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REPEAT VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC BURGLARY

Summary

The government has put in place targets to reduce domestic burglary by 25% over the
six vear period April 1999 to March 2005. Central to addressing ‘repeat’ incidents
should be a strategy to avoid becoming a repeat.

Research by Safe in Tees Valley in 2001/2002 revealed the approach to domestic
burglary repeats across the Clevelard Police area and the Darlington Division of
Durham Constabulary was inconsistent and ineffective. This resulted in a poor
service 1o victims and an inaccurate recording of crime details. Responses were often
hampered by a lack of basic, timely information and no resources to address the
problem. The project outline developed the initial work and aimed to:

o Develop a way forward to prevent a first ime burglary victim becoming a
repeat victim.

& Reduce the number of domestic burglanes through highlighting
circumstances of repeats and the predictive characteristics.

o Provide tmely and effective intervention with repeats thereby improving
service to victims. |

*  [mprove partnership working through information sharing.

The problem was evidenced by:-

. Imterviews with wvictims and completion of @ comprehensive
queslionnaire,
. [Interviews with police officers at all levels.

. Analysis of Crime data identified the high proportion of repeat victims.
. Consultation with five Crime and Disorder Partnership Managers and

associated agencies.

* AL = Pedare Bosic Comswrnal Lindis |
CORP = Crima aad (ol Reduction Permership

G = Crime Prevesdion

BVFY = Rest Volue Performance Indicamr

B L = Soing Steaiegy ki

HMLC = Her Ligiastier Inspeciorae o Comsratwilery

Longhaurph 8L police tee Redoar and' Clevelond covncil area



Key lo the project was contact with and collection of data from repeat burglary
victims. Three factors were considered when assessing vulnerability and nisk:

» Property Type
# Localion
o Victim Characteristics

Response to the problem was achieved by:

» Early intervention on & daily basis (o identify and visil repeat victims.

» Undertake thorough security survey.

& Provide bespoke security improvement service to victims,

» Improvement of victim reassurance by spending time with victims, providing
advice and points of contact with police and other agencies.

« Develop a database 1o establish a profile of repeat victim/property
charactenstics.

» Interview twelve post custody burglars.

¢ A daily feedback to pariners agencies.

*  Regular media campaigns.

Impact of response and how measured?

* 250 victims received bespoke secunty improvements, the remainder receiving
advice and/or security lighting,

® 450 vigtims of repeat domestic burglary participated in the praject.

*  Vietims reassured — evidenced by letters of thanks.

*  First three months, post project term realised a

o 36% reduction in number of repeat burglaries (357 to 262)

o 27% reduction in first time burglaries (1913 to 1502)

* B = Police Busle Crmnsand il 2
CLIRP = Crimg and Disorder Reduction Parisership

LR = Crime Prevension Officer

BYPT = Bert Vilee Perfarmance Indécatir

JE[ -mmﬁ";“ﬂf

HALLE = Her Majesties bupeciorate af Constabulars

L"""""’“"Eﬁ B palice the Redear and Clevedomad council aree



Introduction

The Teess Valley comprises of four BCU's * within Cleveland Police area and the
Darlington Division of Durham Constabulary. This geographical area 15 serviced by
five Local Strategic Partnerships and CDRP’s * all co-terminus with each BCU. Safe
in Tees Valley 8 unique sub regional Community Safety Partnership acts as a catalyst
for many Crime Reduction and Community Safety Initiatives,

This project had active support from:

e All five CDRP Managers

» All five Police BCU"s from District Commander through to C.P.0"s*
* Victim Support Service

» Ape Concemn

& Youth Offending Team

* Probation Service

* Joint Strategy Unit

s Government Office North East

The project aimed to focus upon the victim, improve service to them and understand if
repeal victimisation is linked to characteristic of the persen living at the tfargef
property, or does the property make it more viulnerable to repeat victimisation?

In accordance with the SARA problem solving model, this project was subject to
constant review and modification. The project funded by Government Office for the
North East under the auspices of the Parinership Development Fund employed 1.5
project workers from 15% July 2002 until 31% March 2003,

* BCU = Pafiey Faxic Commaud el 3
CORP = Crimie and Divorder Redection Prrinership

CP.00 = Orime Prevesiiion ificer

BV¥P! = et Falwe Performance fadtcaree

LB = doid Sirategy Lt

FLMLE = Mer Mafestivy fapecsaran of Constabulory

Langhaurgh BT police the Redoar eed Clevelomnd counell are




All partners saw this high volume crime as a priority and in line with Government
Targets the CDRP’s identified this within their action plans 2002-2005. (Cleveland
No 4 in HMIC*Matrix of Indicators 2001-02).

There was no BVPI* and no clear definition of a repeat victim. It was agreed, with
pariners the definition of a repeat victim for purposes of this project would be:

Any Person who has been the victim of a dwelling house burglary or attempied
burglary within a rolling twelve month period

A kev part of the project was contact with and collection of data from all repeat
burglary victims. Three factors were considered when assessing vulnerability and
risk:

o Property Type
# Location

¢ Victim Characteristics

* BOU = Police Basic Camand [ nits 4
CDRE = Crime and Disorder Reduction Parmership

A0, = Crime Prevestion (hifeer

BEPY = Reast Vitue Perfoemancs fndicatr

S - Joim m Linif

HMILC = Her Majerties Inspecioraie of Convtabulery

Langbawegh UL pofice the Redear and Cleveland couseil sven



Scanning

The project commenced on 15t July 2002, The team embarked upon a period of

consultation to establish effectiveness of existing procedures. It also sought to gain

consensus as to the best way forward in bringing partners together in meeting ‘repeat’
issues in a co-ordinated and structured form. Both forces had three tiered responses in

place to deal with repeat victims. 1t appeared that only Darlington and Stockton were

adhering to them.

Uszing the SARA model a number of problems requiring remedial attention were

identified:

Tahle | - Problems, Besponse, Resubt

FProblam

Response/Resuly

BCLI's* retrieving repeat victim
burglury crime information

Centrally based project team provided timely and accurate
crime data o BCU's on a daily basis by accessing Crimes
Recording systems in both police forces

Differing levels of commitment

An agreed system of a priority approach implemented

to the problem of repeats across all BCU's, e victims visited with 24-48 hours,
survey undertaken, security improvements camied out
promptly

Confusion over information | Protocols mtroduced servicing the flow of data between

sharing agencies and scross BCL's — Police, CDREP's = and

Victim Support

Poor quality of crime report
details

Education and increased awareness of the need for
accurate and comprehensive recording delails

Mo accurate or detailed analysis
of who, what where or when the
problem was arising

Project team in associztion with 1.5.U.* took ownership
of analytical function in providing statistical data at a
foree, BOCU and ward level. Full breakdown provided in
the guise of

#  NMapping — geographical distribution
Trends

Hotspots
Prevalence

Charecteristics— victim/property/m.o,

- & = @

No funds for project to Target
Harden Properties

Negotiations with police and CDRP’s* ensured funding
for Target Hardening

¥ BOU = Polied Rasic Commond Diniis

CIMP = Crime asd Disorder Radusiing Paringrahip

CPO = Crime Prowmion (e
AVPf = Bewr Value Performance Indicaor
L& = Lainf Strmeyy it

HMULC = Her Wafestes upeerneas of Consbules
Lamglamurgh 010 policr the Rivear and CDowlaned comnril ares




It was accepted that these deficiencies required urgent and detailed attention. This
would only be achieved if dedicated resources eg. C.P.0O's, Crime Scene
Investigators, Research staff and Local Authority Community Safety Departmenls
were commilted to the project.

Ongoing consultation was the theme throughout this initiative with the Project Team
providing and receiving feedback as to progress and developments at individual,
group and orgamsational level.

¥ BCU = Polips Raxie Command [nits G
LI = Crime gnd [sorder Reducrion Parmership

CPQ = Crime Provweniion Offfeer

BVFS = fosr Value Performance fadicmor

S5 L = Joine Sereie Uil

HMIC = Her Mafestier Ingpectornte of Constibudary

I"Wﬂdhl'll'l BCL polive the Redear and Clevelond rossrs] aves




Analysis
The following methodology was adopted by the project team in its analysis:

o Desk Research ©
« Consultation
o Development of Working Practices

o Data Collection and Analysis lssues

Analysis confirmed that repeat domestic burglary was a significant problem across the
Tees Valley, compounded by the fragmented and uncoordinated approach, evidenced
across BCL's. Furthermore, inconsistent approaches by police officers and associated
partners resulted in a poor service delivery to victims. [t was established repeat
activity across the Tees Valley mirrored trends across first time burglary offences.

As can be seen at Table 2 local first time burglary trends are replicated nationally,

Table 2 Nationg] and focal domestic hunglary fgures

Narional Cleveland e fam
Year Burglary Burglary Burglary
F‘l'j'urr Fi'gm F:‘gure
QM) 442,603 717 4044
(k001 402,984 Ti38 3204
a2 430,361 g23s 4023
23 Taxl i0g3

{ Figure Tor 2703 nf)
Crime Data

The project team identified a discrepancy, in that the data search of repeat victims
from the Cleveland system suggested double counting. [In order to ensure accuracy
each record during the project term was re-examined, As a result, duplicate records

were consolidated into a single record to reflect an accurate figure.

U See Beature roview in appendicas sectian

= HCU = Poliee Rane Command Linitr 7
CORP = Crime and [Nierder Reduction Paringranip

CI0, = Crime Provenrion (8er

B¥PY = Raxt Virlwe Peeformance fndicmtor

AL = o Sirategy Dinit

HMIE = Ner Mofesties fespeviorate of Cassratulesy

Lunpbargh SO padice the Redcar and ©leveland council area
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A 21% reduction of the onginal figure was confirmed after the re examination
Cleveland Police are now reviewing the situation. This wall result in the introduction
of an additional standard report, consolidating any double counted record,

The project team throughout the initiative maintained a manual independent system,
which mirrored the findings of the re-examination, See table 3

Tahle 3= Kepest Funglary Sigures (21842 - 21001.03)

District T“‘“’:;mm Noo af repeats
Hartlepool 607 95
Middlesbrough 1033 233
Stockton 936 154
Langbaurgh 320 36
Total - Cleveland 2896 518
Dardington 318 17

Data received from Darlington used a victim only search. Findings indicated an
anomaly, By searching on location and victim, 7 additional repeat victims were
identified. It 1s essential that all relevant searches are carried out in order to ensure an
accurate reflection of the problem. This issue has been raised with semor police
managers at Darlington,

Repeat Burglaries

Table 4 represents the percentage of repeat burglaries against district totals. During
the project term there were 2896 offences of domestic burglary in the Cleveland area,
S1E (18%) were repeat victims,

"HCL = Putioe Bavie Commume ity B
F'“RF “ Crive o Divordler Redction Partmership

LR = Crime Prevennian (fficer

BFPY = fest Virlay Perfirmeamcy fidicom

LELL = Fodeas Kiratepy intd

HMIC, = Her dfayesies mspeciorate of Comriabuiary

‘ﬂ"ﬂh-l-ﬂ-'-l:.:ll BT police Mae Reckeor oo Cleveland conmeld area



Table 4 - % of repoats agminst district tot=] (21.8.02 - 21.01.03)

—P-___—_—

Toral no r
#um.exﬂ?r % of repents against
District B . No of répeats district demesiic
urglaries per
distri burglaries
Hartlepool a7 95 16%
Middlesbrongh 1033 233 21.5%
Stockion 036 154 16%
Langhanrgh 3120 6 11%
Darlington 38 17 %%
Table 5 identifies BCLI contributions to the problem
Table § - BOU % of problemn (21 8.02 - 21.01.0%)
; i % of repeats against
District Toral Mo nff:epcm No nf{epffs ner | %o of repests -
Jorcet Sforcewide
Hartlepoal 518 o5 18%
Middleshrough 518 233 45%
Stockion 518 154 30%
Langhaurgh 518 36 7%
Darlington n'a 17 nfa

Note Mk = de imevailable

Survey Information

All identified repeat vietims were visited in an attempt to bring them into the project.

T0% participated and personal data together with security information was collated for

analysis purposes, The Joint Strategy Unit, and a Research Officer at Safe in Tees

Valley analysed crime and survey data. Survey information revealed:

Ly _I'ﬂ L' = Pafiop Buie i mmmpngd { Ty

LINRP = Crime and Dirorder fedvenon Pavinarakip
CROL = Crime Provenrion (hffcer

BVPS = Bept Pl Myrfarmanee Indicaior

LEL = iy Srtegy Lnif

HM.LC = Her Majesties Insperwanare gf Conmabulary
l'.-m-"-bu.,.-_m_, -PI"'._I'.'_PAPJJE et Reafrar and (avadimd couied arpg




F

s Trends

» Hotspots
s Predictive characteristics

High crime is associated with socially deprived areas.

* BCU = Police Basic Command Lnits
CORF = Crime and Disorder foduction Parmership
PG, = Crimp Preveniion Gfficer
BYPS = Bext Ve Performance fndicator
JE L = doins Sreavegy [t
HMLE = Her Muajearies Daspecioeate of Constabalary
Langbaurgh 8CL palice the Redear and Cleveland cownci! aren
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Response

Through consuliation at practitioner and strategic level the project was taken forward.

A systematic and time banded project plan was established. The project life was nine

months, incorporating a five months data collection period. Key areas within the

process were:

Project Team provided repeat crime details to each BCU on a daily basis, from
computensed erime recording svstems,

Database and data sets were developed and maintained by the project team,
Districts adopted a high prionty response, delivered by C.P.O's. This
response was agreed by all BCU™s and CDRP's.

When C.P.0"s could not make contact with victim the details were referred to
the project team who would undertake victim visits,

Those victims who proved difficult to contact were written to on two
occasions with an average of up 1o five visits spread between the C.P.O"s and
the project team.

Bespoke target hardening was carried out with priority to vulnerable victims.
Convicted burglars were interviewed to establish what crime prevention
methods deterred them.

All completed questionnaires were returned to project team and entered onto
database for monitoring and evaluation purposes.

Project Team attended burglary task groups and other crime initiative
meetings to share good practice and provide project updates.

To generate and maintain press/media interest.

The resulting database provided detail of trends during project activity and established

& profile of repeat victim charactenistics that informed intervention strategics
throughout the Tees Valley sub region.

¥ BOU = Police asie Canvwand [aits 11
LI = Crine and Disorder Reduenon Partwership

LR = Crives Prevension (hficer

BVP = Rest Fafue Performance Indieamr

JELL = Saing Serasegy Lnit

HMLC = Her Maleitivs inypectorate of Constabulary

Lawghaurgh BCT/ podice the Redoer and Cleveland cosset crea



It was considered by the Project Team that the ‘offender element’ played a significant
part in understanding repeat domestic burglaries.  “No offender no burglary”. A
nuwmber of convicted burglars were interviewed in an attempt to establish what deters
them from committing a burglary. As a result arrangements were made, through the
Harilepool Dordrecht scheme to interview convicted burglars, all of whom had served
custodial sentences,

Fontmote The Hartlepool Dardrecht Initintive is a parinership between ihe local Police, the Probation Service, the
Health Autharity and other sgencies to reduce offending by persistent post cusiody adult burglirs in the Hartlepoed
g

BT = Polfee Roake Commamid [ airy 12
CORP = Clriwe ot Dingrder Ravkiction Furtrierthep

ClL) = Crime Priywniinn (ificer

BEPS = Woar Futwe Perirmance ndicatar

AL = Kot Strategy Linit

HAMIC, = Har Wogeniies frapecsrame af Conniabwliny

Lenghiwrgh 5L police e Rechoar and Clevefad counctl aren



Assessment

The project was costed and the project team with support of the police and local
authorities ensured adequate resources were assigned to the problem, (C.P.0'S. Local
Authority Community Safety Department staff and Analytical capabilities).

Ongoing consultation and feedback with partners were key elements for project
direction. Formal and informal meetings were held regularly, Amendments were
made to:

@) the composition of the survey report form
h) Project team taking over visits to victims (after accreditation by C.P.O's to
undertake surveys).

A minority of victims however failed to respond to any attempts at contact. Some
external surveys were therefore undertaken where property details only were obtained

in an effort to gather as much information as possible for project use.

Victims

I5 repeat victimisation linked to the characteristic of the person living ar the targer
property?

Single unemployed females in the 25-44 year age bracket appeared more likely 1o
suffer a repeat attack on their property.

* BCL = Police Becic Command ity 13
LI = Crimee ged [Nrorder Boducrion Parniershiy

LG = Crime Prevention (fficer

HYP = Ress Value Performance fndicmor

LEL = Joing Sreavegy (it

HALLC = Her Mygeaties fnspectorate of Constabulars

Lompthaursh RO pedive the Redear and Chewedend evuncil aren



Table § — Gender/Age eic (21802 - 21.01,03)

District Female Age 25-44 Unemployed Single
Hartlepool 48% 33% 39%, 19%
Middlesbrough 53% 34% % %
Stockion 43% 29%p 2T% 15%
Langbaurgh 50% 44% 35% 20%,
Darlington 50% 37% 25% 50%
Benefit Recipient

Benefit recipients were more likely to become a repeat victim. This research supports
this in all districts, with the exception of Darlington; where more victims were in

receipt of benefit than were not. See Table 7

Tahie 7 — Benelis Recipien! — victim survey daia

Banaht Recipier - Bunay Indoremathan

6 —_— ==

th

e __I"f-'[" = Poler Resic Commund Linics 14
CORP = Crime amd Dirorder Risdacthon Paringrship

CL = Crime Preveniion Officer

HYPY = Bent Fwlve Perforunce Dadimos

AL = Kokt Strnregy Limit

HAMIC = Her Majestiey fespectorate of Cosmelphuinry

Langhasrgh BCL pelice thi Revdear and Clevedord council orea




Property

“Does the type of property make it more valnerable to repear victimisation?"

Targeted properties were houses and more specifically older terraced properties
Methods of entry varied across the five districts and appeared 1o be dictated by age,
style and location. Middleshrough continued to suffer rear alleyway attacks, whereas
in Hartlepool and Stockton the front door was the popular point of eniry.

“Is vulnerability, in terms of repeat victimisation associated with specific
peographic locations?"

Domestic burglary would appear to have s concentralion in town centre areas, with

Middlesbrough experiencing higher levels.

o This project has ghown that, albeit not exhaustive, evidence indicates that it is the
peographic area, rather than the property which increases the probability of it being
burgled.

*  Analysis at ward level revealed that those areas with the highest burglary rates tended
o experience the highest percentage of ‘repeats’.

®  This initiative has shown that repeat victimisation tends to occur in those areas with
higher levels of poverty,

*  Repeat offences also occur m areas where there are less owner occupied houses and
more ‘other’ tenure properties, including those owned by private landlords. This
suggesis repeal viclimisation has an associshon with the less stable, more transient

population.

¥ BCUT = Palics Barie Command Uity 15
CORP = Crime aand Dineeder Redeenion Parisecmdg :
CPGL = Crime Prevennon (¥fcer
BIPY = Bt Wil Porfarmesce fndicanor
;"F'-ﬁi} = Joed Siraregy Lingg

WL = Her Moyestes frapecioraie of Constabalary

Larghawrph BOU police the Redear and Clavaiand coused anen




s Of 459 properties broken into 236 were at houses over fifty years old, compared to:

Froperty under [0 vears

Property 10-19 Years
Property 20-29 vears
Property 30-39 vears
Property 40-49 years

Reasons range from

-4
=&
-22
=44
= 66

.

o Older properties tend o have wooden windows/doors which are easier

for u burglar to force.

@ Many older properties are not maintained and again provide ease of
opportumity for the offender.

®  Window locks — the majonty of victims did have window locks fitted however this
has not stopped them bemng attacked; Middlesbrough and Langbaurgh demonstrated
that the preferred point of entry was via & rear window — see table 8.

Table B — Entry paints (21.8.02 - X1 0L 03

_— Front | Rear | Side | Patio | Fromt | Rear | Side “;':1‘:“’
door | door | deor | door | window | window | windaw fitted
Hartlepool 40%, 19%% 1% 5% 4% 23% 1% 2885
Middlesbrough | 29% 229 | 0..9% %% 4% 1% 1% 45%
Stockion 270 15%% 2% Th% 4% 24%, 2% 4%
Langhaurgh 20.5% | £% nil mil H% 35%, o 7%
Darlington 12.5% | 25% nil mil 12.5% 2504 nil 5%

& TS = Palice Basie Cobdedad [l 1 &

CI™ = Crime andd Dsonder Meduchon Parmaernigp

P = Criwe Prevesion Chfiees

BFP = Fesl Value Performnmee dicalor
JEL = Taing Sirebany el
HWLC, = Her Malerties Intpecioraie of Conriabwlory
Lawgivmegh SO podice the Redear and Clevedman councld ores



e Point of entry into property across the five districts appeared varied
and dictated by age, style and location.

* In view of the disparate points of entry consideration should be
given (funding permitting) to providing a bespoke service in
relation to security improvements. |n essence an odd timer switch,
door bolt or chain may be of some assistance, bul expenence has
found that bespoke target hardening is the only way forward., This
has been pccepted by all CDRP's who are in the process of
wentifying funds for this purposs.

* Terraced housing is more vulnerable than any other type of
housing, with mid terraced houses bemng the most open o attack
(not end terrace property).

= Analysis has indicated more houses without alarms are attacked, as
opposed to those fitted with a functioning system. Offenders
interviewed were ambivalent to alarms, but did indicate a limited

preference to break into property where no alarm was fined, see
table 9.

Tahle 9 - Alsrma {ined —vetm survey dols

Alarms el asd nol Dried

SRCU = Palive Bavie Commomd Units 17
CI = Crtve sl Dhianevler Beductian Parmersiup

C.RAA = Criwe Frevenfion Cificer

B = Besr Ve Performmes Indicame

SEL = ot Saremegry Ll

HALLT, = Her Moglesiivs napeciorate of Comfabalery

Lamgdargh B palice the Redeor o’ Clevelowd cowmet! aren




Table 10 clearly shows that the majority of burglar alarms were not in use at
the time of the repeat burglary, There is a clear need to educate the public into
the benefits of using an alarm system. This was addressed by media
campaigns and provision of specific crime prevention literature.

Tahle 10 - Alarms in use

‘Was altarm im usa ai fima of effince yeaing

Preventative Measures

SNecurity Lighting

Whilst there has been an increase in the use of internal timer switches during the
project term (Cleveland held a Light against Crime Campaign) there is still a need to
educate the public in relation 1o the use of oulside secunity lighting. The tables below
gives clear evidence to support this. Offenders did say security lighting deterred them.

* BCL = Palice Barie Commaond Limry 18
CRP = Crime aand Disovder Sodwction Peceership

P = Crime Pravention (fficer

SFi = Bent Vidve Performanee frioartor

SEL = foiwd Sirniegy Linit

HMLC = Her Majesnies fepecionne of Ciwslolulane

Lawghemrph BCL palive the Redear and Clevelomd councll ares



Timer Swirch information

Table 11 - Ixsernal timer switches
Disiries Total Ne. not having internal | Total No. not having timer
fimier switches (project term) switches Nov 2002
Hartlepool 30, 90%,
Middlesbroungh 5T% 97 %
Stockton 35% RO,
Langbaurgh 56% 100%
Darlington 1% 100%%
Table 1 - Enternal security lighting
Dt Freperty dl‘;g ”ﬁ :;w security

Hartlepool 41%

Middlesbrough 57%

stockton 48%

Langhaunrgh 47%

Darlington 25%

Windaow locks

41% of houses broken into did have window locks fitted — see table 13 Window

access 15 the second most popular choice of entry by burglars, It appears that window

locks are not acting as a deterrent. C.P.0's are aware of this and take note when

giving advica?

O = Pofive Basie Comsyend [

CORP = Crime and Divorder Reduction Partmeshide

CPA = Crame Frovestion (iffoer

FEPT = Benr Fafue Pevfvrmanee Indiglor

LRI = S SErargn Lair

KL = Mer Mgieriiss Tnupectoraie of Consfmbuilan
Famgtamrgh BCL podioe the Redome amd Clevelond cosme dod




Table 13 — window locks

Window Locks fitted

100

Neighbourhood Watch

93% of victims interviewed were unaware if schemes existed in their area. There is a
clear need to keep schemes focused and informed for them to be impactive in any
crime reduction programme. The sub region is now actively seeking a co-ordinator to

focus upon a more dynamic approach, with links to the National Intelligence Model.

Repeat Offenders

Twelve interviews with offenders revealed common themes about offender behaviour:

e The majority committed burglaries in their own locality and on foot “where
they felt safe”.

e 25% spoke of third party involvement., milkmen, taxi drivers and window
cleaners were responsible for supplying details of empty houses.
e Most were opportunist and decided on the spot to select a certain property.

e Alarms do deter them, but one did speak of foaming boxes and cutting wires.

* BCU = Police Basic Command Units 20

CDRP = Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnership

C.P.0. = Crime Prevention Officer

BVPI = Best Value Performance Indicator

J8.U. = Joint Strategy Unit

H.MI.C. = Her Majesties Inspectorate of Constabulary

Langbaurgh BCU police the Redcar and Cleveland council area




Double glazing did not deter them, as some double glazed windows can be
*popped’ quite effortlessly.

Securty lighting does act as a deterrent. A house in darkness is classed as an
open invitation. External lights such as Dusk “til dawn lights, which create a
permanent pool of light, do create problems. However Passive Infra Red
lights, can be pushed aside, letting them work in darkness.

Noise does concern them, but they are prepared to force a window/door -
“who takes any notice of one thud™. Once inside a property their first priority
is to 1dentify their egress,

They will put a chair or similar object against the door in the room where they
are working to frusirate any entry by the occupier.

T0% decided not to retum to the same address as they assume that the
householder would have tightened up security.

30% returned to the same property to steal items identified on their first visit.
They now know the layout of the property and felt that they had secured a

successful escape route.

Apathy

During the project it was essential to gather as much information from viclims as
possible, When C.P.O"s failed to make contact with the victim, they referred the
details 10 the project team for them to pursue the matter. The project team would

telephone, write, cold call, leave calling cards and send an ‘opt out” letter (this gives a

specific appointment time when a project officer will call, putting the onus on the

victim to either keep the appointment or re-armmange).

responded, the explanations offered were varied:

o  Some meant to reply but had forgotten.
» (Others said they could not be bothered.

» A shrug of the shoulders with no reason given.

* They had not thought it important or a priority.

* BCL = Police Sav'e Conwsesd [iels

CIM = i gtnd Divorder Reduction Parisership

CP = Crime Prevesiion Cifioer

HFP = Rest Fatwe Perfismmance fndicare

dEEL = fotwe Srategy el

HMLE = fer Mglrider Inipectoate o Congiabadiry
Langbuerph FOU podive the Redear and Clevedmad councid orea

When asked why they hadn't
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* “What can the Police do™ — they are too busy to care.

11% failed to respond to any attempts at contact whatsoever. On a few occasions
appointments were made, and although there was quite clearly somebody ai home
they would not answer the door. This prompts the question “why?" Police officers
often have a “gut’ reaction to the validity of the offence. However, these ‘thoughis’

are not recorded as a matter of course.

= Officer’s should investigate rather than simply take a report.

*  Was il a false report in the first instance? — The “victm 7" uncomfortable with
the extra attention given.

*  Would they resist contact with anyone from an official office?

* Do they have criminal connections and will therefore oppose any contact with
the police?

Predictive Characteristics

Rescarch suggests there are many characteristics that can inform partners as to “who'

could be a potential repeat victim of a domestic burglary

These characteristics if recognised in the first instance, could prevent a first time

burglary victim become a ‘repeat victim”,

These charactenistics include:

» Single person (26%)

»  Benelit recipient (32%)
* Female (49%)

o Aged 25-44 years (33%)
*  Unemployed (31%)

"I = Police Baric Corowand Linis 79
CHRF = Crime gl Disander Rechenon Partme ribsip =
CRER = Crime Preveriion Cfficer

RIP = Hest Palwr Perfisrmminer Tmdficinor

SELE  Jnine Narategy Dt

HAMLC. = Her Mafevises Inmpeciarane of Cireriabaliary

-rmll o .ll'.lnlllll.'\l' il Moy cod ¢ e lomad councal anea




e Property over 50 year old especially Victorian back to back housing
(51%).

* Temraced Housing (39%).

s  Wooden windows/doors (56% & T6% respectively).

«  Not owner occupied (48%).

» Entry via rear window or front door (28% & 29% respectively).

»  Security Lighting/timer switches not in use 51% & 49% respectively).

This list, merely describes the typical characteristics of most personal circumstances
of residents in the deprived, high burglary areas of the Tees Valley. Table 14 displays
closer amalysis al distnct level showing features most vulnerable to repeat

victimisation,

Feafuoie

Percentages reflect data from survey questionnaires

* ACL = Podire Raxic Cowmamd Uinits k]
CORF = Crime and (sarder Radurdian Parmershie

CLP 0 = Crises Prevemtion (cer
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SELL = Toine Seretegy Liwdl
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Table 15 (see appendix section) also illustrates individual characteristics specific 1o
each district but includes relevant figures. The salient points from the survey report
were included. In an attempt to collect as much mformation as possible, some
cxternal surveys of properties were underiaken when vietims were unavailable. This
enabled details to be gathered which related to windows, doors natural surveillance
etc however victim data could not be obtained.

Victims should be singled out for closer atlention when identified as a repeat,
mechanisms are required to identify and act on these indicators following first time
burglaries. A truly preveniative strategy would identify this vulnerable group and
proactively assist them to reduce their risk before the potential event,

* B = Fafice Rese Cowmimn' [inss 24
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The project has made an immediate impact in the following areas:

Comparisons were made between the 1% three months of the project term and the 1*
three months post project term:

36% reduction in repeat domestic burglary (357 1o 262).

27% reduction in domestic burglary (1913 to 1502).

¢ Evidence of improved victim satisfaction in relation 1o service provided by all
partner agencies,

¢ An acknowledgement by all partner agencies that the project has provided a

consistent and structured way forward in tackling burglary and repeat burglary

activity.

The Police Standards Unit recognising the merits of this project are supporting an
opportunity for Cleveland Police to put in place a composite Force model dealing with
burglary with an emphasis on repeats from report through to investigation. This pilot

scheme will then be rolled oul nationally to all Forces,

&= T = Povlice Basic Comenemid Limiis 25
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Conclusions

A Director of Crime has been appointed in the Cleveland force area and has
ownership of burglary, As a result of the research the following recommendations
were offered to all partners as a potential way forward in reducing both first time and
Repeat domestic burglary activity,

* A strategy to prevent repeat domestic burglary should incorporate an approach
to prevent the first time burglary victim becoming a repeat,

* The rescarch team identified good practice within Langbaurgh, which has in
place a team with a cross section of skills responding to the issue of burglary
and repeat victimisation. Throughout this initiative it has been suggested other
districts may wish to assess the merits of Langbaurgh's approach,

= First time burglary victims should be dealt with to a consistent standard and
utilising predictive characternstics potential repeat victims could be identified.

*  Aide memoirs should be available to every officer ensuring consistency when
dealing with burglary and repeat issues,

* BHespoke secunity measures for victims are essential,

& Where victims are proving difficult to contset an “opt out’ letter should be
considered  This provides the vicim with an appointment time when an
officer will attend, thereby putting the onus upon the victim to re-arrange

=  Mult skilling officers would prevent numerous calls by staff from different
departments, who may not necessarily liaise with one another to share vital
information, Officers ane encouraged 1o challenge potential spurious repeats
and be robust in their questioning of *victims'.

* Darlington Division should consider reviewing their identification critenia, e.g
undenake a location search.

* Cleveland Folice 1o review levels of repeat victimisation in light of problems
identified with double counting

s Replacement doors and windows etc should of an appropriate standard

*BCL = Folfce Baric Commond L 26
CERF = Crime o Dvrordes Redicior Parineeaing

C PG = Crime Prevemian Officer
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* Regular analysis of burglary and repeat burglary activity needs to be a
constant in terms of location and volume ~ the problem is fluid

+ Respond to burglary 1o be consistent and commensurate with vanations of
victim and property attacked, ¢.g wvulnerable victim, walk in, distraction,
bogus official and void property.

*HCL = Podiee Barac Cosmmrand Linrde 27
CORF = Crime amd D¥rovdler Snduction Parmessiipe
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Table 15 — Predictive Characteristics by District
HARTLEFOOL Mmm_.ﬁﬁnnunu STOCKTON =mnmmui1 DARLINGTON.
1 e { gk o i L W 2 O == ]
e R e e Li R uJ ‘Fu" 1’.' wa
| Re 1% 51% I™H 65% -
Owner Clecupied - = 5 = 509,
Over 50 years old 51% 63% 2%% 63% BT %
i of council! 410 - . . -
Jﬂ'vnte
Council Housing - 33% - -
Assoc
Private Housing = - = - 5%
Termriced 53% 450 7% - -
End Termaced 3 - : 299, -
Semi Detached - - - - Sl
Has rear alley 613 45% 9% 20% 25%
House 650 TG 65% £4%% T55%
Eﬁi:ius OPERANDI
Entry — insecure 40% - 27% - %
Franl doar
Force rear Door - - - - 25%
Force rear window - 3% - 35% 25%
Distraction 5% e % nil 12%
| burglary
| Bogus Official 1% 2% 39 il 12%
Property Occupied £ 35% % 5% 25%
E-" 31 3 nN 1 ¥ .- ..... ¥
Alarmed - yes 13% 13% 2d% [ 555 12%
External Security 21% 2% 5%, 6% 15
lights - yes
Window Locks yves 28% 4355 405 4T% T5%
Property Security ¥% S% 5% 1 E% 17%
marked — ves
Kncw of % % 12% 6% 25%
Neighbourhood
Watch — ves
Internal timer 12% 505 B 18% nil
Ewitches — yes
'.::... K
2444 years 31% 34 I3 44% EE
rEmqu 48% 53% 49% 50%: 0%
Unemplayed 38% - - 35% "
LEmployed - 1% 28% - 0%
Receiving Benefits 345 4% 24% 50% 509




Saf REPEAT BURGLARY DWELLING PROFILE FORM &

APPENDTX 2

_in Tees Valley

SECTION 1- VICTIM DETAILS T
Surname: Forename(s): ] DOB: J ]Age: J
Address: T
o
Postcode: | r Contact Tel No: |
Gender: Victim’s employment status: Partner's employment status: Marital status:
Male D_{_{] Employed l:l ) Employed D'{u Married I:I )
Female | | g Unemployed [ ] o : Unemployed [ ] Single | g
Retired D B Retired- I:I - Divorced/Separated [ ] ¢
Ethnici.@:.‘:!:(Enteroode} Student D'@} Student D.m Widowed D {4
Other 'D_{EJ ‘Other D{S}
Is the victim an asylum seeker? Yes D m  No Dm Is the victim a benefit recipient? Yes I:[ i No D-'m
Does the victim receive help with Is the victim disabled/suffering from
Council Tax payments? Yes [Jo No[Ja severe health problems? ' Lo N e
SECTION 2- PROPERTY DETAILS _ -
Age of property: [ 1] vears) Length of time at current address: ||| | (vears) [_J[_| tvonths)
Total number of occupants: || Number of occupants aged under 16 years: [ |
Dwelling Type: House [ ] Building Type: Detached [ ]
(Select one only) Bungalow [ | @ (Select one only) Semi Detached [ ]
Flat [ o Link Detached [ ] ¢
Communal Home || ¢ Terraced [ |
Domestic Garage I:[ (5) End Terrace D s}
Other [_] s Please speciy Mult-storey [ |
Location Type: Private housing ]:] 1) Tenant type: Homeowner [ ]
(Select one anly) Council/Housing Association (HA) D @ (Select ane only) Council Tenant D @
Mixof both [ | HATenant [ | o

Private rented [ |
Sheltered Accom || )

Does the property have good natural surveillance? Front: Yes Dm No Dm Rear: Yes Dm No th}
Is the property well maintained? Yes [ ]y No [Jo
Are the grounds well maintained? Yes [ 1o No [ o
Is the property adjacent to fields? Yes [ o No [ o



Is the property adjacent to a trachipath? ve [ M a
Does the propery back onto a rear alley? Yes [Jo Mo [
Is the property in an isolatedirural area Yes [Jm Mo [m
SECTION 3- OFFENCE DETAILS E
i R — —
Force Ref No: Date(s) of offence(s):
Time of offencea: Day of offence: e
Pasnt of entry: Frant Do |:| o Rear Window D &
(elect o o) RearDoor | | m side Window | | o
SideDooe [ | OfherDoor | | m  Pissos spaciy
PaioDoor [ | Other Window | | m  Pleass sacky
Front Window [ | m Otherentrypoint [ | g Pesse seciy -
Was an implementused?  Yes || ;i ety N [
Property stokan: None [ ] Home entertainment equipment || »
(Tick bt ngph] JewelyOmaments [ | Garden equipmentiools || m
Cloting [ Computing equipment [ m
Cash D i Sports equipment D o
CreditBank cards D = Diomestic appliancas D L] !
WineFood [ | m Other [ (1n Plase specily
Approx cost of property stolen: | lpwmmﬁﬂupﬂnummﬁ:[
Is the property O
al Fﬂ, Yas I:I;., Mo [ |m  Wasitin use atthe time of the offence? Yas No [ a
o
4
Was the incident an attempted burglary? ~ Yes [ o %0 [ln
Was the incident a distraction burglary? Yes [Joo Mo [w
Did the incident invelve a bogus official? Yes [ |y M [m
Was the property occupied at the fime of the offence? Yee. [ ] Mo [a
M
Are the premises regularly unoccupled - Between § a.m. and 12 noon? ves [Jw , Llm
Between 12 noon and 5 pm? Yes D it I: D W
D
Between 5 pm. and § p.m? Yes I:Il'l f:]l L__|rr
Between 9 pm. and 12 am? ves [ | r; (a
N
Between 12 am and § am? ves [ a [la
Has the occupher been burgled before during the past 12 months? Yes [|m Mo [J=
I yes, how many times at this sddress: [ How many times at other addresses: || Wing




APPENDIX 2

Es_scrm 4 - SECURITY SURVEY

Perimeter Does the property have a perimeter - Fance? Yag [ Jn M e
Wall? Yer [m M [a
Hedge? Yes |:||-J Mo Dﬂ
Additional information:
Qutbuilfings  Does the property have a garage? Yes [ |m o [ a
Does the proparty have a shed? Yes [ N [ ]
Are the outhuildings attached? ves [ N [
Are the outbuildings alarmed? Yes [Juw M [Ja
Are the outbuildings n good repair? Yes [ Im Ne [Ja
Ara there any other physical security messures? Yes [ ] No [
Addifional information:
Alarm If property s alarmed, is the alarm: Local signaing? [ ] Remote signaling? [ ]

Additional information:

Lighting Does the property have security lighting? Yes [ ]y No [
If yes, where? (Tick al thet s Frant [_] i Rear [ | side [ |
If yes, what type? (Tok atthatapsty)  Dusk Uldawn [ s PR [ ] Timer [ = Swikhed [ |
Is the property iluminated by street ighting? ~ Yes [ Ju, Mo [

' Additional information:

Daors Doortype: Woad [ |, Auminm [ ]n UPVC []a  Seel [ Other [ s
Locktype:  Mull [ | 23k [ ] Stever [ ]m Cyinder [ ]
Is the door glazed? Yes [Jw Mo o
Is there glazing adjacent to the doar? Yes [ Mo [a

B dditfonal information:

Windows Window type: Wood [ | Muminum || e [m Steel [flm




Ara window locks fitted? Yes [ | Mo [|m  Arethewindowssecure? Yes [ | Mo [,

| Addiional information: I

[la
[a
|:||.-|
[
L=
DI-‘:
|___.!|:!1

Contants Aro the home contants insured? Yes
Is any property Security marked? Yes
Is there & safe? Yes
Are any valuablas photographed? Yes
Is the property coverad by NHW? Yes
Are any property seral numbors recorded? Yas
Are any lights operated by a timer? Yias
| Additional information:

I__SEETHJH 5 - RECOMMENDATIONS/REFERRALS el ozt R _—I
Are other agencias to ba notified? Yes |:| iij Mo |:| &

EEEFF

=
=

0o0000d

=
(=]

If yos, pleasa give details:

Are target-hardening measures required? Yes [ No [ Im

If yes, please give details, ' o o _|
including approximste costs:

Does the occupier agree to the work? Yes o #e [m

Signatura of occupant: | agree to this information being used by Safe in Tees Vallay and any approoriate third parties for the
purposas of this propact

Additional information or
observations:

Hes an intefligence log bean submitted 7 Yas E- i Ma | o

Hame of person completing form: |__ _ i __—.|

Signed: | i Date: | |




APPENDIX 3

CLEVELAND
POLICE

SAFE IN TEES VALLEY
TARGET-HARDENING PROJECT

AUTHORISATION TO PASS INFORMATION TO ABOVE PROJECT

TELEFHONE NUMBER.

e NG e
(READ TO VICTIM)

‘This is (insert name) | understand that recently you were a wvictim of
burglary/attempted burglary (delete as appropriate). Cleveland Police are
engaged in a partnership with Safe in Teas Valley who are in a position to visit
your home to conduct a security survey of your home with a possibility of
arranging, free of charge to you, the installation of certain security measures
which hopefully will stop you being the wvictim of any further crime. The reason
| am ringing you is that it is a requirement under Data Protection legislation
that before | can pass on your details to Safe in Tees Valley | must have your
consent.

Do you wish me to pass on your details?

ANSWER  YES NO

| {insert name), an employee of Cleveland Police hereby certify that the above
named authorised me via a telephone conversation 10 pass on details of the
above numbered cnme report to (Michelle Evans/Brian Neale) an employee of
Safe in Tees Valley

TIME ... . IS TR TP bR L b LSt SR Ry




SAFE IN TEES VALLEY
TARGET-HARDENING PROJECT

AUTHORISATION TO PASS INFORMATION TO ABOVE PROJECT
NAME

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE NUMBER:
Crime No

READ TO VICTIM}

This is (insert name) of Durham Constabulary &t Dardington Police Office. |
understand that recently you were a repeat viclim of burglary, Durham Constabulary
are engaged in a partnership with Safe in Tees Valley who can arrange. free of
charge to you, the installation of cerain security measures which hopefully will stop
you being the victim of any further crime. The reason | am ninging you is that it is a
requiremeant undar Data Protechion legislation that before | can pass on your details
to Safe in Tees Valley | must have your consant.

Do you wish me to pass on your details?'

ANSWER YES MO

| {insent name}, of Durham Constabulary hereby certify that the above named
authorised me via a telephone conversation to pass on details of the above
numbered crime report to Michelle Evans/Bnan Meale an employee of Safe in Tees
Valley,

DATE: TIME

(o RO RN T peE PPN
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REPEAT BURGLARY DWELLING PROJECT @ .

&R

_ i Tram Yalkey
i

Safe in Tees Valley
Third Floor
Christing House
Tharnaby

Stockion On Tees
TS17 6DA

Tal: 01642 306699 '

Date
Dear

| was very oy 1o here thal you have recently been the vicim of a domestic burglary. Our records show
that your property has been targeted more than onca over the past 12 months. Mational analysis of
domestic burglanies has highlighted the potential vulnerability of burglary victims being re-vicimised within
a shor penod of ime unless preventative action is taken, By looking al your current level of home security
we can perhaps idenfify areas for improvement and thereby reduce the risk of a repeatition.

As part of a scheme administerad by Safe in Teas Valley and funded by the Government Office for the
Morth East, a project team is offering repeat burglary victims the oppartunity of having a polica/profect
oificar atlend their home fo carry oul & brief security survey. The survey will take about 15 minutes and is
free of charge. We will then offer you advice on how to make your homa more sacure and you may be
eligible fo have some free securily improvements camed out. | is enfirely at your discrefion whether you
act upon the advice offered, bul if you do it will reduce the possibility of you becoming a victim of
burglary again.

| would be obliged if you would contact me on the above number or return the reply slip enclosed so that a
visitcan be arranged. All officers will carry proof of identity and any information gathered will be treated in
the sinclest confidence.

| look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sinceraly

inspector Graham Strange



APFENDIX &

@E@ REPEAT BURGLARY DWELLING PROJECT
b Ty Vil

Safe in Tees Valley
Third Floor
Christine House
Thaenaby
Stockton On Tees
T517 60A
Tel: 01642 306685

date

DCear

| was very sormy to here that you have recenfly been the victim of a house burglary. Our records show that
your property has been largeted more than once over the past 12 months. National figures or house
domestic burglaries has highlighted the fact that victims have the potential to become a victim again within
a shor paricd of lime unless preventative action is taken. By looking at your current kevel of home security
we can perhaps idenlify areas for improvernent and thereby reduce the risk of a repetition.

As part of a scheme administered by Safe in Tees Valley and funded by the Government Office for the
North East, a project team is offesing repeat burglary victims the opporiunity of having a policaiproject
officer attend their home bo carry out a brief security survey, The survey will take about 15 minutes and is
free of charge. We will then offer you advice on how o make your home more secure and you may be
eligibde to have some free security improvements carried out. It is entirely at your discretion whether you
act upon the advice offered, but if you do it will reduce the possibility of you bacoming a victim of
burglary again.

A project Officer will VIS YOUON... . oo i i s i s et If this is inconvenient
could you contact me on the above telephona number,

All officers will carry proof of identificafion & any information gatherad will be freated in the siriclest
confidence.

| loak forerard fo seeing you.

Yours sincerely

Michelle Evans
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10" February 2003

. PC Mick Garvey

Crime Prevention Officer and
Architectural Liaison Officer
Middlesbrough Police Office
Dunning Road
Middlesbrough

TS1 2AR

Dear PC Garvey

Thank you so very much for all the assistance you have given me since | had two

burglaries.

[ really appreciate the dusk to dawn lights that you had fitted for me. Please
would you also thank or managing to obtain funds to have a galc
fitted between the house and the garage. as done an excellent job,

and I feel mech more secure.

I can’t express how I really fee! about the assistance you have given me and it is muly
appreciated. Thank you very much!

Yours sincerely




- %
= ......_.._..—.,.lu_r..u_ﬂu_ i A%l W

1
W S

TS snd suis

..uﬂ..mt...IL..,:_JUﬂle ﬂJ_,,.l.__ =) SPuocooecny

{
i e | MRS SSaUPUY g oy
W, IS O} Biou © AU 17 Ay WO | Swm __HHW._C_LUFU;H = B U
Ll Wi Wu:.w = V== JJ.U(.H
.WUE_.J“..__-: I|,_____JL_._ 1 m..m.,ln.“_.__-......_l,u..lu_ _..Hw._n“l.._ ___.Mu._..l_...r.Hu
s Ao N0 Mud poyy ceony
;__MEHHW_U___L:__ 2o od -

SNy T {i.ruﬂ” A,W,Lfﬂ_rhru[_lu_. mJ,_.JMlJ.
| __.,J._d_.mJ. o .U.Ud_..:_ ..u_..m._.J_"..I;.U.__._.J.Una{.. 1

E ]

.ﬂ.nm.__}__ﬂr.__.ﬁu . el =

A R TN . e



PROTECT aktmed at mmgmg
lout the misery of r=peat bur-
|aries for some of the most wnal-
perable houssholders In Dar-

naing

The praject - capcelved ned
develo b the Safe I Tees
alley anganisation = Envolves
detatled pesearch o ideniify
amcteristics of vulnerable
ehalds in oeder o develop
dels for incervention o pre-
them hecoming repeat vic-

It hag been fnanced by the
ovarnment Ofice for the
hart of Cheviland and Darkimg-
gin palice.

Oither partnemn contributing
o thie e inchade the crime
d rder prevention part-
rehips of Stockion, i

Multiple burglary victims
quizzed for research project

el 10 Brian Meale
hils 1eam and members of the
five police divisions ke al-
feady started visiting peopla
'.-'hu{uw: reperisd mors than
cne break-in an thalr homes.

Mr Meale sabd: "Panicipation
s ervtirely yoduniry bat the e

nsa bins been excellent and
teaums s confdemt of che full
co-operation of the victims.

“While the full repare of the
research will not be published
unE March, the data collectsd
s alveschy Indorming ew secu-
rify measanes at local level.”

He added: *To be burgled
amc 1 had encugl, but when it
happens two ar even thres
Urmies then it can have a terzthle
effect an peopli’s Hes,

“While: this is proning 1o be 2
harowing praject for s, we do
have the glu incentve of
knowing the information we

g will be invaluable in

Conéeimn ing the: palles protect & re-
tion ser- u]|}'h Inera e section of our
oo De f dluler

]

pinesezy, Novambar 28, 2002

LURGLARY victims are 1o
t & personal home se-
arity overhaul,

Tha Safe in Tees Valley pro-

| five break-ins in the anea
e repieal burglaries,

Smw the £26,000 scheme s
address fear of crime and

lppma ehed by crime pre-
hnnnmnﬂi:crs. wiio Fl.'-'ﬂl
“ey the property and give
pn:.a o0 beef up securion
e funding may alse
ow for new locks, lights,
8 ahd other sacuriy
tasures 1o be mstalled,
{is haped vicims can be
proached as soon as 24
|-l.I'§ after the last Incident
"oject manager Brian
= gadd: "We want to make
fUme feel someons e

- themselves

taking them serioislk:

“We noed 1o reduce fear of
crime as well &8 actual in-
cidents. Peopie must be
awmre of how to minlmisé the
possibility of being a victim
and take responsibility for

The  HRepaat  Burglary
Schame mlso u;j:E]ﬂl_é
Home (Hflcs funding 1o look
at dally crime reports and
anafyse why erime pccurs, It
is hoped patierns can be es-

tah s0 betier solutions
{:E}E Tound.

Bentiey, Eramime
direetor of the in Ten:ﬂ

Valley project, said: "This {5
all about the victm, finding

aill who is at rlsk and ap-

Emag sclence 1o prevent it
B

; -l
It is hw:fdaﬁr;;rnnﬂnn will

elso expose spurious

with esuncils and Insursnes
companies, The project nins
untl Apl 2003

joming in
on burglars

Serere e

1ms

to hel

-Pro_j ect team a
police reduce burglaries

&

APPENDIX 7

Crinee prevention measures
are kg Llen whils U sy

kealdng at cope {aaues”

It can bave a terrible effoct on

peopla’s lves ™ ha said.

have a higher deprivation
Ueani others"” sabkl propec

mealnsger Mr Moale

already

By

amergel, The worst hiL areas

Lieristics

By CHRIS BRAYSHAY

police inspesior s

g bo eaime up with a Blogs-

AFORMER

h

“Whilst this ks proving o be

fghting partnership Safe in ara Middleshrough and Slock-

priot te help polies and coun-
cils daleal arrglars

“If you tend to Uve in an end
terraced hovse and are out for

asignificant

uly by

» With east Clave-

he project in-

L
volves detafled research tm

g and have dp-
: “What we [
& bl s relues s
I|.z'|.|:'|'|--
thiaje

aited o burglar in hig al-

Br Meabe sajd:
‘e, reducs regeat -
aml b penssare [y

are laokin

Incidence of burglary. and,

tempt to break linlo the snme
haowga whtlalsy howra,
lic Bt wee app Hsops wor

YEY i3 rundbs
SV A

glary,

i parinerahip”

I

*The

king burglary

nvalualbiles i
seriously and that we are

polics profect a re-
rable saction of our
Meale added:

Toadbiack is poople are plapsed

Frowing project for ua, we
do have the huge ncentive of

wu

knowing the information we
T i
Mr

galher will be i
=

A
hedpin
alky

Ppens (lhat we are ta

IL-W'I-DI theday, at
¥, ¥Ou are marg
parlicu-

"o be bargled snee is bad

A parson ving slone or &
enougl, but when it ha

slngle parent can be
larky valnerahia

likely o become a victim ™
two or even three times then

waork ar st

5 and
' than

[ollowed clos
gton bringing

Hartlepoal

Burglars are targeling town
cenire ferraced hoe {
“One characteristic of buy-

hiousing estales, rtho

the lealy suburba,
ilaries is they are tending ta
be concenlirated in areas thal

lom,
land mnd Darlin
up the rear,

moport §s not ont until

he teamm 15 warkingtls way
March, baul comman charae-

throwgh a list of 319 wictims to

T

& by the Government Ofics

for the Maorth-EasL
whom they wish Lo spenk. [1s

idemtify characterlatics of wl-
aErabde houseiwbds. 1L ks fund:

Teesz Valley,

Tl

Retired Cleveland Police
aaie, his pro-

i polics allicers
Eharies in an atbempt
mndels showlng po-

& and councils where and

alflcer Beisy b

et Leam
The bralnehild of the orims

how resources should be di-

ire wiEiting the victims of re
rectnd

peal bur
Lo bl Ik
lie




By MIKE UNDERWOOD

CLEVELAND is al the-summit of a
national league of shame for
pmdun:ln;g, prolific crooks.

Ihe area s double e national | -
average of repeat offenders pes-1 000
p-t'l:llpﬁ'crlﬂd sits scond in the table -
wiell ahead of lger crime hotbeds sach
as the London N .r_|_'|:|p-e1llla1'|. Greatet
Mamnchester and Thames Valley apsas,

But police chials are taking action (o
drastically slash the number ol
pesistent gifenders

Cheveland Police Auilerity chairman

Ken Walker sald the suthority will work -

clasgly with the police, and other
agencies in the criminal justice system
a3 poit of a Governmeni cta:i-:luwu on
repeat sffenders,

Hee said: “The fgures on the level af
persistent ofendems within the:
Cleveland forcs reflect the genofal |

challengs of high crime levels we face.™"
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