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CrimeAll Crime in Bridge - 

% Change over 2010/11 Baseline (Rolling 12 Month)
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*Refers to December 2012 compared to December 2011

•In December 2012 (compared to December 2011) All Crime in Bridge was down 6.25% (5 crimes, see above RAG rating). 

•The above baseline graph compares All Crime over the previous 12 months to a 2010/11 baseline.  The wards steady 
improvement against this measure is highlighted.

•Year to date (compared to the corresponding period last year) All Crime in Bridge is down 21.92%.
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All ASBAll ASB in Bridge - 

% Change over 2010/11 Baseline (Rolling 12 Month)
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*Refers to December 2012 compared to December 2011

• In December 2012 (compared to December 2011) All ASB in Bridge was down 3.56% (3 calls, see above right RAG 

rating). 

• The above graph compares All ASB over the previous 12 months to a 2010/11 baseline.  Broadly speaking there has 

been a lot of improvement since March 2012, however looking at last month, improvements appear to be slowing.

• Year to date (compared to the corresponding period last year) All ASB was down 22.4%.
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Cleanliness Index
This graph shows the position of your ward compared to other Wards

Cleansing Index Scores - April to December 2012
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December 2012

Average Year To Date

Target (Neighbourhoods as

clean as City Centre)

Ward Average Year to Date

The “neighbourhood as clean as the city centre” benchmark target on cleanliness is to achieve a score of 86% in every ward. The 

86% target is shown in red in the above graph.

To calculate the Cleanliness Index (CI) an agreed number of transects are surveyed across an area covering a range of land types. Each site 

surveyed is awarded a cleanliness grade based on a 7 point scale from A to D where Grade A: – no litter, and Grade D: - heavily littered. The 

maximum possible score of 100 is achieved when all sites achieve Grade A. 

The Code of Practice for Litter and Refuse (COPLAR) requires councils to strive to reach an ‘acceptable’ standard of cleanliness (grade B or 

better) across the Council area. Grade A is the ultimate goal and is how a site should be immediately after sweeping but is almost impossible 

to maintain for any length of time. For example, a grade A site is completely free of litter – one cigarette butt takes it down to B+.

To achieve the manifesto commitment of Neighbourhoods as clean as the City Centre a target of 86 is required as that was the CI for the City 

Centre in May 2011. To give some context if all areas surveyed achieved a grade ‘B’ standard, this would equate to a cleanliness index of 67.
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Cleanliness Index

•All data refers to a comparison with the previous 
year’s month

•It is proposed that performance over time graphs 
be used for each indicator

•Historic data for comparison is not available for 
dog fouling
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Graffiti Reports •All data refers to a comparison with the previous 
year’s month

•It is proposed that performance over time graphs 
be used for each indicator

•Historic data for comparison is not available for 
dog foulingGREEN
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Fly Tipping •All data refers to a comparison with the previous 
year’s month

•It is proposed that performance over time graphs 
be used for each indicator

•Historic data for comparison is not available for 
dog foulingGREEN

AMBER

Increase 

of 2550 incidentsRED

Incidents of Fly Tipping

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

April May June July August September October November December

Month

N
u

m
b

e
r 

o
f 

In
c

id
e
n

ts

2011-12

2012-13

2011-12 Trend

2012-13 Trend



19

Unemployment Rate 

This is an edited version of a report produced by: Geoff Oxendale, Information and Research Officer, Nottingham City Council

NB: Wards are ranked from 1 (highest Rate of JSA claimants) to 20 (lowest Rate).

Area

Number Rate City Rank Number % Number %

Berridge 1,030 7.1 7 -11 -1.1 67 7

Dunkirk and Lenton 253 2.3 19 -7 -2.7 -20 -7.3

Radford and Park 754 4 17 -14 -1.8 -13 -1.7

Sherwood 544 5.1 13 2 0.4 -66 -10.8

Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey 143 1.4 20 4 2.9 5 3.6

Wollaton West 248 2.7 18 -6 -2.4 10 4.2

Aspley 1,174 10.4 1 34 3 -13 -1.1

Basford 728 6.5 10 21 3 36 5.2

Bestwood 1,009 8.9 3 22 2.2 19 1.9

Bilborough 750 7.2 6 5 0.7 -25 -3.2

Bulwell 1,061 9.7 2 44 4.3 34 3.3

Bulwell Forest 410 4.5 15 -19 -4.4 -45 -9.9

Leen Valley 335 4.8 14 -18 -5.1 -11 -3.2

Bridge 696 6.6 9 -11 -1.6 -24 -3.3

Clifton North 378 4.3 16 -9 -2.3 -23 -5.7

Clifton South 524 6 12 17 3.4 11 2.1

Dales 863 7.4 5 -1 -0.1 22 2.6

Mapperley 703 6.3 11 1 0.1 -3 -0.4

St Ann's 1,195 8.7 4 -39 -3.2 8 0.7

Nov-12 Change in last Change in last year
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Housing 
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Map of 
Tenants and 
Residents 
Associations 
by Ward

Housing 
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Community Protection

In December 2012 there were five court outcomes in Bridge ward. These

comprised three ‘statutory notices’, a ‘suspended possession order’ and an

‘ASBO on conviction’.

Data has been received from Community Protection and where postcodes have been listed these have been geo-coded

and mapped to determine the Ward.  All addresses relate to the address of the Perpetrator.

FPNs are not currently available at ward level.
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Fire
Table: Fire Rate (per 1000 of population) by ward (previous 12 months)

Key:

Highest

Second Highest

Third Highest

NB: Wards are ranked from 1 – 20 where 1 is the highest Rate and 20 is the lowest Rate.

Volume Rate Volume Rate Volume Rate

Arboretum 14 1.21 5 0.43 9 0.77 13

Aspley 68 3.90 13 0.75 55 3.16 2

Basford 62 3.84 12 0.74 50 3.10 3

Berridge 44 2.23 19 0.96 25 1.27 10

Bestwood 44 2.58 13 0.76 31 1.82 7

Bilborough 46 2.75 13 0.78 33 1.97 6

Bridge 37 3.63 6 0.59 31 3.04 4

Bulwell 91 5.51 25 1.51 66 4.00 1

Bulwell Forest 43 3.13 12 0.87 31 2.26 5

Clifton North 15 1.15 4 0.31 11 0.84 16

Clifton South 19 1.36 6 0.43 13 0.93 12

Dales 19 1.18 10 0.62 9 0.56 15

Dunkirk and Lenton 11 0.91 5 0.41 6 0.50 18

Leen Valley 25 2.30 3 0.28 22 2.02 9

Mapperley 16 1.06 8 0.53 8 0.53 17

Radford and Park 30 1.48 11 0.54 19 0.94 11

Sherwood 18 1.19 3 0.20 15 1.00 14

St. Ann's 31 2.40 9 0.70 22 1.70 8

Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey 8 0.69 1 0.09 7 0.61 19

Wollaton West 5 0.34 0 0.00 5 0.34 20
Average Rate (of 20 Wards)

Secondary
Ward Rank

2.14 0.57 1.57

PropertyAll Fire

Bridge ranks 4th highest out of the 20 wards for rate (per 1000 of population) of all intentional fire.
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Methodology

Data has not been audited or verified and therefore must only be used as a 

reflection of crime.

Where Crime and ASB is broken down to Ward level this data has been mapped, 

and using a polygon created for the Council boundary of the ‘City Centre’ this data 

has been removed where it has impacted on the Wards that crossed into it.  Where 

figures for Rate of the population have been referred to, this has been taken into 

account for these calculations.

Where possible the most recent data is used, although for some areas this may be 

a month further in arrears. 

Discussions continue with other agencies regarding what further data can be 

included.


