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2
SUMMARY 


This document provides a local assessment of Community Safety in the borough.  It examines the local trends of crime and disorder, anti-social behaviour and substance misuse looking at the current, recent, emerging and long term issues and also the underlying causes.  It will make recommendations about future strategy and will enable the strategic partners to review the Partnership Plan for 2009/10.  In turn it will form the focus around allocating resources and driving business forward.  

3
INTRODUCTION

By law
 all crime and disorder reduction partnerships have to produce an annual strategic assessment of crime and disorder / community safety in their area to underpin their triennial Community Safety Partnership Plans.  In RBWM’s case this 2008-2009 assessment relates to the 2008 – 2011 Community Safety Partnership Plan.  This assessment is meant to provide strategic direction for year 2 of the Partnership Plan.

The data that has been analysed is detailed in Appendix 1.  The bulk of this data relates to crime, anti-social behaviour, drug misuse, offending, fires, and road traffic accidents.  It takes the form of both actual levels of incidents and in some cases public perceptions.  Because the aim of the assessment is to provide a relatively up to date view of trends in Community Safety where possible the latest data has been utilised.  In most instances the area covered is the Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead and where relevant individual police neighbourhoods within the borough.  However, where relevant, comparative data is provided from other areas.  Overall the data quality in the report is very robust.

When annual strategic assessments were introduced in 2007-2008, they replaced community safety audits which were carried out every three years.  The change was to ensure that Community Safety Strategy was more responsive to trends in crime and disorder to ensure actions in the Partnership Plan were relevant to changes in patterns of crime and disorder.  The community safety audits tended to be exhaustive documents, whereas strategic assessments are meant to brief and to the point.  This year’s assessment will follow this maxim.

This 2008-2009 strategic assessment has been carried out in partnership with the use of data from key responsible partners (Thames Valley Police, Royal Berkshire Fire and Rescue, NHS Berkshire East, and the Council), but it has not been a “joint” strategic assessment with Thames Valley Police.  In 2009-10 the assessment will be carried out earlier in the financial year and will be joint with TVP.

Throughout the assessment potential priorities are highlighted in pink boxes at the end of major sections.  These are all discussed in the  section 7 of this document covering Recommendations. 

4
ANALYSIS OF DATA

4.1
Crime

4.1.1
Trends over the last 12 months

Long term trends in crime are shown in graphic form in Appendix 2, while the shorter-term picture is detailed in the table below.  Over the 12 months to 30th September 2008 all crime reduced by 7.6% in the borough.  Tier 1 Serious violent and sexual offences fell by 4% (6 crimes) while Tier 2 serious acquisitive crime fell by 5.9% (231 crimes).  The significant reduction in acquisitive crime was comprised of a  significant reduction in theft from vehicles (down 373 crimes) being offset by increases in burglary (up 125 crimes), and robbery of personal and business property (up 17 crimes).  The increase in domestic burglary is clearly significant and must be addressed as priority.  However, the sheer volume of theft from vehicles makes it important that the pressure is kept up on this crime particularly as residents do not seem to see it as a major concern (see section 4.6.2) and there has been a worsening against last year at the time of compiling the report (Nov 2008) .  Tier 3 crime is down 8.3% (891 offences) with particularly strong performances on criminal damage (down 333 offences), theft or handling (down 223 offences) and less serious violence against the person (down 146 offences).  The very strong performance on criminal damage is mirrored by the good performance on tackling anti-social behaviour which is detailed in section 4.2 of this assessment.  Likewise the fall off in less serious violence against the person will be partly responsible for the reduction in ambulance call outs detailed in section 4.4.

Table 1 Analysis of Crime

[image: image42.emf]NI 33 (i) Arson incidents no. of deliberate primary fires

NI 49 (I) Number of primary fires

NI 49(III) Total number of non-fatal casualties in primary fires (excluding precautionary checks)

Deliberate Primary Fires

Moving Annual Total

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

Mar-06 May-06

Jul-06

Sep-06

Nov-06 Jan-07 Mar-07 May-07

Jul-07

Sep-07

Nov-07 Jan-08 Mar-08 May-08

Jul-08

Sep-08

Nov-08

Primary Fires

Moving Annual Total

150

170

190

210

230

250

270

290

Mar-06 May-06

Jul-06

Sep-06

Nov-06 Jan-07 Mar-07 May-07

Jul-07

Sep-07

Nov-07 Jan-08 Mar-08 May-08

Jul-08

Sep-08

Nov-08

Non-fatal injuries

Moving Annual Total

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

Mar-06 May-06

Jul-06

Sep-06

Nov-06 Jan-07 Mar-07 May-07

Jul-07

Sep-07

Nov-07 Jan-08 Mar-08 May-08

Jul-08

Sep-08

Nov-08

Deliberate Primary Fires

Cumulative Performance

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar

2006/7

2007/8

2008/9

Primary Fires

Cumulative Performance

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar

2006/7

2007/8

2008/9

Non-fatal Injuries

Cumulative Performance

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar

2006/7

2007/8

2008/9


4.1.2
Recent Trends

Over the last six months the trends in crime have been similar to the 12month position detailed above, however, the trend in the reduction of theft from vehicles has slowed while if anything the rate of burglaries has increased (see table 2 below).  Although small there is a growing trend in robbery of business property which needs to be addressed.

4.1.3
Racially / Religiously Aggravated Offences

In the 12 months to September 2008 there was a 3.8% drop in this type of crime compared with the previous 12 months as indicated in Appendix 4.  This relatively good news needs to be tempered by the fact that in the 6 months to September 2008 there has been a 20.8% increase compared with the same period last year.  This is due almost entirely to an increase in Public Order Offences (up 17 offences).  However, it should be stressed that there was only 102 offences in the 12 months to September 2008 i.e. this is a relatively low level crime.

4.1.4
Crime Detection Rates (See Appendix 3 for detail)

Overall in the 6 months to September 2008 the sanction detection rate (20.4%) is only marginally worse than the same period last year (20.7%).   The detection rate for serious violent crime and sexual crime (Tier 1) has improved by 15.6 percentage points, while the improvements for Tier 2 and Tier 3 crime are only marginal.  There is a need to improve the detection rate for theft from vehicles which is only 4.9%.

Table 2 Recent Crime Trends
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April 2008 - 
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Volume 

Change

Percentage 

Change

All Crime 7,185 6,720 -465 -6.5%

Tier 1 Serious Violent and Sexual Offences 79 82 3 3.8%

Serious Sexual Offences 49 56

7 14.3%

Serious Violent Offences 30 26

-4 -13.3%

Tier 2 Serious Acquisitve Crime 1,715 1,754 39 2.3%

Theft From Vehicle 1,058 990

-68 -6.4%

Burglary Dwelling 406 495

89 21.9%

Theft Of Vehicle 185 194

9 4.9%

Robbery Personal Property 60 59

-1 -1.7%

Robbery Business Property 6 16

10 166.7%

Tier 3 Other Crime 5,391 4,884 -507 -9.4%

Theft or handling Offences 1,792 1,578

-214 -11.9%

Less Serious Violence Against the Person 1,346 1,248

-98 -7.3%

Criminal Damage All 1,290 1,060

-230 -17.8%

Burglary Non-Dwelling 474 406

-68 -14.3%

Fraud or Forgery 245 318

73 29.8%

Drugs Offences 181 192

11 6.1%

Other Offences 48 64

16 33.3%

Less Serious Sexual Offences 15 18

3 20.0%


Source: As for table 1
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Volume 
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All Crime 14,755 13,627 -1,128 -7.6%

Tier 1 Serious Violent and Sexual Offences 150 144 -6 -4.0%

Serious Sexual Offences 81 93

12 14.8%

Serious Violent Offences 69 51

-18 -26.1%

Tier 2 Serious Acquisitve Crime 3,888 3,657 -231 -5.9%

Theft From Vehicle 2,464 2,091

-373 -15.1%

Burglary Dwelling 903 1,028

125 13.8%

Theft Of Vehicle 378 378

0 0.0%

Robbery Personal Property 131 133

2 1.5%

Robbery Business Property 12 27

15 125.0%

Tier 3 Other Crime 10,717 9,826 -891 -8.3%

Theft or handling Offences 3,327 3,104

-223 -6.7%

Less Serious Violence Against the Person 2,557 2,411

-146 -5.7%

Criminal Damage All 2,722 2,389

-333 -12.2%

Burglary Non-Dwelling 937 859

-78 -8.3%

Fraud or Forgery 620 535

-85 -13.7%

Drugs Offences 431 375

-56 -13.0%

Other Offences 96 122

26 27.1%

Less Serious Sexual Offences 27 31

4 14.8%

Source Data: EIS Prior to HQ amendments to the Assault With Less Serious Injury and Assault Without Injury Subsets for 2007/2008


4.2
Anti-social Behaviour

Anti-social behaviour (ASB) has been steadily falling across the borough and is continuing to do so. Figures for 07/08 compared with 06/07 illustrate this, with Maidenhead seeing reductions of 12.4% (428 incidents), Windsor seeing reductions of 11% (414 incidents) and the borough as a whole seeing a fall in ASB of 11.7% (842 incidents) 

The reduction in levels of ASB has continued in recent months. This graph illustrates the figures from April-November 2008 compared to 2007:
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The neighbourhoods with the highest recorded levels of ASB in 07/08 are Windsor Town Centre with 1070 incidents (down from 1209 in 06/07), Clewer and Oakley Green with 681 incidents (down from 728 in 06/07), Ascot, Sunningdale and Sunninghill with 625 incidents (down from 633 in 06/07) and Maidenhead Town Centre with 603 incidents (down from 657 in 06/07). Therefore, we have seen reductions in all of the target areas. (It is important to note that these areas differ from those which have the highest levels of ASB per 1000 population).

The most common types of ASB in the borough are Rowdy nuisance, rowdy and inconsiderate behaviour and vehicle nuisance. However, these types have both fallen from 06/07 to 07/08, with rowdy behaviour falling by 15.5% (517 incidents) and vehicle nuisance falling by 5% (73 incidents). The top components of these types of behaviour are rowdy behaviour with 1606 incidents in 07/08 (compared with 1756 in 06/07) and parking with 831 incidents in 07/08 (compared with 894 in 06/07).

Of the top types of ASB perpetrated in the borough, the only two that have seen an increase are substance misuse and street drinking, although levels of these are still comparatively low. Reports of substance misuse have increased by 19.7% (47 incidents) and reports of street drinking have increased by 37.9% (53 incidents).

The categories of substance misuse that have seen an increase are suspected drug use with an increase of  38.5% (an increase of 45 incidents) and underage drinking with an increase of 50% (although this is a very small number – an increase of 8 incidents).
The neighbourhoods that have seen the highest increases in suspected drug use are Maidenhead Town Centre with an increase of 16 incidents (from 12 to 28) and Boyn Hill, Cox Green and Woodlands Park with an increase of 13 incidents (from 8 to 21 incidents).

The neighbourhoods that have seen the highest increases in street drinking are Oldfield and Bray with an increase of 20 incidents (from 5 to 25 incidents), Ascot, Sunningdale and Sunninghill with an increase of 15 incidents (from 13 to 28 incidents) and Boyn Hill, Cox Green and Woodlands Park with an increase of 13 incidents (from 22 to 35 incidents).

The priorities for the coming year will be to focus on reducing ASB in the town centres in relation to the night-time economy, reducing substance misuse related problems, street drinking, rowdy behaviour and anti-social parking. 

We are in the process of extending the borough’s Designated Public Places Order (DPPO) to help tackle the issue of street drinking (although it must be reiterated the problem is relatively low level). However, we need to work more closely with the police on tackling substance misuse issues. We are issuing an unprecedented number of Acceptable Behaviour Contracts (ABCs) – 44 have been successfully completed since April 2007 (85 have been issued, 21 have been breached and 20 are still in place) and we currently have 2 Anti-Social Behaviour Orders (ASBOs) in place in the borough. We have also implemented a Dispersal Order to tackle the problems with groups of youths in Windsor Town Centre. This is running from 1 Dec 08 – 1 Feb 09. The borough’s parking attendants have been in post since January 2008 and we hope to see a reduction in anti-social parking as a result. With the financial difficulties being experienced in the UK at present, we anticipate an increase in ASB in residential areas as opposed to the town centres, due to people not being able to afford to go out as much. We will be monitoring the figures and working closely with Community Wardens and neighbourhood police teams to identify and tackle any problems as they arise, so as to prevent any increase in levels of ASB.

Figures and graphs to support all of the statements in this section can be found in appendices 6-10.
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4.3
Drugs and Alcohol

4.3.1
Drug misuse in the borough

The Royal Borough currently has three drug treatment providers.  T2 (the main Drugs Information Advisory service based in Maidenhead) provides support and information for both adults and young people and is the first port of call for any member of the community wanting advice or treatment.  In addition, the borough provides specialist treatment and substitute prescribing for both young people and adults through Berkshire Drug and Alcohol Service (run by the Berkshire Healthcare Trust).  The Substance Misuse Arrest Referral Team (SMART) are the third drug treatment agency, who work with clients at the point of arrest.

In 2007/08 there were 142 new presentations to drug treatment this is down from 2006/07 figures of 164.  This could be due to a number of reasons, firstly that treatment services have higher retention figures so less people are dropping out and having to restart treatment (see below).  Or it could be down the fact that treatment services are now engaging with the harder to reach substance misusers (this view is supported by the percentage in treatment compared to the total population of substance misusers).  Finally there could be issues with the recording of new presentations to treatment.  

In 2007/08 there was a total of 217 problem drug users (those who use heroin and crack cocaine) in effective treatment (at Tier 3 or above, as per models of care), which represents a significant proportion of all problem drug users within the Borough (currently estimated at being 394 Problem drug users).  Retention in treatment for 12 weeks or more; a significant indicator to measure successful interventions, has now increased significantly from being at 63% in 2006/07 increasing to 87% at the end of 2007/08, it currently has increased to 93% at the end of Quarter 1 for 2008/09. 

In 2006/07 there was a recorded dip in the numbers of criminal justice referrals into drug treatment.  There have since been significant changes in the way that criminal justice cases are being dealt with in the Borough.  In October 2008 the Borough changed from being what is known as a non-intensive Drug Intervention Programme (DIP) area to being and intensive Drug Intervention Programme area.  This change means that people presenting in Maidenhead Custody for drug related offences (possession of controlled substances or acquisitive crimes) will be drug tested.  Those individuals that test positive are required to attend a number of appointments with Criminal Justice drug agencies, this will result in increased numbers accessing treatment.
4.3.2
Demographics of New Referrals 2006/07

Table 3 Gender breakdown of new referrals

	Gender of new presentations 2006/07
	Male
	Female

	RBWM
	73%
	27%

	SE Region
	73%
	27%

	National
	74%
	26%


Source: Windsor and Maidenhead Drug Treatment Needs Assessment 2007/10

Table 4 Ethnic breakdown of new referrals

	Overall ethnic group
	Mixed
	%
	Asian
	%
	Black
	%
	White
	%
	Other
	%

	RBWM 
	0
	0%
	4
	3%
	0
	0%
	123
	87%
	4
	3%

	South East
	147
	2%
	179
	2%
	159
	2%
	7158
	87%
	59
	1%

	National
	2167
	3%
	3187
	4%
	3731
	5%
	66681
	83%
	1018
	1%


Source: Windsor and Maidenhead Drug Treatment Needs Assessment 2007/10

Table 5 Age breakdown of new referrals

	Overall age group
	Under 25
	%
	25 - 34
	%
	35+
	%

	RBWM
	51
	36%
	55
	39%
	36
	25%

	South East
	1791
	22%
	3638
	44%
	2821
	34%

	National
	16663
	21%
	35972
	45%
	27471
	34%


Source: Windsor and Maidenhead Drug Treatment Needs Assessment 200710

Table 6 Primary drug of use

	Overall

 drug 

group
	Class A
	Class B
	Class C
	

	
	Opiate
	%
	Crack
	%
	Other 

Stimulant
	%
	Cannabis
	%
	Benzo’


	%
	Other
	%

	RBWM
	81
	25
	11
	8
	1
	0.7
	24
	17
	2
	1
	5
	4

	South East
	4398
	53
	449
	5
	1039
	13
	813
	10%
	110
	1
	136
	2

	National
	38118
	48
	4899
	6
	9298
	12
	7524
	9%
	800
	1
	1854
	2


Source: Windsor and Maidenhead Drug Treatment Needs Assessment 2008

4.3.3
Accommodation and Employment

In order to address the employment, education and training needs, a Progress 2 Work Officer is employed who will link appropriate clients into educational establishments and employers.  Accommodation continues to be an issue for clients both in terms of maintaining their tenancies and finding suitable and affordable accommodation.  There are no hostels in the borough and no specific substance misuse related supported accommodation.  In 2006/07 25 clients (29%) were recorded as having unsuitable or temporary accommodation, however this figure may in reality be higher as 197 cases did not record their accommodation needs.  This is being addressed for 2008/09 to ensure a true picture emerges. 

4.3.4
Drug Offences

Thames Valley Police data in Table 1 shows that there were 375 drug offences (possession of controlled substance or supply) over the year to September 2008 within the Borough.  There were 1,887 recorded offences of burglary (dwelling and non-dwelling) and 2,469 recorded offences against motor vehicles (theft of, and theft from), it is arguable that these two offence categories are closely linked to drug misue.  

4.3.5
Overview of Current Drug Crime in Windsor and Maidenhead

The drugs networks in Maidenhead and Windsor have always been significantly different.  Windsor because of its pub and nightclub culture has always tended to have a slightly larger cocaine problem than other towns in the BCU, yet there is less evidence of heroin and crack dealing.  There are however heroin users who reside in Windsor who are clients in the treatment system.  The assumption has always been that people travel to Slough to purchase heroin and crack.  There has been some slight overlap between dealers in Slough and Windsor on occasion, but on the whole they appear to remain separate.  Through use of the Itemiser (an electronic device which can identify small traces of drugs), evidence continues to support the suggestion that most drug use is around the night time economy, with a recent operation highlighting a high number of positive swabs for amphetamine.

Maidenhead has a crack and heroin market.  In approximately 2004 it was identified that there was an increase in the intravenous use of heroin in the town.  Maidenhead has largely remained a ‘closed’ market where dealers deal to recognised callers.  In 2004 an operation was set up to try and understand the Maidenhead network more fully and links were identified to an Identity Code 3 (IC3) dealer from London, which was the first time such outside links had been made.  This trend continued and there were several instances of IC3 dealers largely from Ealing trying to take over the drugs networks in Maidenhead.  It also came to light that Slough was being targeted in the same way.  It became apparent through subsequent joint operations with the Met Police that there were significant links between Maidenhead and Ealing/Southall.  Again, recently there has been evidence of violent Jamaican crack dealers from London trying to infiltrate the Maidenhead Market. 

In addition to the established market and the occasional London links, Operation Falcon (Thames Valley Police drug strategy) has now identified several dealers travelling from both Slough and Bracknell to the town to deal, either using the train to travel on a daily basis or more permanent dealers use certain addresses as a base.  Links have also now been made with Reading. Although Operation Falcon since its inception has made it easier to identify the movement of certain dealers between Slough and Maidenhead, the reasons for the moves are not always clear.  It has proved easier in many cases to disrupt new dealers compared to those firmly established. 

There are identified regular dealing hotspots in Maidenhead though no such hotspots in Windsor or Ascot.  Though overall, hotspots in the BCU appear to be cyclical. Recorded purity levels of drugs seized have been largely high for heroin but low for crack cocaine.  Low purity cocaine has also made an appearance across the BCU.  In terms of emerging trends, since 2006, over 30 Vietnamese cannabis ‘factories’ have been identified and dismantled in the borough. Almost all of these have been in rented housing in Maidenhead.  There has still been little evidence across the BCU of Crystal Methamphetamine (Crystal Meth) use, however this must be monitored. 

The Economic Crime Unit at Thames Valley Police has shown to be a useful tool in identifying and the subsequent removal of dealers’ assets.  This should prevent those incarcerated from continuing to finance the operation of their networks while they remain in prison and make it harder to regain their position upon release.  However, it is not known what the long-term effect will be as the long-term removal of established dealers could encourage outside dealers to move in.

The majority of street dealers in the BCU no longer keep their supply in their own homes, preferring to use ‘safe houses’ or vehicles in which to store their drugs and many of the bigger dealers use runners as drivers to distribute their drugs, on the understanding that the runner will ‘take the blame’ should they be stopped by the police.  There are various theories to suggest that the crackdown on drug and gun crime in London will further displace these gangs to the suburbs, including East Berks BCU.

4.3.6
Prolific and Priority Offender Scheme 

In the past year the PPO Scheme has had two people removed from the scheme having successfully achieved one year in the community without committing further offences.  These two are both drug free, one has completed residential drug treatment and the second is currently in secondary treatment.  There are currently 24 PPOs, with the distribution as follows: 

Table 7: Prolific and Other Primary Offender Analysis – Nov 08

	No of drug users
	No of PPOs in Community
	No of PPOs on Community Orders/licences
	No of PPOs in Breach
	No of PPOs on Resettle & Rehabilitate
	No of PPOs on Catch & Convict
	No of PPOs under 18  
	No of PPOs who are drug free

	20
	14
	7
	0
	14
	10
	1
	13


Source: RBWM


4.3.7
Alcohol misuse

National data only made available on 19th December and analytical resource only available on 6th January.  Section and appendices to follow.

4.4
Ambulance Service

There has been a significant reduction in the number ambulance calls amounting to 171 calls (33%) with the biggest falls being associated with the town centres of Windsor and Maidenhead.  This finding ties in with both the falls in serious and non serious wounding reported in table 1. Appendix 11plots the statistics in table 9 in map format.
Table 9 Analysis of Ambulance Calls Related to Assaults
	
	Oct 06 to Sep 07
	Oct 07 to Sep 08
	% Change

	WINDSOR

	Windsor Town Centre
	155
	97
	-37%

	Clewer & Oakley Green
	44
	28
	-36%

	Ascot, Sunningdale & Sunninghill
	33
	21
	-36%

	Datchet, Horton & Wraysbury
	16
	17
	6%

	Old Windsor
	11
	10
	-9%

	Clewer East & Park
	16
	6
	-63%

	Eton & Eton Wick
	12
	3
	-75%

	MAIDENHEAD

	Maidenhead Town Centre
	98
	59
	-40%

	Maidenhead Riverside & Belmont
	29
	31
	7%

	Oldfield & Bray
	37
	30
	-19%

	Boyn Hill, Cox Green & Woodlands Park
	35
	24
	-31%

	Bisham & Cookham And Hurley & Walthams
	15
	16
	7%

	Pinkneys Green & Furze Platt
	24
	12
	-50%

	TOTAL
	525
	354
	-33%


Data: provided by South Central Ambulance Service

4.5
Neighbourhood Action Group (NAG) Priorities

The 13 police Neighbourhood Action Groups comprised of local residents and stakeholders such as housing associations have each established 3 local priorities.  The table in Appendix 5 indicates that there are 10 main types of concern across the borough.  However, the main concerns are: Anti-social Behaviour, Speeding, Parking, and Burglary.  Many of these priorities were established prior to the borough taking over parking enforcement and since that point early in 2007 some 50 parking officers have been employed and had a major impact on this issue, it is therefore reasonable to assume that probably the top 3 concerns are: Anti-social Behaviour; Speeding, and Burglary.  This is confirmed by the crime analysis above as far as burglary is concerned.

 

4.6
Perceptual Analysis

It is planned to carry out a perceptual “place” survey of the borough to measure national indicators which are perception based every two years.  The 2008 survey has been completed, but the results will not be available prior to publication of this assessment.  However, Thames Valley Police have carried out limited research on public perception of a range of topics the results of which are detailed Appendix 6  .  The areas covered are:

4.6.1
NI 21 Dealing with local concerns about anti-social behaviour (ASB) and crime by the local council and police: Quarter 2 2008 Survey Results

The table below Indicates for the second quarter in 2007/8 65% of those sampled thought that in the Windsor and Maidenhead area the police and council were dealing with local concerns about crime and ASB , 19% thought they were not.  This result is positive when compared with other police areas.  However, this was a relatively small sample and the place survey may not confirm this finding.  Going forward it is essential that both the police and council do more to convince residents that they are dealing with crime and ASB effectively.

Table 10 NI 21

[image: image4.emf]Agree Neither agree nor disagree Disagree

Bracknell Forest UA 61.0% 17.0% 22.0%

Slough UA 60.0% 13.0% 27.0%

Windsor & Maidenhead UA 65.0% 16.0% 19.0%

Berkshire East BCU 62.0% 15.3% 22.7%

Reading UA 67.0% 19.0% 14.0%

West Berkshire 61.0% 17.0% 22.0%

Wokingham UA 55.0% 26.0% 19.0%

Berkshire West BCU 61.0% 20.7% 18.3%

Aylesbury Vale 61.0% 28.0% 11.0%

Chiltern 59.0% 29.0% 12.0%

South Bucks 55.0% 26.0% 19.0%

Wycombe 63.0% 17.0% 20.0%

Buckinghamshire BCU 59.5% 25.0% 15.5%

Milton Keynes BCU 69.0% 21.0% 10.0%

Cherwell 72.0% 15.0% 13.0%

Oxford 67.0% 22.0% 11.0%

South Oxfordshire 51.0% 29.0% 20.0%

Vale of White Horse 56.0% 18.0% 26.0%

West Oxfordshire BCU 62.0% 21.0% 17.0%

Oxfordshire BCU 61.6% 21.0% 17.4%

Thames Valley Police Area 61.5% 20.9% 17.6%


4.6.2
Issues that the police should be tackling

A more extensive analysis of this question is provided in Appendix 7 but the results for the Berkshire East Command Unit are summarised below

Table 11 – Issues the police should be tackling
[image: image5.emf]Police Area
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Windsor & Maidenhead UA 45% 12% 14% 17% 9% 3%

Slough 45% 14% 14% 12% 12% 4%

Bracknell Forest 35% 13% 13% 18% 15% 5%

Thames Valley Average 38% 15% 15% 16% 9% 7%


As can be seen this survey suggests the major concern of residents sampled in the borough suggests that youths loitering in public places is their major concern.  There is also concern about drunkenness and associated bad behaviour and to a lesser extent criminal damage and vandalism.  This data is quite difficult to interpret meaningfully – as far Windsor and Maidenhead is concerned.  For instance, because of the night-time economies of Windsor and Maidenhead, it would be expected that concerns about drunkenness and associated behaviour would be relatively high, but Bracknell is actually higher and it does not have a significant .  This could reflect Bracknell has a more significant problem, but it is more likely to be related to the research sample size.  What is clear from the data in Appendix 8 is that in all the significant conurbations with the exception of Oxford, youths loitering in public places is a matter of concern.  Of course, the issue with this is that in itself it is not illegal for youths to be in public places unless there is a dispersal order in place.

4.6.3
Table 12 How safe people feel when out in public at night

There are no significant concerns arising from the table below.
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Very 

Safe

Fairly 

Safe

A bit 

unsafe

Very 

Unsafe

Never in 

situ

Total

Aylesbury Vale 22 32 20 9 17 100

Bracknell Forest UA 12 32 22 11 22 99

Cherwell 15 35 18 9 22 99

Chiltern 21 38 14 5 21 99

Milton Keynes 17 34 13 8 28 100

Oxford 17 36 21 7 18 99

Reading UA 12 36 19 15 18 100

Slough UA 10 31 15 20 24 100

South Bucks 16 30 25 6 23 100

South Oxfordshire 16 42 19 6 17 100

Vale of White Horse 23 34 24 6 13 100

West Berkshire 22 26 18 8 25 99

West Oxfordshire 22 38 17 5 18 100

Windsor & Maidenhead UA 15 32 11 11 31 100

Wokingham UA 10 35 20 9 26 100

Wycombe 13 39 25 7 16 100

Total 263 550 301 142 339 1595

Total % 16.5% 34.5% 18.9% 8.9% 21.3% 100.0%


4.6.4
Table 13 - Views on the change in crime rate

The most significant factor shown up by this data is even when crime drops public perception of some residents is that it has actually risen.  The challenge posed by this result is important as it is important that residents should be aware of the real crime trends in the area rather than those that might be assumed from reports in the media.
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A lot more 

crime

A little 

more 

crime
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same 

crime

A little 

less crime

A lot less 

crime

Sample 

size

Aylesbury Vale 4 13 74 8 1 100

Bracknell Forest UA 2 15 76 7 100

Cherwell 5 13 67 10 5 100

Chiltern 11 15 68 5 1 100

Milton Keynes 9 8 67 14 2 100

Oxford 4 17 61 16 1 99

Reading UA 6 16 58 13 7 100

Slough UA 12 20 43 22 3 100

South Bucks 7 32 46 11 3 99

South Oxfordshire 5 20 61 10 4 100

Vale of White Horse 3 17 68 9 2 99

West Berkshire 9 19 62 9 1 100

West Oxfordshire 4 13 76 6 1 100

Windsor & Maidenhead UA 9 17 61 10 4 101

Wokingham UA 2 20 64 9 5 100

Wycombe 6 16 70 7 2 101

Total 98 271 1022 166 42 1,599        

Total (% age) 6.1% 16.9% 63.9% 10.4% 2.6%


4.6.5
Table 14 - Worries about crime and other incidents

The table below summarises worries of residents about certain types of crime an ASB and being a victim of crime.  It is probably realistic that residents should be most concerned about burglary as while it is not the most common crime in the borough it is “invasive” and as such engenders higher levels of worry than items being stolen from a car.  However, it is interesting that residents are as concerned about having their car stolen as having something stolen from it as theft from vehicles is five times more prevalent than theft of a vehicle.  Concerns about being mugged and robbed are also wholly disproportionate to the actual level this sort of crime. 

[image: image8.emf]Police Area

Aylesbury Vale
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Cherwell

Chiltern

Milton Keynes

Oxford
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Slough UA

South Bucks

South Oxfordshire

Vale of White Horse
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West Oxfordshire

Windsor & Maidenhead UA

Wokingham UA

Wycombe

Total

Being burgled

17% 15% 13% 16% 15% 13% 16% 15% 17% 15% 13% 14% 15% 14% 14% 15%

15%

Being mugged / robbed

9% 8% 10% 9% 9% 11% 9% 10% 9% 7% 8% 9% 9% 13% 9% 8%

9%

Car being stolen

13% 12% 7% 12% 11% 12% 11% 11% 13% 11% 13% 12% 12% 12% 13% 14%

12%

Items being stolen from car

12% 15% 10% 14% 12% 10% 11% 10% 12% 13% 11% 14% 13% 12% 13% 16%

12%

Property being damaged by vandals

13% 14% 14% 15% 11% 13% 13% 11% 14% 13% 14% 14% 14% 13% 11% 13%

13%

Being raped / sexually assaulted

4% 5% 8% 4% 6% 6% 6% 6% 4% 5% 6% 5% 4% 5% 4% 3%

5%

Being physically attacked by strangers

8% 10% 12% 7% 10% 11% 10% 10% 7% 10% 10% 8% 8% 8% 8% 7%

9%

Being subject to a physical attack 

because of your skin colour, ethnic 

origin or religion

3% 3% 4% 3% 5% 4% 3% 5% 2% 3% 1% 3% 1% 2% 5% 3%

3%

Being insuted, pestered while in the 

street or another public place

8% 6% 10% 6% 8% 9% 8% 8% 8% 9% 10% 8% 7% 6% 9% 9%

8%

Victim of crime

14% 13% 14% 14% 14% 11% 13% 13% 13% 14% 13% 14% 16% 15% 14% 11%

13%



4.7
Fire Data

Appendix 12 provides graphs of deliberate primary fires, primary fires, dwelling fires, non-fatal injuries, and hoax calls.  These show that for all these areas the long-term trend is a reduction, though there was an increase in non-fatal injuries  in 2007/8.  This section is a very preliminary draft and will be replaced by a more detailed analysis carried out in conjunction with the Fire Service.

5.
MAJOR AREAS OF CONCERN

The main issues arising from the data analysis have been detailed where appropriate at the end of the individual analyses and will be discussed further in section 7 covering recommendations.  The most pressing issue which cannot be analysed in depth is the potential impact of the recession on crime patterns as these are not yet fully known.  It is possible that the recession could have some of the following impacts:

· Acquisitive crime could rise because of an increase in unemployment;

· Violent crime could fall in the town centres if clubs / large pubs go out of business;

· While there may be less consumption of alcohol in the town centres more alcohol could be consumed in residential areas leading to an increase in ASB locally;

· Criminal Damage associated with the nighttime economy may fall, but could be easily compensated for by an increase in damage caused by disaffected individuals;

· If world metal prices remain low theft of vehicles will continue to fall, but there could be an increase in abandoned vehicles.

6.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead (RBWM) is in the South East region in the Thames Valley and is one of six unitary authorities within Berkshire.  Situated along the River Thames in East Berkshire, the Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead covers an area of 76 square miles.  Essentially rural in character, the Royal Borough includes the main towns of Windsor, Maidenhead and Ascot, together with 14 surrounding villages.  

With a strong local economy and low levels of deprivation, the Royal Borough is an affluent and a desirable place to live.  The Royal Borough has 83% of its land designated as green belt and contains 1,000 acres of National Trust land, 5000 acres of Crown land and 366 acres of parks and open spaces.  The quality of the built environment is generally high.  There are around 57,000 dwellings.  The Royal Borough has quite a high population density but with most people living in the two urban centres of Windsor and Maidenhead (687 people per square kilometre compared to 424 for the SE region).  Apart from these two population centres there are a number of small, attractive towns and villages.  Each town has distinctive characteristics in terms of buildings, the economy and population.  

The Royal Borough benefits from an excellent transport infrastructure: the M4 motorway passes directly through it, whilst the M40, M25 and M3 are all in close proximity.  Heathrow International Airport is just a 20-minute drive away and London is easily accessible via road and direct rail links.  The proximity to the motorway system and to Heathrow are both key factors in the attraction of the Royal Borough to large businesses especially in the Maidenhead area.  There are over 4,300 business properties with a workforce of over 73,000.  Approximately 30,000 people commute into the Royal Borough to work and 28,000 commute out.  

The borough’s boundaries align with the local police area, and together with Bracknell Forest and Slough these three police areas comprise the Berkshire East Basic Command Unit (BCU).  

6.1
Population

The most recent statistics place Windsor and Maidenhead’s resident population at 141,000 (ONS 2007 mid-year count).  This shows an increase from the 2001 census figure of 133,626.

6.2
Ethnicity and Religion

Table 15  shows the breakdown of ethnic groups in the Royal Borough according to the 2001 Census.  In 2001 92.4% of the boroughs resident population were recorded as White, slightly higher than the national average of 87% (ONS, 20019).  This figure showed a slight decrease from the 1991 Census where 95.2% of the boroughs population were recorded as White. 

Table 15:  Breakdown of ethnic groups in the Royal Borough

	Ethnic Group (UV09)
	Windsor and Maidenhead

	
	2001 Count
	%

	White¹
	123,515
	92.4%

	Mixed²
	1,850
	1.4%

	Asian or Asian British³
	6,118
	4.6%

	Black or Black British4
	658
	0.5%

	Chinese or Other Ethnic Group 
	1,485
	1.1%

	Total
	133,626
	100%


Notes: 

1.
Includes White British, White Irish and Other White.  

2.
Includes White and Black Caribbean, White and Black African, White and Asian and Other Mixed

3.
Includes Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi and Other Asian

4.
Includes Caribbean, African and Other Black

Source: 2001 Census, Office for National Statistics (ONS)

In 2001 73.7% of the boroughs population stated their religion to be Christian, compared to a national average of 71.7% (2001 Census, ONS9).  The second largest religion was Muslim (2.4%) followed by Sikh (1.2%).  Table 16 shows the breakdown of religion in the Royal Borough according to the 2001 Census.  

Table 16: Religion in the Royal Borough

	Religion (UV15)
	Windsor and Maidenhead

	
	2001 Count
	%

	Christian
	98,453
	73.7%

	Buddhist
	459
	0.3%

	Hindu
	1325
	1.0%

	Jewish
	570
	0.4%

	Muslim
	3,195
	2.4%

	Sikh
	1,623
	1.2%

	Any other religion
	361
	0.3%

	No religion
	18,523
	13.9%

	Religion not stated
	9,117
	6.8%

	Total
	133,626
	100%


Source: 2001 Census, Office for National Statistics9 (ONS)

6.3
Detailed analysis

A fuller analysis of the population economic and other trends in the borough can be found in “About the borough: RBWM Facts” which is available on the borough website at http://www.rbwm.gov.uk/public/pp_borough_facts_and_figures_profile07_report.pdf.

6.4
Unique Challenges in the Royal Borough

The Royal Borough faces some unique challenges which are important to consider.  

•
The Royal Borough is located near to Slough and Reading (both considerably more deprived).  

•
There are 2 thriving night-time economies in Windsor and Maidenhead.  The Windsor night-time economy is the larger of the two by some way.

•
The Royal Borough is currently involved in preparations for the 2012 Olympic and Paralympic Games.  Situated just outside of the Royal Borough, Dorney Lake will host the rowing and flat water canoeing events.    

•
There are other wider contextual issues such as the relatively poor funding of Thames Valley Police as a whole, and the relatively young average age of police officers.  This is due to a continuing trend of officers transferring to the Metropolitan Police where wages are considerably better.  

•
The Royal Borough has more than 20 visitor attractions including Windsor Castle, Eton College, Legoland, Ascot and Windsor Racecourses and Windsor Great Park which includes the famous Savill Gardens.  In total 7.3 million visitors come to the Royal Borough each year, with the highest numbers arriving during July and August.  Major events such as Royal Ascot and the Windsor Horse Show increase visitor flow in May and June.  60% of these visitors travel by car.

7.
RECOMMENDATIONS
The box below repeats the issues raised in the main body of the document


Main issues arising from crime analysis:

· There needs to be a strong focus on acquisitive crime particularly burglary, but also theft from vehicles because of the high instance of this crime

· There is a particular need to improve the detection rate for theft from vehicles

· Again because of the volume less serious violent crime must remain a focus for resources

· Focus should also remain on racially / religiously motivated crime

Main issues arising from ASB analysis:

· There needs to focus on reducing ASB in the town centres of Windsor and Maidenhead.

· The need to tackle ASB associated with substance misuse (both alcohol and drugs)

· The need to tackle anti-social parking

Main issues on drug misuse:

· Need to profile our treatment naïve population 

· To increase the numbers into treatment 

· To increase the numbers into effective treatment 

· To reduce the re-offending rates of the Prolific and Priority Offenders 

· Monitor testing on arrest within the borough to ensure that there are effective treatment pathways for DIP clients

Main issues on alcohol misuse:

To follow

Main issues arising from NAGs:

· Anti-social behaviour

· Speeding

· Burglary

Main issues arising from Perceptual Research:

· It is essential the police and the council do more to convince residents that they are dealing effectively with crime and disorder.

· Residents should be made more aware of the actual levels of crime and disorder

· There would appear to be a clear need for improved youth provision to help address the fears arising from perceptions around groups of youths

The priorities in the 2008-2011 Community Safety Partnership Plan established the following priorities:

· Tackling all drug misuse and related crime in particular acquisitive crimes such as theft from vehicles and burglary in a dwelling (National Indicators);

· Tackling all alcohol misuse related crime and incidents in particular criminal damage, violent crime, and accidental fires by using a wide approach that also seeks to prevent misuse of alcohol;

· Promoting safety by reducing arson, accidental dwelling fires, hoax calls, and road traffic accidents; 

· Restoring confidence in communities by communicating success, tackling low level crime by enforcement, tackling anti-social behaviour, and by improving feedback to communities; and

· Promoting racial harmony by working with communities to promote community cohesion; and contribute to the prevention of violent extremism.

As can be seen from the issues detailed in the above box, this strategic assessment does not suggest there should be any fundamental change to these priorities, but it is recommended that the tactical actions that will be detailed in the 2009-10 element of the Community Safety Partnership Plan should address the above issues.


8.
APPENDICES

Appendix 1 - List of data sources used for the strategic assessment
To be completed.

Appendix 2 – Moving Annual Totals of a range of crimes
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Appendix 3 - Summary of Notifiable Offences

Appendix 4 – Racially / Religiously Aggravated Offences

[image: image26.emf]Racially/Religously Aggravated Offences

October 2006 - 

September 2007

October 2007 - 

September 2008

Volume 

Change

Percentage 

Change

Criminal Damage All 12 7 -5 -41.7%

Criminal Damage Dwelling 3 2

-1 -33.3%

Criminal Damage Other Building 1 1

0 0.0%

Criminal Damage Vehicle 5 3

-2 -40.0%

Criminal Damage Other 3 1 -2 -66.7%

Harrassment 10 5 -5 -50.0%

Assault 24 21 -3 -12.5%

GBH Without Intent 0 1

1 -

ABH 12 9

-3 -25.0%

Assault Without Injury 12 11 -1 -8.3%

Public Order 60 69 9 15.0%

Total Racially/Religiously Aggravated Offences 106 102 -4 -3.8%

Source Data: EIS Prior to HQ amendments to the Assault With Less Serious Injury and Assault Without Injury Subsets for 2007/2008

Racially/Religously Aggravated Offences

April 2007 - 

September 2007

April 2008 - 

September 2008

Volume 

Change

Percentage 

Change

Criminal Damage All 8 2 -6 -75.0%

Criminal Damage Dwelling 3 0

-3 -100.0%

Criminal Damage Other Building 1 1

0 0.0%

Criminal Damage Vehicle 3 0

-3 -100.0%

Criminal Damage Other 1 1 0 0.0%

Harrassment 7 5 -2 -28.6%

Assault 10 12 2 20.0%

GBH Without Intent 0 1

1 -

ABH 4 5

1 25.0%

Assault Without Injury 6 6 0 0.0%

Public Order 28 45 17 60.7%

Total Racially/Religiously Aggravated Offences 53 64 11 20.8%

Source Data: EIS Prior to HQ amendments to the Assault With Less Serious Injury and Assault Without Injury Subsets for 2007/2008

Racially/Religously Aggravated Offences

October 2007 - 

March 2008

April 2008 - 

September 2008

Volume 

Change

Percentage 

Change

Criminal Damage All 5 2 -3 -60.0%

Criminal Damage Dwelling 2 0

-2 -100.0%

Criminal Damage Other Building 0 1

1 -

Criminal Damage Vehicle 3 0

-3 -100.0%

Criminal Damage Other 0 1 1 -

Harrassment 0 5 5 -

Assault 9 12 3 33.3%

GBH Without Intent 0 1

1 -

ABH 4 5

1 25.0%

Assault Without Injury 5 6 1 20.0%

Public Order 24 45 21 87.5%

Total Racially/Religiously Aggravated Offences 38 64 26 68.4%

Source Data: EIS Prior to HQ amendments to the Assault With Less Serious Injury and Assault Without Injury Subsets for 2007/2008

Year On Year

Year To Date This Year V Last Year

Previous 6 Months V Current 6 Months


Appendix 5 – Neighbourhood Action Group Priorities
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Maidenhead Town Centre 2 3 1

Riverside and Belmont 1 2 3

Pinkneys Green and Furze Platt 1 2 3

Boyn Hill, Cox Green & Woodlands Park 1 2 3

Bisham & Cookham and Hurley and Walthams 1 2 3

Oldfield and Bray 1 2 3

Clewer, Oakley Green and Dedworth 3 2 1

Eton & Eton Wick 1 2 3

Inner Windsor 1 2 3

Datchet, Horton & Wraysbury 1 2 3

Clewer East and Park 1 2 3

Old Windsor 1 2 3

Ascot, Sunninghill and Sunningdale 1 3 3 3
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Maidenhead Town Centre 3 2 4

Riverside and Belmont 4 3 2

Pinkneys Green and Furze Platt 4 3 2

Boyn Hill, Cox Green & Woodlands Park 4 3 2

Bisham & Cookham and Hurley and Walthams 4 3 2

Oldfield and Bray 4 3 2

Clewer, Oakley Green and Dedworth 2 3 4

Eton & Eton Wick 4 3 2

Inner Windsor 4 3 2

Datchet, Horton & Wraysbury 4 3 2

Clewer East and Park 4 3 2

Old Windsor 4 3 2

Ascot, Sunninghill and Sunningdale 4 2 2 2

Total level of "concern" 41 2 24 18 16 4 3 2 6 2

Ranking of concern 1 8 2 3 4 6 7 8 5 8


Appendix 6 – ASB incidents per neighbourhood

This table shows the number of ASB incidents recorded in each police neighbourhood in 06/07 and 07/08. It also shows how many incidents this equates to per thousand population, and the percentage change year on year for both Maidenhead, Windsor and the borough as a whole.

	2006/7 Vs 2007/8

	Police Neighbourhood
	2006/7
	2007/8
	Population
	ASB Incidents 
per 1000 pop
	% Change

	
	
	
	
	2006/7
	2007/8
	

	Maidenhead

	Boyn Hill, Cox Green & Woodlands Park
	689
	602
	15,286
	45.07
	39.38
	-12.6%

	Bisham & Cookham And Hurley & Walthams
	319
	310
	10,926
	29.20
	28.37
	-2.8%

	Maidenhead Riverside & Belmont
	569
	473
	14,686
	38.74
	32.21
	-16.9%

	Maidenhead Town Centre
	657
	603
	1,738
	378.02
	346.95
	-8.2%

	Oldfield & Bray
	576
	592
	12,884
	44.71
	45.95
	2.8%

	Pinkneys Green & Furze Platt
	639
	441
	13,999
	45.65
	31.50
	-31.0%

	Maidenhead Total
	3,449
	3,021
	69,519
	49.61
	43.46
	-12.4%

	Windsor

	Ascot, Sunningdale & Sunninghill
	633
	625
	16,478
	38.41
	37.93
	-1.3%

	Datchet, Horton & Wraysbury
	467
	275
	9,270
	50.38
	29.67
	-41.1%

	Clewer & Oakley Green
	728
	681
	12,728
	57.20
	53.50
	-6.5%

	Clewer East & Park
	341
	354
	9,358
	36.44
	37.83
	3.8%

	Eton & Eton Wick
	226
	152
	4,315
	52.38
	35.23
	-32.7%

	Old Windsor
	166
	199
	4,775
	34.76
	41.68
	19.9%

	Windsor Town Centre
	1209
	1070
	6,841
	176.73
	156.41
	-11.5%

	Windsor Total
	3,770
	3,356
	63,765
	59.12
	52.63
	-11.0%

	RBWM Total
	7,219
	6,377
	133,284
	54.16
	47.85
	-11.7%


Appendix 7 – ASB incidents per 1000 population

This thematic map illustrates the police neighbourhoods with the highest rates of anti-social behaviour per thousand population in 2007/08. Both town centres are the highest due to night-time economy related incidents.
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Appendix 8 – ASB levels 06/07 compared to 07/08

These three graphs illustrate the levels of ASB in Maidenhead, Windsor and the borough as a whole for 06/07 and 07/08. It is evident that overall, figures are significantly lower than they were in 06/07. 
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Appendix 9 – ASB levels Apr-Nov 07 compared to Apr –Nov 08

These three graphs illustrate the levels of ASB in Maidenhead, Windsor and the borough as a whole for the period Apr-Nov 2007 compared with Apr-Nov 2008. This information has been provided to ensure that the most up-to-date information is considered along with that of 07/08.
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Appendix 10 – Levels of ASB by type

This graph illustrates the types of ASB that are being recorded most often in the Royal Borough. Each type has fallen with the exception of substance misuse and street drinking.

[image: image36.emf]RBWM Number of Anti-Social Behaviour Incidents per Type

2006/7 Vs. 2007/8

3331

1468

671

550

239

198

158

140

2814

1395

527

410

286

178

154

193

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

3000

3500

Rowdy/Nuisance -

Rowdy & Inconsiderate

Vehicle Nuisance Rowdy/Nuisance -

Neighbours

Noise Substance Misuse Public Safety & Welfare Trespassing Street Drinking

No. incidents per year

2006/7

2007/8

-15.5%

-5%

-21.5%

-25.5%

+19.7% -10.1% +37.9% -2.5%


This next graph breaks down the top types of ASB into the components that comprise them. Loutish behaviour, parking and noise appear to be the top three problem behaviours.
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The following table illustrates all of the types of ASB that are recorded in the Royal Borough. The types that have seen an increase from 06/07 to 07/08 are; substance misuse, street drinking (both identified already), animal problems and begging/vagrancy.

	Type of ASB
	No. Incidents 2006/7
	No. Incidents 2007/8
	% Change

	Rowdy/Nuisance - Rowdy & Inconsiderate
	3331
	2814
	-15.5%

	Vehicle Nuisance
	1468
	1395
	-5.0%

	Rowdy/Nuisance - Neighbours
	671
	527
	-21.5%

	Noise
	550
	410
	-25.5%

	Substance Misuse
	239
	286
	19.7%

	Public Safety & Welfare
	198
	178
	-10.1%

	Trespassing
	158
	154
	-2.5%

	Street Drinking
	140
	193
	37.9%

	Animal Problems
	93
	102
	9.7%

	Rowdy/Nuisance - Environmental Damage/Littering
	75
	67
	-10.7%

	Fireworks
	70
	56
	-20.0%

	Hoax Calls
	65
	53
	-18.5%

	Malicious Communications
	59
	35
	-40.7%

	Abandoned Vehicles
	48
	26
	-45.8%

	Begging/Vagrancy
	32
	69
	115.6%

	Prostitution Related Activity
	11
	9
	-18.2%

	Hate Crime
	8
	4
	-50.0%

	Total
	7216
	6378
	-11.6%

	
	
	
	


This chart illustrates the components that make up the substance misuse category, as this has seen an increase. The two areas that have increased are suspected drug use and underage drinking.
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The following table illustrates the levels of suspected drug use in each police neighbourhood in 07/08 compared with 06/07. Maidenhead Town Centre and Boyn Hill, Cox Green and Woodlands Park have seen the biggest increases.

	Maidenhead - Suspected drug use
	
	
	

	Neighbourhood
	2006/7
	2007/8
	Change

	Maidenhead Town Centre
	12
	28
	16

	Boyn Hill, Cox Green & Woodlands Park
	8
	21
	13

	Pinkneys Green & Furze Platt
	19
	13
	-6

	Oldfield & Bray
	7
	9
	2

	Maidenhead Riverside & Belmont
	10
	7
	-3

	Bisham & Cookham And Hurley & Walthams
	
	4
	4

	Windsor - Suspected Drug Use
	
	
	

	Neighbourhood
	2006/7
	2007/8
	Change

	Windsor Town Centre
	29
	30
	1

	Clewer & Oakley Green
	13
	20
	7

	Clewer East & Park
	3
	10
	7

	Ascot, Sunningdale & Sunninghill
	6
	6
	0

	Eton & Eton Wick
	2
	6
	4

	Old Windsor
	2
	4
	2

	Datchet, Horton & Wraysbury
	6
	4
	-2

	
	
	
	


The following table illustrates the levels of street drinking in each police neighbourhood in 07/08 compared with 06/07. Boyn Hill, Cox Green and Woodlands Park, Oldfield and Bray and Ascot, Sunningdale and Sunninghill have seen the biggest increases.

	Maidenhead - Street Drinking
	
	
	

	Neighbourhood
	2006/7
	2007/8
	Change

	Pinkneys Green & Furze Platt
	24
	17
	-7

	Boyn Hill, Cox Green & Woodlands Park
	22
	35
	13

	Maidenhead Town Centre
	12
	12
	0

	Maidenhead Riverside & Belmont
	7
	7
	0

	Oldfield & Bray
	5
	25
	20

	Bisham & Cookham And Hurley & Walthams
	3
	3
	0

	Maidenhead Total
	73
	99
	35.6%

	Windsor - Street Drinking
	
	
	

	Neighbourhood
	2006/7
	2007/8
	Change

	Windsor Town Centre
	26
	33
	7

	Clewer & Oakley Green
	15
	18
	3

	Ascot, Sunningdale & Sunninghill
	13
	28
	15

	Clewer East & Park
	6
	9
	3

	Datchet, Horton & Wraysbury
	3
	1
	-2

	Old Windsor
	2
	5
	3

	Eton & Eton Wick
	2
	
	-2

	Windsor Total
	67
	94
	40.3%

	
	
	
	


Appendix 11
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Appendix 12
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Main issues arising from crime analysis:


There needs to be a strong focus on acquisitive crime particularly burglary, but also theft from vehicles because of the high instance of this crime


There is a particular need to improve the detection rate for theft from vehicles


Again because of the volume less serious violent crime must remain a focus for resources


Focus should also remain on racially / religiously motivated crime





Main issues arising from ASB analysis:


There needs to focus on reducing ASB in the town centres of Windsor and Maidenhead.


The need to tackle ASB associated with substance misuse (both alcohol and drugs)


The need to tackle anti-social parking








Main issues on drug misuse:


Need to profile our treatment naïve population 


To increase the numbers into treatment 


To increase the numbers into effective treatment 


To reduce the re-offending rates of the Prolific and Priority Offenders 


Monitor testing on arrest within the borough to ensure that there are effective treatment pathways for DIP clients





Main issues arising from NAGs:


Anti-social behaviour


Speeding


Burglary





Main issues arising from Perceptual Research:


It is essential the police and the council do more to convince residents that they are dealing effectively with crime and disorder.


Residents should be made more aware of the actual levels of crime and disorder


There would appear to be a clear need for improved youth provision to help address the fears arising from perceptions around groups of youths
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