West Area Action Plan- Safe
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% of residents who
N consider peoplg belng. 32.7%|29.1%
Initial report to September Area drunk or rowdy in public
i 'drinki i i — Bill [spaces to be a problem
Target underage drinking Inves'tlgate the problem of 'drinking Bill Blackett Commlttee. Proposals _agreec_i for further|Further report in March 2010 — Bill [sp p
dens action. Further discussions with youth  [Blackett -
a ; % of residents who
gencies. id e
consider young peop 50 0%] 48.0%
hanging around on
streets to be a problem
Number of young
people contacted
through the Youth
Continuation of the work done through . Service
Phoenix project and secure longer Two year SIB funding proposal to be Citywide bid to all Area
Youth provision P Jf . llow § gf John Ord developed to allow the project to s ywie i N b d Number of young
term PrOJeCt undlng to allow for future enhance its provision ommittees in November - agree related incidents of anti 422 26.7| 45.8| 63.5| 53.3| 36.8| 35.2
planning social behaviour
Number of incidents of
fire related anti social
behaviour
% of people who feel 85% | 86%
safer
Visible Feedback on the success of
. Neighbourhood Wardens, which were ) - ’ R P . Rate of anti social
policing/reassurance/enforce sed in Sunderland North to imorove Graham Wilson |Citywide approach being developed eport to a future committee T At S 113.6 65.6 |105.1]137.6] 99.6 | 88.6 | 97.7
ment in hotspots u p behaviour incidents
the quality of life for local people
Crime Rate 82.5 59.1| 76.7 | 60.8 | 49.5| 65.0 | 76.7
YOS to develop proposals around Initial discussions have been held with Moet21::gsa?;z:i%dstgn?gzgﬁg to % of residents who feel
establishing a Community Payback the Youth Offending Service (YOS) who P . they can influence 26.3 | 27.3
L ) the Area Officer two weeks before A . .
. ) Scheme, where x amount of hours are have agreed that it is feasible for Area . decision in their locality
Community relations and . . ) : the next Area Committee. One
: ; awarded to the Area Committee to Simon Smart  |Committee to discuss and recommend a ) ) -
promoting community safety Lo ) . ) . s location will be chosen by the Area (% of residents who
allocate against improving the quality hotspot in their area that will improve Committee from the list presented. |strongly believe th
of life, via LAPs priorities i.e. removal the quality of life for local residents e.g. P - [strongly believe they 64.6 | 64

of graffiti

removal of gra

NB requests from victims of crime

will be given prior

belong to their
neighbourhood

Community relations and

promoting community safety

TAvestigate the sustamapity of
introducing Neighbourhood Watch
Schemes across the area and bring
back feedback to September 09

maoating

Insp Warcup

Report to September’s committee

Update progress on a quarterly

basis




