSouth Cambridgeshireespondents said that they had experienced violence or
aggression at home at least once or twice a month (5% Cambridgeshire)

Children were also asked about thegxperiences.The responses for South Cambridgeshire
are in line with the Countf. The data indicates that;

1 2% of respondents in reported having been hit by a boyfriend or girlfriend.

T 7% responded that their boyfriend/girlfrien
sexual thingsé

1 13% of respondents reported that their boyfriend/girlfriend kept checking their
phone

19 cambridgeshire Domestic Abuse and Sexual Violence Partnership i Annual Report 2012/13
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Appendix A : Scanning

The strategic assessment process begins with a scanning phase, which highlights good
progress, poor performance and areas of concern/emerging issues. Areas of concern were
discussed by the Task & Gordination Group in Deember 2013 and the areas for further
analysis were agreed. The table below outlines the scanning elements.

Table7: Scanning table

Volume (Jan | Year on year Long term

S e Nov 13) change (JaANow0) | trend SRS
PositiveProgress
Total crime 4,145 Down 3.4% (148) | Down 34%
(2117)

Violence 564 Down +1.4% (8) Down 11%

against the (67)

person

Theft from the | 17 Down 43% (13) Down 34%

person

Dwelling 336 Down 8% (30) Down 12%

burglary

Metal theft 63 Down 17% (13) N/A Not on CADET in 2008

Criminal 515 Down 19% (121) Down (800)

damage

ASB incidents

Domestic 338 Up 20% (56) Increase usually

abuse crimes regarded as positive.
Change of definition in
April 13. Some concern
regarding prosecutions
rate.

Areas ofconcern

Sexual 58 Up 57% (21 Up 8% Up across force.

violence offences) Remains low volume.
Possible Yewtree effect

Shed/garage | 287 Up 90% (136) N/A Not on CADET in 2008

burglary

Burglary 258 Up 23% (48) N/A Not on CADET in 2008

commercial

% Change based on Jan-Nov 12 compared to Jan-Nov 13
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AppendixB Cadetdata

Cambridgeshire Constabulary - Recorded Crime Data

Select Area: Select Sector: Return to:

|South Cambridgeshire ||AII | |I\/Iain Menu |
) ) . Single Month . .
e e e s | o |CFon | 1o [Trom | o | e Agenen

[ Jan-12 [ pec-12 | Jan-13 | Dec3 |

All Crime 8 400 4 4,54
All Crime (excl Action Fraud) 6 400 8 4 4,546
Domestic Abuse 0 68
Burglary Dwelling 6 9 9 6
Victim Based Crime 8 4,086 4,099
All Violence Against The Person 46 78 32 + 69.6% 602 642 40 + 6.6%
Homicides 0 0 0 No Calc 0 0 0 No Calc
Violence with injury 16 34 18 + 112.5% 281 318 37 + 13.2%
Violence without injury 30 44 14 + 46.7% 321 324 3 + 0.9%
All Sexual Offences 7 6 -1 -14.3% 58 83 25 +43.1%
Serious Sexual Offences 5 6 1 + 20.0% 42 64 22 +52.4%
Rape 2 0 2 - 100.0% 21 19 2 - 9.5%
Sexual Assaults 3 5 2 + 66.7% 17 44 27 +158.8%
Other Serious Sexual Offences 0 1 1 No Calc 4 il -3 - 75.0%
Other Sexual Offences 2 0 -2 - 100.0% 16 19 3 +18.8%
All Robbery 2 5 3 + 150.0% 16 16 0 No Calc
Robbery (Business) 0 3 3 No Calc 1 7 6 + 600.0%
Robbery (Personal) 2 2 0 = 15 9 -6 - 40.0%
Theft Offences 220 238 18 +8.2% 2,724 2,788 64 +2.3%
Burglary Dwelling 25 61 36 + 144.0% 391 397 6 + 1.5%
Burglary Non Dwelling 59 50 -9 - 15.3% 530 595 65 +12.3%
Burglary Shed/Garage 27 25 -2 - 7.4% 178 312 134 + 75.3%
Burglary Commercial 32 25 -7 -21.9% 242 283 41 +16.9%
Aggravated Burglary Non Dwelling 0 0 0 No Calc 1 0 -1 - 100.0%
Shoplifting 9 8 -1 -11.1% 158 148 -10 - 6.3%
Theft from the Person 0 4 4 No Calc 30 21 -9 -30.0%
Theft of Pedal Cycles 18 11 -7 - 38.9% 282 248 -34 -12.1%
Vehicle Crime 55 40 -15 -27.3% 548 572 24 +4.4%
Vehicle Taking 6 3 -3 - 50.0% 87 75 -12 -13.8%
Theft from a Vehicle 46 34 -12 - 26.1% 440 468 28 + 6.4%
Vehicle Interference 3 3 0 = 21 29 8 +38.1%
All other theft offences 54 64 10 +18.5% 785 807 22 +2.8%
Making off without payment 5 7 2 + 40.0% 76 109 33 + 43.4%
Theft in a Dwelling 0 4 4 No Calc 57 73 16 + 28.1%
Other theft offences 49 53 4 +8.2% 652 625 -27 -4.1%
All Criminal Damage 50 55 5 + 10.0% 686 570 -116 -16.9%
Criminal Damage to Dwellings 8 14 6 + 75.0% 112 96 -16 -14.3%
Criminal Damage to Other Buildings 8 3 -5 - 62.5% 72 46 -26 -36.1%
Criminal Damage to Vehicles 22 23 1 + 4.5% 254 222 -32 - 12.6%
Criminal Damage Other 11 14 3 +27.3% 211 178 -33 - 15.6%
Racially Aggravated Criminal Damage 0 0 No Calc 0 1 1 No Calc
Arson 1 1 0 = 37 27 -10 - 27.0%
All Drugs Offences 22 6 -16 -72.7% 289 284 Eol -1.7%
Drugs (Trafficking) 5 0 -5 - 100.0% 40 23 -17 -42.5%
Drugs (Simple Possession) 17 6 -11 - 64.7% 248 261 13 +5.2%
Drugs (Other Offences) 0 0 0 No Calc 1 0 -1 - 100.0%
Possession of Weapons Offences 4 1 -3 - 75.0% 15 14 -1 -6.7%
Public Order Offences 7 8 1 +14.3% 97 111 14 +14.4%
Miscellaneous Crimes Against Society 4 3 -1 - 25.0% 34 38 4 +11.8%
All Racially Aggravated Violence 0 0 0 No Calc 14 15 1 +7.1%
All Racially Aggravated Harassment 1 0 -1 - 100.0% 2 0 -2 - 100.0%
Racially Aggravated Criminal Damage 0 0 No Calc

Metal Infrastructure
Metal Non Infrastructure

Hate Crime

Violent Crime (excl Serious Sexual Offences and Domestic Abuse)
Going equipped for stealing etc

Handling stolen goods

Categories coloured white constitute a breakdown of the category in grey immediately above it.

Place the mouse pointer over each category title to view a list of the Home Office Classifications included within them.

performance:
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Appendix C Partnership calendar of community safety issues
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