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Methodology 

Data used for this report is extracted from QlikView as well as via the iBase interface which allows data 
to be extracted from NPICCS, in this case, crime data.  Data around LGBT, Coercive Control and 
Adolescent to Parent Violence and Abuse (APVA) was only achievable by manually examining 
individual incidents. 
 

Executive Summary 

 

 Levels of recorded domestic abuse increased over the two years, increasing by 4.3 percent 
(1,274 more incidents).  The highest levels are over the summer whilst another, smaller peak 
occurs over Christmas/New Years.  Domestic abuse crimes have increased by over 50 percent 
over the past two years, although this in some part is a reflection in the accuracy of our 
recording systems.   

 

 Levels of Child Concern Notifications (CCNs) that are generated by domestic abuse incidents 
follow the overall trend of domestic abuse with two peaks in the summer and again over 
Christmas/New Year.   

 

 Whilst overall levels of domestic abuse increased by 4.3 percent, the number of victims 
increased by only 1.9 percent – indicating the major part of the variance is due to increased 
repeat victimisation.  The same picture can be seen for suspects. 

 

 Levels of domestic abuse concerning LGBT and Honour Based Violence are low, although it is 
believed that both are under-recorded. 

 

 Levels of 16-19 years old Adolescent to Parent Violence and Abuse (APVA) decreased over the 
past two years, by 11.4 percent, although levels of 16-19 APVA crimes increased by 12.3 
percent during the same period.  It is not clear why fewer incidents are generating more crimes. 

 

 A move away from automatic risk assessment grading would mean that victims of domestic 
abuse would be better served by the most appropriate service. 
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Analysis 

 
Domestic Abuse Levels 
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Levels of recorded domestic abuse increased over the two years, 
increasing by 4.3 percent (1,274 more incidents).  In total there have 

been 60,822 incidents of domestic abuse recorded within the Northumbria Force area over the 24 
months covered by this report.  The monthly trends in domestic abuse have been the same in the past 
12 months as they have been over the previous year - two peaks being experienced during the summer 
and then again over Christmas/New Year.  However, the difference in the two years took place over the 
summer months, with levels during the summer of 2017 surpassing those of the previous year.  July 
2016 saw the highest monthly levels, followed by August. 

 
Data for the six different local authority areas 
is shown in tables at Annex A and shown in 
charts at Annex B.  At local authority level, 
only South Tyneside experienced a decrease 
and only slightly – 68 fewer HRN records (-
1.8 percent).   
 
North Tyneside recorded the largest increase 
with 472 more reports of domestic abuse 
(+11.9 percent).  From August 2016 onwards, 
monthly levels in North Tyneside were 
consistently higher than the corresponding 

month in the two previous years.  The trend remains the same however, with the highest levels being 
seen around the summer months and then another peak in the latter part of the year, although whilst it 
is usually December when this peak occurs, it was November 2016 this year, although levels remained 
high in December. 
 
Sunderland saw the next largest increase with 285 more incidents of domestic abuse (+4.7 percent).  
2016/17 levels here are similar to those recorded in 2014/15 and have a similar trend – with the highest 
levels in July and August with another smaller peak in December. 
 
Northumberland has experienced 266 more domestic abuse incidents in the 12 months up to March 
2017 (+5.7 percent).  This is after two years of relative stability.  Levels were especially high from 
December 2016 onwards up to the end of the financial year. 
 

Forcewide

2015/16 2016/17

April 2,343 2,431

May 2,500 2,587

June 2,520 2,522

July 2,626 2,899

August 2,656 2,809

September 2,266 2,546

October 2,395 2,584

November 2,395 2,393

December 2,693 2,750

January 2,541 2,576

February 2,312 2,340

March 2,527 2,611

Total 29,774 31,048

2015-16 2016-17 Diff Perc

Sunderland 6,119 6,404 285 +4.7%

South Tyneside 3,816 3,748 -68 -1.8%

Gateshead 4,464 4,597 133 +3.0%

North Tyneside 3,967 4,439 472 +11.9%

Newcastle 6,762 6,948 186 +2.8%

Northumberland 4,646 4,912 266 +5.7%

Total 29,774 31,048 1,274 +4.3%

Domestic Abuse HRNs: Local Authority Levels:

April 2015 - March 2017
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Newcastle saw an increase of 186 additional domestic abuse incidents (+2.8 percent) and recorded the 
highest levels of domestic abuse at local authority level during 2016-17.  Newcastle saw especially high 
levels between July and November 2016. 
 
Gateshead experienced the smallest increase over the last 12 months, with levels increasing by 133 
records (+3.0 percent).  Levels experienced a marked increase during December 2016 and these were 
the highest monthly levels of the year.  Levels decrease, although still remained high, during January. 
 
South Tyneside was the only area to experience a decrease in levels of domestic abuse over the past 
12 months, recording 68 fewer incidents (-1.8 percent).  The area also recorded a decrease during the 
previous year when 58 fewer incidents were recorded (-1.5 percent).  During 2016/17 levels in South 
Tyneside have appeared to be low over the Christmas period with no discernible spike in December, 
with monthly levels being fairly static throughout October-January. 
 
At area command level, every area has experienced an increase.  The largest increase was recorded in 
Northern Area Command where there were 738 more reports of domestic abuse (+8.6 percent).  The 
next largest increase was recorded in Central Area Command where there were 319 more incidents of 
domestic abuse recorded (+2.8 percent).  In Southern Area Command there were 217 more incidents 
recorded (+2.2 percent). 
 
Location 
 

At sector level the highest levels 
were recorded in B1 – Riverside 
and West Shields, although 
levels here remained stable and 
were virtually the same as they 
were the previous year 
(decreasing by one incident).  
The second highest levels were 
recorded in E8 – Byker and 
Walker.  Here levels increased 
by 57 incidents – equating to an 
increase of 3.6 percent.  This is 
noteworthy as the average 
increase across the Force was 
4.3 percent – therefore the top 

two locations for domestic abuse in the force have seen either stable levels or an increase below the 
average.  Only four sectors in the top ten have recorded an increase of more than the force average 
increase of 4.3 percent, and only half of the top ten sectors have recorded any increase at all.  South 
Tyneside has two sectors in the top ten – whilst that local authority only has three sectors in total.  
There are no Northumberland sectors in the top ten, and only one Gateshead sector in the top ten.  
Newcastle has the highest number of sectors in the top ten – three. 
 

2015-2016 2016-2017 Diff Perc

B1 - Riverside and West Shields 1,766 1,765 -1 -0.1%

E8 - Byker and Walker 1,591 1,648 57 +3.6%

D1 - North Shields 1,248 1,444 196 +15.7%

D3 - Wallsend 1,244 1,346 102 +8.2%

C1 - Gateshead Central 1,108 1,318 210 +19.0%

A5 - Sunderland North 1,235 1,233 -2 -0.2%

B3 - Hebburn and Jarrow 1,253 1,183 -70 -5.6%

E1 - Westerhope and Newburn 998 1,127 129 +12.9%

A4 - Sunderland West 1,145 1,122 -23 -2.0%

E5 - Benwell and Elswick 1,131 1,086 -45 -4.0%

Top Ten: Domestic Abuse HRN Records: Sector Levels: 

April 2015 - March 2017
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 At sector level, the largest 
increase across the Force (i.e. 
in all 37 sectors) was C1 – 
Gateshead Central, where there 
were 210 more incidents over 
the past 12 months (+19.0 
percent).  Although North 
Tyneside only has four sectors 
in total, three appear in the top 
ten sectors to have recorded the 
largest increases.  South 
Tyneside is the only local 
authority area to have no 
sectors in the top ten table to 
have recorded the largest 

increases, whilst Sunderland, Gateshead and Northumberland have two each.  Newcastle has only 
one. 
 
In percentage terms, the largest increase was seen in A2 – Sunderland East.  Here levels increased by 
144 incidents (+26.2 percent). 
 
Crime Levels – Domestic Crimes Originating from a HRN 
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The last data refresh contained data covering crimes generated from 

HRNs during 2015-2017.  This was all crimes originating from a domestic abuse HRN incident and this 
was what was available at the time.  Although it was a good indicator in the trend of domestic abuse 
crimes, it was not completely accurate as it included all crimes from these incidents, whether domestic 
abuse related or not. 
 

2015-16 2016-17

April 517 983

May 552 966

June 538 925

July 572 1,141

August 629 1,027

September 492 1,015

October 776 1,035

November 799 986

December 825 1,108

January 911 1,056

February 831 1,032

March 907 1,262

Total 8,349 12,536

Domestic Abuse Crimes: 

April 2015-March 2017

2015-2016 2016-2017 Diff Perc

C1 - Gateshead Central 1,108 1,318 210 +19.0%

D1 - North Shields 1,248 1,444 196 +15.7%

D4 - Killingworth 735 914 179 +24.4%

A2 - Sunderland East 550 694 144 +26.2%

E1 - Westerhope and Newburn 998 1,127 129 +12.9%

D3 - Wallsend 1,244 1,346 102 +8.2%

A1 - Sunderland Central 746 838 92 +12.3%

F2 - Ashington 995 1,081 86 +8.6%

C3 - Low Fell and Allerdene 647 714 67 +10.4%

F8 - East Tynedale 287 351 64 +22.3%

Top Ten Increases: Domestic Abuse HRN Records: Sector Levels: 

April 2015 - March 2017
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More accurate data is now available.  It is 
apparent from the data that in around October 
2015 recorded domestic crime experienced a 
marked spike in levels.  This is likely due to 
increased quality assurance in crime 
recording and staff being made aware of 
procedures for recording crime accurately.  
However, it does mean that comparing crime 
levels before this date has little credibility.  
For instance, over the period of the analysis, 
there were 4,187 more domestic abuse 
crimes originating from HRNs – this is an 

increase of 50.1 percent.  Comparing months to the same time a year earlier, shows that the largest 
percentage increase took place in September 2016 when levels were 106.3 percent higher than during 
the same month a year earlier (523 more crimes during the month).  It terms of the number of additional 
crimes, the largest increase took place in July 2016 when there were 569 more domestic crimes than 
compared to the same month a year earlier (an increase of 99.5 percent).  As levels of offending 
remained high after the October 2015 spike, it is not surprising that the smallest increases when 
comparing months in the previous year, took place after a year had elapsed after this time.  January 
2017 saw the smallest increase when compared to the same month a year earlier – 145 more crimes 
(15.9 percent).  Although this is the smallest monthly increase, it is still a significant amount and shows 
the continuing upwards trend in levels of offending – the highest monthly levels were seen in March 
2017 when there were 1,262 crimes recorded, compared with 517 during April 2015 (an increase of 745 
crimes, equivalent to an increase of 144.1 percent).   
 
Every local authority area experienced an increase over the two years.  The largest percentage 
increase was seen in North Tyneside with an increase of 83.0 percent (922 more crimes).  The smallest 
increase was recorded in South Tyneside – 31.7 percent (361 more crimes).  All the areas saw a 
marked increase in levels in the latter part of 2016 and levels remained high and continued on an 
overall upwards trend after this time.  The highest yearly levels were seen in Sunderland which 
recorded 2,672 crimes (an increase of 844 crimes on the previous year: +46.2 percent).  However, 
Newcastle is not far behind with the second highest levels recorded there of 2,620 crimes (an increase 
of 750 crimes; +40.1 percent).  There is an overall upwards monthly trend with every local authority 
area, except one, experiencing the highest monthly levels of domestic abuse related crime in March 
2017.  The exception is South Tyneside where the highest monthly levels were recorded in July 2016 
(150 crimes) followed by March 2016 (140 crimes) and then March 2017 (139 crimes). 

2015/16 2016/17 Diff Perc

Sunderland 1,828 2,672 844 +46.2%

South Tyneside 1,138 1,499 361 +31.7%

Gateshead 1,224 1,913 689 +56.3%

North Tyneside 1,111 2,033 922 +83.0%

Newcastle 1,870 2,620 750 +40.1%

Northumberland 1,178 1,799 621 +52.7%

Total 8,349 12,536 4,187 +50.1%

Domestic Abuse Crimes: Local Authority Levels: 

April 2015 - March 2017
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Common Assault 
accounted for 3,095 
domestic crimes 
originating from HRNs 
over the last year, 
increasing by 1,213 
crimes on the previous 
year (+64.5 percent).  
During 2016-17 
Common Assault 
accounted for almost a 
quarter (24.7 percent) 
of all domestic crime 
that originated from the 
domestic abuse HRN.  
Levels of Assault S.47 
remained stable, 
however at 2,939 
offences during 2016-
17 they account for 23.4 
percent of all domestic 
crime originating from a 
domestic abuse HRN.  
Levels of Harassment 

Without Fear increased by 854 offences (equivalent to an increase of 118.6 percent) accounting for 
12.6 percent of all domestic crime originating from a HRN.  These three crime types account for 60.7 
percent of all domestic crime originating from a domestic abuse HRN. 
 
Common Assault experienced the largest increase over the two years, increasing by 1,213 crimes 
(+64.5 percent).  The next largest increase was attributable to Harassment Without Fear which 
increased by 854 crimes (+118.6 percent).  Malicious Communication accounted for the next largest 
increase with 323 more crimes (+2,018.8 percent).  Whilst Public Order Distress increased by 217 
crimes (+394.5 percent).  The increase in these four crimes types accounts for over two thirds (68.5 
percent) of the total increase in the levels of domestic abuse crime originating from a domestic abuse 
HRN. 
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Previous analysis has been carried out into the ratio between the 
number of crimes generated and the number of domestic abuse 
incidents.  Although the number of crimes generated from domestic 
abuse HRNs can now more accurately describe domestic abuse 

2015/16 2016/17

April 4.5:1 2.5:1

May 4.5:1 2.7:1

June 4.7:1 2.7:1

July 4.6:1 2.5:1

August 4.2:1 2.7:1

September 4.6:1 2.5:1

October 3.1:1 2.5:1

November 3.0:1 2.4:1

December 3.3:1 2.5:1

January 2.8:1 2.4:1

February 2.8:1 2.3:1

March 2.8:1 2.1:1

Total 3.6:1 2.5:1

Ratio: HRNs-Crime: Forcewide: 

April 2015-March 2016

Ranking* Crime Desc Short 2015/16 2016/17 Diff Perc.

1st Common Assault         1,882 3,095 +1,213 +64.5%

2nd Assault S. 47          2,936 2,939 +3 +0.1%

3rd Harassment Without Fear 720 1,574 +854 +118.6%

4th Damage (Dwelling)      633 742 +109 +17.2%

5th Message Cause Distress 170 432 +262 +154.1%

6th Malicious Communication 16 339 +323 +2018.8%

7th Threats To Damage      176 328 +152 +86.4%

8th Dmage Other            181 308 +127 +70.2%

9th Public Order Distress  55 272 +217 +394.5%

10th Theft In Dwelling      145 221 +76 +52.4%

12th Harassment Restr.Order 19 198 +179 +942.1%

13th Harass Fear Of Violence 194 188 -6 -3.1%

20th Coercive/Control Behave 1 73 +72 +7200.0%

39th Stalking               12 9 -3 -25.0%

63rd Harassment Of Person   2 +2 N/A

88th Harassment Injunction  1 +1 N/A

* 2016/17 Figures

Domestic Crimes Originating from HRNs: Top Ten and Crimes of Stalking, 

Harassment and Coercive Control: April 2015 - March 2017
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crime levels (i.e. they are lower than the previously used figures) the ratio still compares favourably to 
that seen in the past and the rate at which crimes are being generated continues to increase.  In April 
2015 one crime was generated on average from 4.5 domestic abuse incidents.  At the end of 2015/16 
the ratio was one crime from 3.6 incidents.  However, in 2016/17 this ratio increased and by March 
2017 the ratio was one crime on average from 2.1 domestic abuse incidents and the rate for the whole 
12 months was one crime from 2.5 incidents.  The chart (above) shows that whilst the overall number of 
domestic abuse incidents is increasing, the rate at which crimes are being generated from these 
incidents is improving. 
 
Partner/Ex-Partner or Family Members 
 

The ratio of incidents that have been 
recorded as either partner/ex-partner 
or family member have remained very 
similar over the past two years.  Over 
the two year period family incidents 
accounted for 20.9 percent of all 
incidents and partner/ex-partner 

accounted for 79.1 percent of all incidents.  
During 2015/16 family member incidents 
accounted for 20.9 percent of all domestic 
abuse incidents, whilst partner/ex-partner 
accounted for 79.1 percent.  During 2016/17 
family member incidents increased slightly to 
account for 21.0 percent of all domestic abuse 
incidents, whilst partner/ex-partner accounted 
for 79.0 percent.  This indicates that over the 
two year period the number of family member 
incidents have increased at a faster rate than 
those involving partner/ex-partners.  Overall 
levels of domestic abuse over the two years 
increased by 4.3 percent; this is made up of an 
increase of incidents recorded as involving 

family members (4.8 percent more incidents) and an increase of incidents recorded as involving 
partners/ex-partners (4.1 percent more). 
 
Over the two year period the ratio between the two types of incidents was analysed at a monthly level.  
Historically, domestic abuse campaigns have been focused around Christmas and the New Year period 
and concentrated upon partner/ex-partner relationships.  Analysis has shown that the very highest 
levels are experienced over the summer months and although levels over Christmas are high, they are 
secondary to this summer peak.  However, the type of incidents being recorded during these peaks 
also shows a consistent pattern over the two years.  Whilst overall levels increase over Christmas and 
New Year, the increase is in both types of domestic abuse and there is an increase in family and 
partner/ex-partner incidents.  However, over the summer months, the increase is in partner/ex-partner 
incidents, with family incidents experiencing very little fluctuation.   
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Child Concern Notifications and Vulnerable Adults 
 

i) Child Concern 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Over the two years there were 22,881 Child Concern Notifications 
(CCNs) raised from domestic abuse HRNs – this accounts for 37.6 

percent of all HRNs leading to a CCN being recorded.  During 2015-16 the rate was 37.3 percent, 
which increased to 38.0 percent during 2016-17.  Whilst the overall levels of recorded domestic abuse 
HRNs increased by 4.3 percent over the two years, the levels of CCNs increased by 6.2 percent. 
 
Unsurprisingly, the highest monthly levels of CCNs are recorded during the months with the highest 
number of domestic abuse HRNs – the summer months and Christmas/New Year.  However, in 2016-
17 the variance between the two periods was slight.  The months with the lowest levels were 
September in each year.   
 

 At local authority levels, between the two years 
only Sunderland saw a decrease in levels, but only 
just – nine fewer CCN records created (-0.4 
percent).  Newcastle saw the highest number of 
CCN reports created with 4,886 over the two 
years.  During the two year period levels of CCN 
reports increased in Newcastle by 124 notifications 
(+5.2 percent).  The largest increase (both in terms 
of actual reports and in percentages) during the 
two year period was seen in North Tyneside where 
levels increased by 204 additional notifications 

(+13.6 percent).  Levels in South Tyneside increased by 157 notifications (+11.6 percent), in 
Northumberland by 199 notifications (+11.1 percent) and in Gateshead by 10 new notifications (+0.6 
percent). 
 
All six local authority areas follow the same monthly pattern in the levels of CCNs being recorded (i.e. 
peaks in the summer and again over Christmas/New Year) although to differing degrees.  For instance, 
in South Tyneside levels over Christmas and New Year do increase, but not to a significant level above 
the average.  Whilst in Northumberland in December 2016 there were extremely high levels of CCNs 
being recorded and levels continued to increase into January 2017.   
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Forcewide: CCNs from Domestic Abuse HRNs:
April 2015 - March 2017

Forcewide 2015-16 Forcewide 2016-17

Forcewide

2015-16 2016-17

April 904 936

May 977 906

June 956 967

July 990 1,075

August 981 1,022

September 843 920

October 901 961

November 855 935

December 931 1,083

January 956 1,028

February 886 912

March 918 1,038

Total 11,098 11,783

2015-16 2016-17 Diff Perc

Sunderland 2,373 2,364 -9 -0.4%

South Tyneside 1,349 1,506 157 +11.6%

Gateshead 1,707 1,717 10 +0.6%

North Tyneside 1,500 1,704 204 +13.6%

Newcastle 2,381 2,505 124 +5.2%

Northumberland 1,788 1,987 199 +11.1%

Child Concern Notifications Generated by Domestic 

Abuse HRNs: April 2015 - March 2017
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ii) Adult Concern 
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Unlike CCNs, there is no direct link recorded between the original 
domestic abuse HRN and the Adult Concern record being created.  
Therefore a proportion of these Adult Concern records may have been 

created which have nothing to do with the domestic abuse which was reported to the Police, although 
they were generated by the same original incident.  Without going through each record individually it is 
impossible to judge the scale, therefore the data used here in relation to Adult Concern reports and 
domestic abuse should be regarded as being indicative of a trend, rather than displaying precise and 
accurate figures.  Over the past two years there have been 2,564 Adult Concern records generated 
from domestic abuse incidents.  This accounts for 4.2 percent of all domestic abuse incidents.  Over the 
two years levels have increased by 304 records (+26.9 percent) – whilst overall levels of domestic 
abuse with a HRN increased by 4.3 percent over the same period.  During the first year there were 
1,130 Adult Concern records created – equating for 3.8 percent of all domestic abuse incidents with a 
HRN.  During the latest year there were 1,434 Adult Concern records created – equating for 4.6 percent 
of all domestic abuse incidents with a HRN.   
 
With such an upwards trend it is difficult to judge lows and highs on a monthly basis, especially with 
such a large percentage increase between the two years.  During 2015-16 the very highest levels were 
experienced in March 2016, whilst in 2016-17 the very highest monthly levels were recorded in January 
2017. 

 
The highest levels of Adult Concern records 
were created in Newcastle where during 
2016-17 there were 367 reports.  The lowest 
levels were recorded in Gateshead where 
there were 168 reports recorded.  Every local 
authority area has experienced an increase 
in the levels of Adult Concern records being 
generated, although by differing proportions.  
Newcastle has recorded the largest increase 
– both in terms of overall numbers and in 
percentage terms.  In Newcastle levels 
increased by 98 records (+36.4 percent).  

The smallest increase was seen in Sunderland where there were 19 more Adult Concern records 
created (+11.0 percent). 
 

2015-16 2016-17

April 78 108

May 91 111

June 84 107

July 91 116

August 82 112

September 79 113

October 98 120

November 101 136

December 76 119

January 95 148

February 123 112

March 132 132

Total 1,130 1,434

Forcewide: Adult Concern from 

Domestic Abuse Incidents

2015-16 2016-17 Diff Perc

Sunderland 173 192 19 +11.0%

South Tyneside 161 190 29 +18.0%

Gateshead 135 168 33 +24.4%

North Tyneside 134 181 47 +35.1%

Newcastle 269 367 98 +36.4%

Northumberland 258 336 78 +30.2%

Total 1,130 1,434 304 +26.9%

Local Authority Areas: Levels of Adult Concern Records from 

Domestic Abuse Incidents
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Victims 
 
There were 31,482 victims of domestic abuse recorded over the two years – 18,162 victims during 
2015-16 and 18,506 during 2016-17.  This is an increase of 344 victims, equating to an increase of 1.9 
percent, whilst the increase in the overall number of incidents was 4.3 percent.  Therefore whilst more 
incidents are being recorded, the growth appears to be in existing victims being victimised 
more, rather than new victims coming forward and being identified.  20,465 victims have been 
recorded just once over the two years – equating to 65.0 percent.  This means that 35.0 percent of 
victims over the two years period have been recorded more than once and are repeat victims of 
domestic abuse.  For the individual years, during 2015-16 there were 12,818 victims who were 
recorded only once in the year – equating to 70.6 percent of the total for the year, meaning 29.4 
percent of victims were recorded more than once in the 12 months period and were repeat victims of 
domestic abuse.  During 2016-17 there were 12,892 victims who were only recorded once over the 12 
months period – equating to 69.7 percent of all victims, meaning that 30.3 percent of victims during that 
year were recorded more than once and were repeat victims of domestic abuse.   
 
A1 was the person attached to the highest number of domestic Abuse HRNs over the past two tears – 
76.  He was the highest for each year also – 37 incidents during 2015-16 and 39 during 2016-17.  All 
the incidents relate to his partner B1 and two appear to have alcohol issues which frequently lead to 
arguments and violence.   
 

i) Partner/Ex-Partner Domestic Abuse 
There were 24,572 victims of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic abuse recorded over the two years – 14,182 
victims during 2015-16 and 14,436 during 2016-17.  This is an increase of 254 victims, equating to an 
increase of 1.8 percent.  15,719 victims have been recorded just the once over the two year – equating 
to 64.0 percent.  This means that 36.0 percent of victims over the two years period have been recorded 
more than once and are repeat victims of domestic abuse.  For the individual years, during 2015-16 
there were 9,875 victims who were recorded only once in the year – equating to 69.6 percent of the 
total for the year, meaning 30.4 percent of victims were recorded more than once in the 12 months 
period and were repeat victims of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic abuse.  During 2016-17 there were 
9,916 victims who were only recorded once over the 12 months period – equating to 68.7 percent of all 
victims, meaning that 31.3 percent of victims during that year were recorded more than once and were 
repeat victims of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic abuse.   
 

ii) Family Domestic Abuse 
There were 8,435 victims of Family domestic abuse recorded over the two years – 4,591 victims during 
2015-16 and 4,711 during 2016-17.  This is an increase of 120 victims, equating to an increase of 2.6 
percent.  6,598 victims have been recorded just the once over the two years – equating to 78.2 percent.  
This means that 21.8 percent of victims over the two years period have been recorded more than once 
and are repeat victims of Family domestic abuse.  For the individual years, during 2015-16 there were 
3,738 victims who were recorded only once in the year – equating to 81.4 percent of the total for the 
year, meaning 18.6 percent of victims were recorded more than once in the 12 months period and were 
repeat victims of Family domestic abuse.  During 2016-17 there were 4,711 victims who were only 
recorded once over the 12 months period – also equating to 81.4 percent of all victims, also meaning 
that 18.6 percent of victims during that year were recorded more than once and were repeat victims of 
Family domestic abuse.   
 
Victims - Repeat Victimisation 
 
Analysis was carried out into the number of suspects attached to domestic abuse incidents and those 
victims attached to the highest number of suspects.  Over the 24 months, there were 31,482 victims of 
domestic abuse recorded.  Of these, 28,861 of the victims were associated with only one suspect (91.7 
percent) – meaning that 8.3 percent of victims are associated with two or more suspects.  During 2015-
16 there were 18,162 individual victims recorded and of these 17,172 were attached to only one 
suspect (94.5 percent) – meaning that during 2015-16 5.5 percent of all victims of domestic abuse were 
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attached to two or more suspects.  During 2016-17 there were 18,506 individual victims recorded and 
of these 17,480 were attached to only one suspect (94.5 percent) – meaning that during 2016-17 5.5 
percent of all victims of domestic abuse were attached to two or more suspects.       
 
The above table shows those victims attached to five or more suspects over the 24 months period.  A2 
is the victim attached to the highest number of individual suspects over the past two years – 15 in total.  
These were from 33 incidents in total over the two years.  For 2015-16 A2 is attached as the victim in 
14 incidents and a total for that year of nine individual suspects and for 2016-17 she is attached as the 
victim to 19 incidents and a total for that year of seven individual suspects.  A2 is noteworthy as 
although she is attached to the highest number of suspects for 2015-16, 2016-17 and for the 24 months 
period in total, she does not appear in the list of top victims either at local authority levels, or at Force 
level.  For the 24 months period she is associated with more than twice as many suspects than the 
second highest ranking victim. 
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i) Partner/Ex-Partner Domestic Abuse 

 
Analysis was carried out into the number of suspects attached to Partner/Ex-Partner domestic abuse 
incidents and those victims attached to the highest number of suspects.  24,572 victims of domestic 
abuse were recorded over the 24 months period.  Of these, 23,166 of the victims were associated with 
only one suspect (94.3 percent) – meaning that 5.7 percent of victims of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic 
abuse are associated with two or more suspects.  During 2015-16 there were 14,182 individual victims 
of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic Abuse recorded and of these 13,699 were attached to only one suspect 
(96.6 percent) – meaning that during 2015-16 3.4 percent of all victims of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic 
abuse were attached to two or more suspects.  During 2016-17 there were 14,436 individual victims of 
Partner/Ex-Partner domestic Abuse recorded and of these 13,926 were attached to only one suspect 
(96.5 percent) – meaning that during 2016-17 3.5 percent of all Partner/Ex-Partner domestic abuse 
victims were attached to two or more suspects. 
 

ii) Family Domestic Abuse 
 
Analysis was carried out into the number of suspects attached to Family domestic abuse incidents and 
those victims attached to the highest number of suspects.  8,435 victims of domestic abuse were 
recorded over the 24 months period.  Of these, 8,029 of the victims were associated with only one 
suspect (95.2 percent) – meaning that 4.8 percent of victims of Family domestic abuse are associated 
with two or more suspects.  During 2015-16 there were 4,591 individual victims of Family domestic 
abuse recorded and of these 4,433 were attached to only one suspect (96.6 percent) – meaning that 
during 2015-16 3.4 percent of all victims of Family domestic abuse were attached to two or more 
suspects.  During 2016-17 there were 4,711 individual victims of Family domestic Abuse recorded and 
of these 4,546 were attached to only one suspect (96.5 percent) – meaning that during 2016-17 3.5 
percent of all Family domestic abuse victims were attached to two or more suspects. 
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Age 
 

The age of victims was analysed and can be seen in 
the chart (left).  The blue line shows the age of the 
victim for each victim (therefore if the victim is a 
repeat victim, then their age will be counted multiple 
times) and the red line shows the age of the victim 
once, averaged out if the victim is a repeat victim 
over the two years. 
 
Whichever method is used for showing the age of 
victims, the trend is very similar – levels are highest 
with victims aged 21-30 and then steadily 
decreasing.  The age with the highest levels with 
victims counted each time they are a victim is 25, 
whilst the highest levels for each victim counted just 

once no matter how many times they were a victim is 23.   
 
The two methods of showing the age of victims shows the variance in the levels of repeat victimisation.  
The greatest variance can be seen in the victims aged between 21-30 – this shows that victims 
between these ages are more likely to be repeat victims and as the variance tapers off, victims are less 
and less likely to be repeat victims. 
 
Gender 
Analysis was conducted into the gender of victims.  Over the 24 month period, in those incidents in 
which the victim was accurately recorded, 80.9 percent of incidents had a female victim and in 19.1 
percent of incidents had a male victim.  However, when repeat victimisation is taken into consideration 
and a victim is only counted once over the entire 24 month period the rate is then 75.2 percent of 
victims are female and 24.8 percent of victims are male.  This variance indicates that if a victim is 
recorded as being a female, then they are more likely to go on to be a repeat victim. 
 
Ethnicity 
 

Ethnicity is available for 96.4 percent of all victims.  It shows 
that the overwhelming majority of victims are White European.  
However, there is a slight variance in levels when the rate of 
repeat victimisation is taken into consideration.  For instance, 
94.8 percent of individual victims over the 24 months were 
recorded as being White European, however calculating the 
victim in each incident (therefore counting the victim for each 
time they are involved in an incident of domestic abuse) shows 
that these levels increase to 95.7 percent.  Conversely, for 
those victims recorded as being Asian, these levels decrease, 
from 2.8 percent to 2.3 percent.  This variance shows that 

White European victims are more likely to go on to be repeat victims when compared to Asian victims. 
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Age Count Average Age

Individual 

Victims

All 

Incidents

White European 94.8% 95.7%

Asian 2.8% 2.3%

Afro Caribbean 1.0% 0.9%

Dark European 0.6% 0.5%

Mixed Heritage 0.3% 0.3%

Oriental 0.2% 0.2%

Arabian 0.2% 0.2%
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Suspects 
There were 30,038 suspects in total attached to domestic abuse incidents over the past two years – 
17,509 suspects during 2015-16 and 17,845 during 2016-17.  This is an increase of 336 suspects (1.9 
percent).  As with the increase in the overall levels of victims which was also 1.9 percent, whilst the 
overall number of incidents has increased by 4.3 percent, this indicates that the greater part of the 
growth is due to existing suspects committing more repeat incidents, rather than new suspects being 
recorded.  Of the 30,038 suspects overall, 19,161 of the suspects (63.8 percent) are attached to only 
one incident – indicating that 36.2 percent of suspects are responsible for repeat incidents.  Of the 
17,509 individual suspects recorded during 2015-16, 12,099 (69.1 percent) were recorded only once 
during that year, indicating that 30.9 percent of suspects are responsible for all the repeat incidents 
during that year.  During 2016-17, of the 17,845 individual suspects recorded, 12,208 (68.4 percent) 
were recorded during only one incident, indicating that 31.6 percent of all suspects in that year were 
responsible for all the repeat incidents. 
 
A1 is the suspect attached to the highest number of incidents over the two years; 37 incidents in 2015-
16 and 39 incidents in 2016-17 – 76 in total.  It is not surprising that she is associated with the person 
who is recorded as the victim on the highest number of occasions during the two years – B1.  All these 
incidents are Partner/Ex-Partner related, the two being on/off partners and the majority of incidents 
being alcohol fuelled. 
 

i) Partner/Ex-Partner Domestic Abuse 
 
There were 24,381 suspects of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic abuse over the two years – 14,119 
individual suspects during 2015-16 and 14,359 individual suspects during 2016-17.  This is an increase 
of 240 suspects over the two years – equivalent to an increase of 1.7 percent.  15,531 suspects were 
recorded just once over the two year period – equivalent to 63.7 percent.  This means that over the two 
years period, 36.3 percent of suspects were responsible for all the repeat incidents of Partner/Ex-
Partner domestic abuse.  For the individual years, during 2015-16 there were 9,796 suspects who were 
recorded just once throughout that year – equivalent to 69.4 percent.  This means that during that year 
30.6 percent of suspects were responsible for all the repeat incidents of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic 
abuse.  During 2016-17 there were 9,819 suspects who were recorded only once throughout the year – 
equivalent to 68.4 percent.  This means that throughout that year 31.6 percent of suspects were 
responsible for all the repeat incidents of Partner/Ex-Partner domestic abuse. 
 

ii) Family Domestic Abuse 
 
There were 7,911 suspects of Family domestic abuse over the two years – 4,360 individual suspects 
during 2015-16 and 4,476 individual suspects during 2016-17.  This is an increase of 116 suspects over 
the two years – equivalent to an increase of 2.7 percent.  5,966 suspects were recorded just once over 
the two year period – equivalent to 75.4 percent.  This means that over the two years period, 24.6 
percent of suspects were responsible for all the repeat incidents of Family domestic abuse.  For the 
individual years, during 2015-16 there were 3,433 suspects who were recorded just once throughout 
that year – equivalent to 78.7 percent.  This means that during that year 21.3 percent of suspects were 
responsible for all the repeat incidents of Family domestic abuse.  During 2016-17 there were 3,542 
suspects who were recorded only once throughout the year – equivalent to 79.1 percent.  This means 
that throughout that year 20.9 percent of suspects were responsible for all the repeat incidents of 
Family domestic abuse. 
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Victims - Repeat Victimisation 
 
Analysis was carried out into the suspects attached to the highest number of victims over the two years 
of the report and in each individual year.  The relationship between the suspects attached to the highest 
number of victims, and the victims attached to the highest number of suspects is irregular.  Analysis 
into the victim attached to the highest number of suspects showed that one victim was attached to 15 
suspects over the two years, the highest number of victims attached to one suspect is six – although 
there are seven of these.  There are 23 suspects attached to five victims each, whilst there were only 
11 victims attached to five suspects each.   
 
Over the two years there are 30,037 individual suspects identified, attached to 31,482 victims in 60,822 
domestic abuse incidents.  26,453 suspects are attached to just one victim each over the two years 
period, equating to 88.1 percent.  This means that 11.9 percent of suspects are attached to more than 
one victim.  Seven suspects are attached to six suspects each; 23 suspects (0.1 percent of all 
suspects) are attached to five victims each; 142 suspects (0.5 percent of all suspects) are attached to 
four victims each; 566 suspects (1.9 percent of all suspects) are attached to three victims each; and 
2,846 (9.5 percent of all suspects) are attached to two victims each. 
 
Of the 30 suspects attached to five or more victims each four are in Sunderland, six are in South 
Tyneside, seven are in Gateshead, seven are in North Tyneside, three are in Newcastle and three are 
in Northumberland.   
 

i)  Partner/Ex-Partner Domestic Abuse 
 
Analysis was carried out into the suspects attached to the highest number of victims over the 24 
months covered by this report.  A3 is attached to six individual victims during the period of the report.  
A3 is from the area and first started being recorded as a suspect in domestic abuse incidents in 2015 
when he was 19 years old, although he had been recorded by Police several times before then, mainly 
as a missing person.  All of his victims are male and A3 was chosen to be part of the MATAC process 
after being identified as a repeat perpetrator of domestic abuse, although he was removed from the 
process after a long period of compliance.  However, he has recently started breaching a Non-
Molestation Order that was put in place to protect a former partner, B3.  It is noteworthy that a warning 
on A3’s IS record notes that DVPNs should be considered for any future incidents with new partners 
and notifications considered under Clare's Law (the Domestic Abuse Disclosure Scheme).   
 
Whilst A3 is attached to six victims over the past 24 months, there are seven people identified as 
suspects attached to five people each over the past two years; 24 people recorded as suspects (0.1 
percent of all suspects) attached to four victims; 145 people recorded as suspects (0.6 percent of all 
suspects) attached to three victims and 1,391 suspects (5.7 percent of all suspects) attached to two 
victims.  22,810 people (93.6 percent of all suspects) recorded as suspects are attached to only one 
victim each over the two year period.  1,570 suspects (6.4 percent of all suspects) are responsible for 
all the repeat victimisation in the past two years. 
 
During the 2015-16 period there were 14,118 suspects identified.  Of these one is attached to five 
victims; two are attached to four victims each; 40 (0.3 percent of all suspects) are attached to three 
victims each; 494 suspects (3.5 percent of all suspects) are attached to two victims each; and 13,581 
suspects (96.2 percent of all suspects) are attached to just one victim each.  During the year 537 
suspects (3.8 percent of all suspects) were responsible for all the repeat victimisation. 
 
During the 2016-17 period there were 14,358 suspects identified.  The highest number of victims 
attached to any one suspects was four – and there were three of those.  39 suspects (0.3 percent of all 
suspects) were attached to three victims each; 545 suspects (3.8 percent of all suspects) were 
attached to two victims each; and 13,771 suspects (95.9 percent of all suspects) were attached to just 
one victim each.  During the year there were 587 suspects attached to two or more victims – equating 
to 4.1 percent of suspects being responsible for all the repeat victimisation. 
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ii) Family Domestic Abuse 

 
No individual suspect stands out as being attached to the highest number of victims in respect of family 
domestic abuse over the past two years.  The highest number of victims attached to any one suspect is 
four – and there are 12 (0.2 percent of all suspects) of these over the past 24 months.  112 suspects 
(1.4 percent of all suspects) are attached to three victims over the past 24 months; 720 suspects (9.1 
percent of all suspects) attached to two victims each; and 7,063 suspects (89.3 percent of all suspects) 
attached to one victim each.  Over the two years covered by the report, 844 suspects (10.7 percent of 
all suspects) were responsible for all the repeat victimisation. 
 
During the 2015-16 period there were 4,360 suspects identified.  Of these two are attached to four 
victims; 30 suspects (0.7 percent of all suspects) are attached to three victims each; 332 suspects (7.6 
percent of all suspects) are attached to two victims each; and 3,996 suspects (91.7 percent of all 
suspects) are attached to just one victim each.  During the year 364 suspects (8.3 percent of all 
suspects) were responsible for all the repeat victimisation in family domestic abuse. 
 
During the 2016-17 period there were 4,475 suspects identified.  Of these six suspects (0.1 percent of 
all suspects) are attached to four victims; 41 suspects (0.9 percent of all suspects) are attached to three 
victims each; 315 suspects (7.0 percent of all suspects) are attached to two victims each; and 4,113 
suspects (91.9 percent of all suspects) are attached to just one victim each.  During the year 362 
suspects (8.1 percent of all suspects) were responsible for all the repeat victimisation in family domestic 
abuse. 
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Age 
 

As with the age of victim, the ages of the suspects 
were analysed and are shown in a chart (left).  The 
blue line shows the age of the suspect at the time of 
each incident (therefore if the suspect is a repeat 
suspect, then their age will be counted multiple 
times) and the red line shows the age of the suspect 
once, averaged out over the two years period 
covered in the data. 
 
Whichever method is used for showing the age of 
suspects, the trend is very similar – levels are 
highest with suspects aged 21-30 and then steadily 
decrease after the age of 31.  Breaking the age 
down into years, there are more suspects aged 29 

years old, than any other age.     
 
The two methods of showing the age of suspects shows the variance in the levels of repeat 
victimisation.  The greatest variance can be seen in the suspects aged between 26-30 – this shows that 
suspects between these ages are more likely to be repeat suspects and as the variance tapers off, 
suspects are less likely to be repeat offenders. 
 

Analysis was carried out into the relationship 
between the age of victims and suspects (chart left).  
It is not surprising that the very highest levels of 
reported domestic abuse take place in relationships 
when the suspect and victim are of similar ages – 
the majority of domestic abuse (79.1 percent) and 
the age of the suspect and the victim is general 
expected to be similar.   
 
However, the trend has at least three other 
significant characteristics: 
 
i) There is a smaller peak in the data showing 

familial abuse when the suspect is younger 
than the victim.  This will include APVA and also elder abuse of grandparents and other family 
members.  The highest levels in this earlier peak are when the suspect is between 21-25 years 
younger than the parent – this most probably indicates abuse of parents in the majority, but also 
an element of this will be abuse of grandparents. 

ii) There is a sharp decrease in the age difference when the suspect is older, although at the point 
when the suspect is 17 years older than the victim there is a small increase and then after this 
point the overall decrease is slower.  This is likely due to the crossover between Partner/Ex-
Partner and Familial domestic abuse when the victim is both types of abuse is this amount 
younger than the suspect. 

iii) There is a peak in Familial domestic abuse in the middle of the data showing abuse between 
siblings, but also an element of this will be incorrectly flagged incidents – generally Partner/Ex-
Partner incidents incorrectly being marked as Familial domestic abuse although the opposite will 
occur.  A check was made of repeat incidents in which the suspect and victim were the same in 
each incident, but the relationship was described differently in at least one incident.  There were 
487 of these suspect/victim relationships, accounting for 2,433 incidents over the two years.  
Without going through all the 487 relationship to establish the dynamics it is not possible to 
establish how many of these 2,433 incidents are incorrectly marked.  And in any case this just 
identifies those relationships incorrectly marked in repeat incidents – the majority of incidents 
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involve a suspect and victim being recorded just the once over the two years and it is impossible 
to judge how many of these have been incorrectly marked.  Therefore it is not possible to fully 
appreciate the scale of this error. 

 
Gender 
 
Analysis was conducted into the gender of suspects.  Over the 24 months covered by this report, in 
those incidents in which the suspect was accurately recorded, 18.4 percent of suspects were recorded 
as being females, whilst 81.6 percent were recorded as being males.  However, once repeat incidents 
have been taken into consideration and suspects counted just once over the 24 months period, then 
the rate of suspects being recorded as female increases to 24.0 percent, and the male rate decreases 
to 76.0 percent.  This means that whilst 24.0 percent of suspects are females, they only account for 
18.4 percent of incidents – and therefore are less likely than males to be suspects in repeat incidents of 
domestic abuse. 
 
Ethnicity 
 

Ethnicity is recorded against 97.7 percent of all the suspects 
recorded over the past 24 months and in 98.6 percent of all 
the incidents.  The difference in the percentage of each type 
of ethnicity recorded is due to repeat incidents.  Whilst 93.8 
percent of recorded suspects were White European, they 
account for 94.7 percent of all incidents.  Suspects recorded 
as Asian make up 3.1 percent of all suspects, whilst they 
account for 2.6 percent of all incidents.  This means that 
White European suspects are more likely to be recorded as 
repeat suspects of domestic abuse, whilst Asian suspects are 
less likely to be recorded as repeat suspects. 

 
Non-Binary and Trans Victims and Suspects 
 
While much of the abuse described in this analysis is similar for anybody who experiences domestic 
abuse, trans people can also experience unique forms of abuse when their gender identity is used to 
abuse. 
 
An abuser can use the fact that their victim is a trans person.  This can include1: 

 Threats to ‘out’ i.e. to disclose the gender identity without consent.  For example to an employer, 
family or community. 

 If the person also identifies as LGB, an abuser could also threaten to disclose sexual orientation 
without consent. 

 Criticising a trans person for not being a ‘real woman/man’, for example if the person has only 
recently come out or has not undergone GRS. 

 Trying to convince the victim that they are the abuser because of how hormones are influencing 
their behaviour. 

 Suggesting that agencies such as the Police or housing services will not help the victim 
because they are transphobic (this may be reinforced if the victim has had negative experiences 
in the past). 

 Physically assaulting surgically or medically altered body parts. 

 Withholding money for transition (or other) health care, clothing, or withholding medication or 
hormones. 

 Coercing the victim to get medical or surgical treatment to change their body back to what the 
abuser wants it to be. 

                                                
1
 Domestic Violence: A resource for trans people, Barking and Dagenham NHS Trust, August 2009 

Individual 

Victims

All 

Incidents

White European 93.8% 94.7%

Asian 3.1% 2.6%

Afro Caribbean 1.3% 1.2%

Dark European 0.9% 0.7%

Mixed Heritage 0.3% 0.3%

Arabian 0.4% 0.3%

Oriental 0.2% 0.1%
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 Exploiting internalised transphobia to heighten any sense of fear or shame related to their 
gender identity in order to maintain control. 

 Targeting sexual or emotional abuse towards parts of the body that the victim may be ashamed 
of or detached from. 

 Ridiculing the gender identity by criticising the victim’s appearance, dress, voice quality, 
grooming, etc. 

 Criticising the victim’s sexual performance affected by hormones. 

 Forcing the victim to expose scars. 

 Refusing to use the victim’s preferred pronouns or name. 

 Refusing to legitimise a relationship by introducing the victim or family members or friends. 

 Exploiting any difficulties the victim may have in obtaining employment. 

 Forcing the victim into marriage. 

 Threats to withdraw child contact or remove children. 

 Destroying medication. 

 Destroying clothes. 
 

The following extract is the opening paragraph of the Northumbria Police procedure relating to Hate 
Crime Investigation: 
 
“Northumbria Police believes that everyone should be free to live their lives without fear of abuse or 
attack on the basis of who they are.  Crime which is motivated by hatred, prejudice or a desire to exploit 
because of a particular characteristic of the victim is particularly corrosive.  Northumbria Police 
recognises and records the following classes of hate incident targeted towards: race; faith; gender; 
transgender; sexual orientation; disability; age”.  
 
A hate crime is defined2 as “Any criminal offence, which is perceived by the victim or any other person, 
as being motivated by a hostility or prejudice based on a personal characteristic”. 
 
These definitions apply to Domestic Abuse flagged crime as it would to any other type of crime. 
    

                                                
2
 Safeguarding Department - Hate Crime Investigation, IIS, Issued: 26/04/2017    
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Racist Disability
Homo-

phobic
Faith

Trans-

phobic
Age Gender Total

April 1 1

May 0

June 0

July 1 1 2

August 1 1

September 2 2

October 0

November 2 2

December 3 3

January 3 3

February 1 1

March 2 1 3

April 1 1

May 2 1 3

June 6 1 1 8

July 3 1 4

August 6 1 7

September 3 2 1 6

October 3 3

November 5 1 6

December 1 1

January 1 3 1 1 6

February 1 2 3 3 9

March 2 1 1 6 10

46 11 11 10 2 1 1 82
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Hate Crimes Resulting from Domestic Abuse Incidents (HRNs)

April 2015 - March 2017

 
 
In the 24 months up to the end of March 2017 there have been 82 crimes resulting from Domestic 
Abuse incidents (with a HRN).  18 of these offences were recorded during the first 12 months period, 
whilst 64 were recorded during the latest period.  It is evident that a step change took place in early 
March 2017 and an increase in recorded levels of hate crime in respect of domestic abuse took place.     
 
DASH Questionnaires 
 
Each domestic abuse incident HRN is accompanied by a DASH (Domestic Abuse, Stalking and 
‘Honour’-based Violence) risk assessment pro-forma which awards either a standard, medium or high 
risk assessment marker for the incident, although this may be overridden by the Officer completing the 
assessment on the grounds of professional judgement.  Overridden risk assessments are automatically 
awarded a high risk assessment, although the Officer has to provide justification as to why they assess 
the victim to be at high risk of death or injury. 
 
All professionals working in public protection including those who work with domestic abuse victims, 
stalking, so–called honour based abuse, child protection and adult safeguarding, sexual abuse, 
MARAC, MAPPA, mental health and missing persons use the same DASH model, with the aims:  
 

 Save and change lives through early identification, intervention and prevention. 

 Identify risk and needs. 

 Ensure an effective investigation. 

 Create a common language across agencies to refer a case to risk management meetings (e.g. 
MARAC). 
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 Enable information sharing. 

 Inform decision making. 
 
The 27 questions on the DASH are as follows: 
 

Additionally the Officer is given 
the option to attach flags to the 
HRN recording whether the 
incident should be regarded as 
Honour Based Violence, or 
LGBT and whether the people 
involved were partners/ex-
partners or family members. 
 
From one to 27 of the questions 
may be answered.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
There were 29,774 DASH forms completed for 
domestic abuse incidents during 2015-2016, 
increasing to 31,048 during 2016-2017: an 
increase of 1,274 assessments (+4.3 percent).  
During 2015-2016 there were 248 reports 
recorded as being an LGBT relationship (0.8 
percent) whilst in 2016-2017 there were 267 
(0.9 percent).  During 2015-2016 47 DASH 
assessments were recorded as being related to 

HBV (0.8 percent) and in 2016-2017 this figure was 51 assessments (0.8 percent). 
 
In the first instance recorded levels of abuse in the LGBT community would appear incorrect and 
nugatory (0.8 percent and 0.9 percent for the two years).  A UK Government survey3 suggests that in 
2014, 1.6 percent of adults in the UK identified themselves as lesbian, gay or bisexual (LGB). This 
comprised of: 1.1 percent of respondents who identified as gay or lesbian and 0.5 percent who 
identified as bisexual.  A further 0.3 percent of the population identified their sexual identity as “other” - 
these were adults who did not consider themselves to fall into the heterosexual/straight, gay/lesbian, or 
bisexual categories.  A further 3.9 percent of those surveyed declined to provide an answer.   
 
Due to the nature of LGBT relationships, the domestic abuse resulting from them is far more likely to 
relate to partners/ex-partners rather than family members – of the 515 LGBT marked DASH 
assessments completed over the two years, only six (1.2 percent) were recorded as having taken place 
between family members.  The dataset overall shows the division of domestic abuse recorded between 
family members as 20.9 percent and partners/ex-partners as 79.1 percent.  Limiting the overall data to 
‘partner/ex-partner’ records in LGBT DASH assessments leads to the percentages increasing to 1.1 
percent of all records in both 2015-2016 and 2016-2017.  However, even a limited amount of analysis 

                                                
3
 Office for National Statistics, Integrated Household Survey (Experimental statistics): January to December 2014: 

https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/culturalidentity/sexuality/bulletins/ 

integratedhouseholdsurvey/2015-10-01#sexual-identity 

1. Incident Resulted in Injury 15. Previous strangle/choke

2. Victim frightened 16. Sexual nature / harm

3. Afraid of further violence/Injury 17. Threats / afraid of others

4. Isolation 18. Abuser hurt anyone else

5. Depressed / suicidal thoughts 19. Abuser mistreated animals/pets

6. Separation 20. Suspected financial problem

7. Child contact issues 21. Suspected mental/alcohol/drugs

8. Stalking / harassment 22. Suspected threat/atmpt suicide

9. Pregnant/baby in past 18 mths 23. Abuser prev. breached bail/inj

10. Abuse happening more often 24. Abuser prev. criminal history

11. Abuse getting worse 25. Children/dependants in h'hold

12. Jealous / Controlling 26. Harm to children/dependants

13. Weapons 27. Threats to children/dependants

14. Threats to kill

DASH (Domestic Abuse, Stalking and ‘Honour’-Based Violence) 

Risk Assessment

2015-2016 2016-2017 2015-2016 2016-2017

LGBT 248 267 0.8% 0.9%

HBV 47 51 0.2% 0.2%

Non-HBV/

Non-LGBT
29,479 30,730 99.0% 99.0%

All 29,774 31,048

HBV/LGBT DASH Forms April 2015 - March 2017

https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/culturalidentity/sexuality/bulletins/integratedhouseholdsurvey/2015-10-01#sexual-identity
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/culturalidentity/sexuality/bulletins/integratedhouseholdsurvey/2015-10-01#sexual-identity
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/culturalidentity/sexuality/bulletins/integratedhouseholdsurvey/2015-10-01#sexual-identity
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points towards an overall unreliability in our figures.  Whilst over the two years there were 515 LGBT 
flagged incidents, there are a further 256 incidents recorded that do not have an LGBT flag, but include 
the same victim and suspect  - these do not have the LGBT flag.  Also, when analysis was carried out 
into incidents in which the victim and suspect had the same gender and the relationship was marked 
Partner/Ex-Partner then this figure was 1,719 incidents.  This would equate to 2.8 percent of all 
incidents requiring the LGBT flag, and further increasing to 3.6 percent when the total data is limited to 
just those incidents recorded as Partner/Ex-Partner.  The truth is probably somewhere between the two 
extremes of 1.1 percent and 3.6 percent, however this variance between the two extremes equates to 
just over 1,2004 incidents which when describing such a small base number (of 515 incidents) is an 
unacceptable margin of error. 
 
UK Government analysis5 was carried out in the early part of 2017.  15 publicly available surveys were 
analysed which represented the general adult population of England.  The weighted estimate of people 
identifying as LGB or ‘other’ was 2.5%.  If people who responded “prefer not to say”, “don’t know” or 
gave no answer (ranging from 0-10% for individual surveys) are assumed to all be LGB, then the upper 
limit becomes 5.9%.  Stratification by age, gender and ethnicity (based on the distribution of the 
broadest survey; the GP Patient Survey 2015), indicates that the proportion of self-identified LGB is 
highest in men, younger age groups, and mixed/multiple or other ethnic groups.  The GP Patient 
Survey provides local authority data for Greater London, Greater Manchester and Brighton and Hove 
which had an overall LGB prevalence of 5.1%, 3.6% and 9.9% respectively. 
 
Whilst it is evident that there is no precise figure showing the percentage of people who identify 
as either LBG or LGBT either nationally, or locally, it is apparent that the levels recorded by 
Northumbria Police in domestic abuse incidents are below even the lowest of the most credible 
estimates and more accurate recording is required.   
 
The term LGBT (Lesbian Gay Bi-Sexual Trans) is encompassing of very many different communities 
who may not see themselves as similar to one-another and therefore would not necessarily wish to be 
included in this broad description.  But in any case, our failure to accurately record those under the 
broad-brush approach indicates that any attempt to breakdown the grouping any further would not be 
credible.  For instance, analysis of the 515 LGBT incidents indicates that only three of these involved 
those people who identified as Trans.  One incident was a Familial domestic abuse incident and took 
place between siblings.  The second incident was a Partner/Ex-Partner incident in which the suspect 
identifies as Trans – A7.  This was in February 2017 and the incident has been given the LGBT flag, 
whilst a further incident in March 2017 doesn’t have the flag, as hasn’t a further incident outside the 
period being analysed in May 2017.  The third record was a Partner/Ex-Partner incident also.  The 
victim, who identifies as Trans, was A8.  He has been recorded in nine domestic abuse incidents since 
July 2014, three times as the suspect and six times as the victim.  However, in only one of these 
incidents (in October 2015) is the LGBT flag used.  Logic would suggest that further incidents, at least 
those after the October 2015 incident, should have the LGBT flag – this has not been the case.  There 
were no self-described non-binary victims or suspects identified.   
 
There is the option to record a warning on a IS record on NPICCS called Gender Re-Assigned.  There 
does not appear to be a help screen describing its use, although it appears to have been given to 48 IS 
records.  10 of these 48 people are linked to domestic abuse incidents over the 24 months period.  Four 
of these are linked either as victims or suspects within the group of 515 LGBT domestic abuse incidents 
described above.  Three of these are those people described above, whilst the fourth person is not 
evidently Trans from the incident, although the incident is given the LGBT flag.  However, there are a 
further 17 incidents in which either the victim or suspect have the Gender Re-Assigned warning marker 

                                                
4
 515 incidents equates to 1.1% of records, whilst 1,719 incidents equates to 3.6% - the variance between the two being 

1,204. 
5
 Public Health England, “Producing modelled estimates of the size of the lesbian, gay and bisexual (LGB) population of 

England”, January 2017: https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/ 

attachment_data/file/585349/PHE_Final_report_FINAL_DRAFT_14.12.2016NB230117v2.pdf 

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/585349/PHE_Final_report_FINAL_DRAFT_14.12.2016NB230117v2.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/585349/PHE_Final_report_FINAL_DRAFT_14.12.2016NB230117v2.pdf
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on their IS record and they have been involved in a domestic abuse incident during the 24 months 
period being analysed, and the incident does NOT have the LGBT flag.  This equates to six people who 
identify as Trans being linked to 17 domestic abuse records over the 24 months period being analysed.  
Whilst the numbers are small, in percentage terms this represents a potentially large failure rate – in 
terms of the number of people this equates to 60 percent failure rate, whilst in terms of the number of 
Trans incidents this represents an 81 percent failure rate.  However, as we don’t know how accurate 
the use of the Gender Re-Assigned warning is, even this is speculation and the failure rate may be 
even higher.  There appears to be no method for identifying people on IS who describe themselves as 
non-binary. 
 
Local research6 has been carried out into why this may be the case and points towards members of the 
LGBT community experiencing mixed responses when contacting public agencies, often depending on 
the individual professional dealing with them.  Respondents felt that many police, domestic abuse 
agencies, GPs and LGBT services do not have coordinated responses for responding to domestic 
abuse in same sex relationships even though some individual practitioners within them may respond 
sympathetically and be of great support.   
 

The research, which surveyed members 
of the LGB community who had been self-
defined victims of domestic abuse, asked 
respondents who they had sought help 
from.  Only nine percent stated that they 
had sought help from the Police (7.1 
percent of women and 10.9 percent of 
men).  22 percent of respondents said that 
they did not seek any help.  The research 
compares this to the 2001 British Crime 
Survey (BCS) which indicated that the 
largest category with regard to help-
seeking was friends/relatives/neighbours 
and the use of the Police by victims was 
the second largest category.  Also, female 

victims in the BCS were much more likely to contact the police, whilst the local survey shows that men 
within the LGBT community are more likely to contact Police than women. 
 

                                                
6
 “Comparing Domestic Abuse in Same Sex and Heterosexual Relationships”, Catherine Donovan, Marianne Hester, 

Jonathan Holmes and Melanie McCarry, Universities of Sunderland and Bristol, November 2006. 

Help Sought From

Self-defined 

Domestic 

Abuse All

Self-defined 

Domestic 

Abuse 

Women

Self-defined 

Domestic 

Abuse Men

Your friends 57.9% 60.4% 52.2%

Counsellor/therapist 32.6% 33.7% 30.4%

Relatives 25.2% 24.3% 27.2%

GP 13.8% 11.8% 17.4%

LGB Helpline 13.5% 11.8% 16.3%

Someone at Work 11.9% 11.2% 13.0%

Police 9.0% 7.1% 10.9%

Comparing Domestic Abuse in Same Sex and Heterosexual 

Relationships: Where help sought
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Over the two years being 
analysed, the completed 
questionnaires appear 
remarkably similar for each year.  
For both years the most 
completed section relates to 
“suspected mental, 
alcohol/drugs”.  For 2015-2016 
56.3 percent of returns included 
this, whilst in 2016-2017 the 
figure was 56.2 percent.  The 
second highest recorded factor 
was “separation” which was 
included in just under half of all 

DASH assessments: 48.7 percent in 2015/2016 and 49.1 percent during 2016/2017.  The third most 
included contributing factor was “abuser prev. criminal history” which was included in 39.5 percent of 
DASG assessment in 2015-2016 and 37.7 percent of DASH assessments in 2016-2017. 
 

Those DASH forms completed 
in instances in which the 
relationship is marked as LGBT 
show marked similarity to the 
overall figures above.  The third 
most included contributing 
factors are the same for the two 
groups.  “Suspected mental, 
alcohol/drugs” was included in 
64.5 percent of all DASH 
assessments in 2015-2016, and 
59.6 percent during 2016-2017.  
“Separation” was recorded as a 
factor in 50.8 percent of DASH 

assessments in 2015-2016 and 56.2 percent during 2016-2017.  “Abuser prev. criminal history” has 
recorded as a contributing factor in 34.3 percent of DASH assessments in 2015-2016 and 31.5 percent 
during 2016-2017.   

 
DASH forms completed for so-
called Honour Based Violence 
domestic abuse have a very 
different pattern to those other 
types of domestic abuse.  During 
2015-2016 85.1 percent 
recorded “victim frightened”, 
which decreased slightly to 78.4 
percent during 2016-2017.  
“Jealous/controlling” was 
recorded in 68.1 percent of all 
DASH assessments during 
2016-2016, whilst this decreased 
to 62.7 percent during 2016-

2017.  Isolation was recorded in 53.2 percent of assessments during 2015-2016, and 54.9 percent of all 
assessments during 2016-2017. 
 

Descriptor 2015-2016 2016-2017 2015-2016 2016-2017

Suspected mental/alcohol/drugs 16776 17462 56.3% 56.2%

Separation 14510 15230 48.7% 49.1%

Abuser prev. criminal history 11760 11709 39.5% 37.7%

Victim frightened 9620 9800 32.3% 31.6%

Abuse happening more often 8456 8308 28.4% 26.8%

Jealous / Controlling 8072 7972 27.1% 25.7%

Afraid of further violence/Injury 7956 7934 26.7% 25.6%

Abuse getting worse 7855 7639 26.4% 24.6%

Depressed / suicidal thoughts 5039 4994 16.9% 16.1%

Suspected threat/atmpt suicide 5100 4831 17.1% 15.6%

All DASH Forms April 2015 - March 2017

Top 10 Most common DV Characteristics

Descriptor 2015-2016 2016-2017 2015-2016 2016-2017

Suspected mental/alcohol/drugs 160 159 64.5% 59.6%

Separation 126 150 50.8% 56.2%

Abuser prev. criminal history 85 84 34.3% 31.5%

Jealous / Controlling 81 70 32.7% 26.2%

Victim frightened 55 69 22.2% 25.8%

Abuse happening more often 66 69 26.6% 25.8%

Abuse getting worse 59 65 23.8% 24.3%

Afraid of further violence/Injury 56 61 22.6% 22.8%

Depressed / suicidal thoughts 49 55 19.8% 20.6%

Suspected threat/atmpt suicide 45 51 18.1% 19.1%

LGBT DASH Forms April 2015 - March 2017

Top 10 Most common DV Characteristics

Descriptor 2015-2016 2016-2017 2015-2016 2016-2017

Victim frightened 40 40 85.1% 78.4%

Jealous / Controlling 32 32 68.1% 62.7%

Isolation 25 28 53.2% 54.9%

Afraid of further violence/Injury 32 27 68.1% 52.9%

Separation 24 25 51.1% 49.0%

Abuse getting worse 24 22 51.1% 43.1%

Threats / afraid of others 22 22 46.8% 43.1%

Depressed / suicidal thoughts 18 20 38.3% 39.2%

Stalking / harassment 13 19 27.7% 37.3%

Abuse happening more often 25 17 53.2% 33.3%

HBV DASH Forms April 2015 - March 2017

Top 10 Most common DV Characteristics
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Due to there being relatively 
very few domestic abuse 
incidents recorded as either 
HBV or LGBT, when these two 
groups are removed from the 
dataset to show the non-
HBV/non-LGBT domestic abuse, 
the picture is similar to the 
overall trend.  “Suspected 
mental, alcohol/drugs” is the 
most recorded factor, included in 
56.4 percent of DASH 
assessments in 2015-2016, and 
56.3 percent of assessments 

during 2016-2017.  “Separation” was included in 48.7 percent of DASH assessments in 2015-2016 and 
49.0 percent during 2016-2017.  “Abuser prev. criminal history” was a factor in 39.6 percent of 
assessments in 2015-2016 and 37.8 percent during 2016-2017. 
 
Recommendation: New DASH form to be introduced which better reflects the diversity of the LGBT 
community. 
 
Recommendation: A single domestic abuse training course to be introduced which brings together the 
current multiple strands of domestic abuse training.   
 
Honour Based Violence and Abuse 
The National Police Chiefs Council's (NPCC) definition of Honour Based Abuse is: "An incident or crime 
involving violence, threats of violence, intimidation, coercion or abuse (including psychological, 
physical, sexual, financial or emotional abuse), which has or may have been committed to protect or 
defend the honour of an individual, family and or community for alleged or perceived breaches of the 
family and/or community's code of behaviour"7.  Systems have been in force for recording so-called 
Honour Based Violence (HBV) for a number of years, and the reporting of the subject is a regular 
feature in the Force Tactical Assessment.   
 

For the 24 months covered by this report, there have 
been 98 domestic abuse incidents that have been 
recorded as HBV – levels have remained fairly stable 
with 47 incidents during 2015-16 and 51 incidents 
during 2016-17.  Monthly levels are low, with no 
apparent pattern or trends in levels and it is difficult to 
project forthcoming numbers. 
 
However, the location of incidents does produce some 
consistent patterns.  The highest number of incidents 
takes place with Newcastle.  Over the two years 
period, 57 incidents of HBV domestic abuse were 
recorded, accounting for 58.2 percent of all HBV 
domestic abuse.  The second highest levels were 
seen in Gateshead where over the two years there 
were 15 incidents (15.3 percent), and then 
Sunderland with 10 incidents (10.2 percent).  These 
three local authority areas are consistently in this 
order for the highest number of incidents recorded 
each year. 

                                                
7
 Safeguarding Department - Honour Based Abuse, Northumbria Police IIS 

Descriptor 2015-2016 2016-2017 2015-2016 2016-2017

Suspected mental/alcohol/drugs 16613 17298 56.4% 56.3%

Separation 14360 15055 48.7% 49.0%

Abuser prev. criminal history 11665 11614 39.6% 37.8%

Victim frightened 9525 9691 32.3% 31.5%

Abuse happening more often 8365 8222 28.4% 26.8%

Jealous / Controlling 7959 7870 27.0% 25.6%

Afraid of further violence/Injury 7868 7846 26.7% 25.5%

Abuse getting worse 7772 7552 26.4% 24.6%

Depressed / suicidal thoughts 4972 4919 16.9% 16.0%

Suspected threat/atmpt suicide 5047 4777 17.1% 15.5%

Non HBV/LGBT DASH Forms April 2015 - March 2017

Top 10 Most common DV Characteristics

2015-16 2016-17 Total

Sunderland 4 6 10

South Tyneside 2 3 5

Gateshead 8 7 15

North Tyneside 2 4 6

Newcastle 30 27 57

Northumberland 1 4 5

Total 47 51 98

HBV: Local Authority Areas: Domestic Abuse 

Incidents: April 2015 - March 2017

Location Incidents Perc.

Benwell and Elswick - E5 18 18.4%

Fenham and Scotswood - E4 13 13.3%

Byker and Walker - E8 10 10.2%

Gateshead Central - C1 8 8.2%

HBV: April 2015 - March 2017:

Locations with the highest number of incidents
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Given the highest number of incidents overall are 
found in Newcastle, it is no surprise that the top 
locations for recording HBV are within Newcastle.  
The top four locations (table left) account for half 
of all recorded HBV over the two years, with the 
three top locations being within Newcastle. 
 
The pattern of relationship types has changed 
significantly over the two years.  Overall levels of 
domestic abuse have a roughly 20 percent/80 
percent split between familial domestic abuse and 
partner/ex-partner domestic abuse.  For incidents 
of HBV this division is roughly half and half over 
the two years (48 incidents familial and 50 
incidents partner/ex-partner).  For the individual 
years the ratio between the two types of domestic 
abuse continues to be inconsistent with the overall 
trend: in 2015-16 38 percent of incidents were 
familial and 62 percent partner/ex-partner; in 
2016-17 59 percent of incidents were familial 
whilst 41 percent were partner/ex-partner.  

However, the numbers are low and therefore just a small increase or decrease in the numbers can 
make a large percentage change. 
 
Of the 98 HBV incidents over the two years period, only one was given the LGBT flag. 
 
The accuracy of the use of the HBV flag is difficult to judge.  The 98 incidents are made up of 90 sets of 
victims and suspects – there are seven victim/suspect combinations which account for more than one 
incident each.  However, when that set of 90 suspect/victim combinations are compared to the 
domestic abuse data as a whole there are a further 54 incidents which potentially are HBV as the have 
victims/suspects which have previously been identified as HBV.  Due to the myriad of drivers for 
domestic abuse it is unlikely that all those 54 new incidents are HBV, although it is equally as likely that 
some have been missed out.  The 98 incidents have 82 individual victims attached to them – in total 
these 82 individuals are attached to 180 incidents as victims (including the 98 HBV incidents).  The 98 
incidents have 90 individual suspects attached to them – in total these 90 individuals are attached to 
161 incidents as suspects (including the 98 HBV incidents).  Whilst these additional incidents will not all 
be HBV incidents, there is a possibility that some will be and they have been incorrectly recorded. 
 
 
      
 
   
 
 

2015-16 2016-17 2015-16 2016-17

April 4 2 4 4

May 1 2 0 2

June 4 2 2 1

July 1 5 5 1

August 2 5 3 1

September 0 2 2 5

October 0 2 0 2

November 0 0 1 0

December 0 5 3 3

January 0 4 2 1

February 2 1 5 0

March 4 0 2 1

Total 18 30 29 21

Family Partner/Ex-Partner

HBV: Relationships: Domestic Abuse Incidents: 

April 2015 - March 2017
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Coercive Control 
 
The Serious Crime Act 2015 received royal assent on 3 March 2015. The Act creates a new offence of 
controlling or coercive behaviour in intimate or familial relationships (section 76). The new offence 
closes a gap in the law around patterns of controlling or coercive behaviour in an ongoing relationship 
between intimate partners or family members.  The shared National Police Chiefs' Council (NPCC), 
Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) and government definition of domestic abuse is: "any incident or 
pattern of incidents of controlling, coercive or threatening behaviour, violence or abuse between those 
aged 16 or over who are or have been intimate partners or are family members regardless of gender 
and sexuality. This can encompass but is not limited to the following types of abuse: psychological; 
physical; sexual; financial; or emotional”.  This firmly places coercive control within the spectrum of 
domestic abuse.  Northumbria Police’s guidance defines these behaviours as: “Controlling behaviour is 
a range of acts designed to make a person subordinate and/or dependant by isolating them from 
sources of support, exploiting their resources and capacities for personal gain, depriving them of the 
means needed for independence, resistance and escape and regulating their everyday behaviour.  
 
Coercive behaviour is an act or a pattern of acts of assault, threats, humiliation and intimidation or other 
abuse that is used to harm, punish or frighten their victim.”8 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
In the 24 months covered by this report there have been 173 crimes of Coercive Control created.  
Levels initially were quite low, the offence only having been created in March 2015.  However, the rate 
appears to have picked up since then.  The highest levels have been seen in Newcastle, which 
recorded 46 of the crimes over the two years, whilst the lowest levels have been seen in 
Northumberland where 14 crimes have been recorded.   
 
Although levels are relatively low there is a very evident monthly trend.  Levels appear to be quite low 
and then experience a sharp increase over Christmas/New Year – this took place in both years of the 
data.  It is unclear why this is the case – levels of domestic abuse do experience an increase over 
Christmas/New Year, but not to this extent, the very highest levels of domestic abuse are regularly 
experienced over the summer months.  Further analysis would be required to establish any drivers as 
to why this is the case and further data.  It appears that sustainable levels have not yet been reached 
and there is a general upwards trend in any case, but further data would be required before any 
credible inferences could be made. 

                                                
8
 Safeguarding Department - Investigation of Domestic Abuse, Issued: 26/05/2016 (Currently under review).    

2015-16 2016-17 Total

Sunderland 15 22 37

South Tyneside 16 12 28

Gateshead 6 12 18

North Tyneside 8 22 30

Newcastle 17 29 46

Northumberland 3 11 14

Total 65 108 173

* Date From

Coercive Control Crimes: 

April 2015-March 2017*
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Analysis of the types of coercive 
control being exercised isn’t an 
exact science unfortunately, as MO 
screens are sometimes vague and 
the type of offending being carried 
out is not always obvious.   
 
Monitoring of the victims activities 
and movements appears in almost 
half of all the coercive control 
crimes, although to a differing 
degree.  Many include the victim 
being hounded to explain their 
activities or movements, whilst 
others are more extreme and 
involve the use of CCTV in the 
home and tracking devices being 
placed on cars.  The use of 
monitoring apps on mobile phones 
wasn’t mentioned, although with 
the modern reliance on mobile 
technology it would be expected.  
This may indicate either a failure in 

accurately recording MOs or the apps not being discovered by victims.  One crime involved the victim 
continually having to take and send photos of themselves to the suspect to prove where they were – 
suggesting either the suspect didn’t know about these sort of apps or didn’t trust them, or the driver of 
the activity was to demonstrate power over the victim and humiliate them, rather than actually wanting 
to know where they were. 
 
Isolation from friends and family was specifically mentioned in 70 of the offences, although this is likely 
to be a factor in many more crimes and often would be a consequence of one of the other MOs, such 
as controlling finances which has very similar recorded levels.  Coercive control around sexual activity 
wasn’t as high as to be expected – it was only recorded in 10 instances (5.8 percent of all the crimes).  
In some instances it was described in a “matter of fact” type of way, almost as an aside – indicating that 
this sexual behaviour is being normalised, which is potentially a factor in any type of long-term activity.  
However even this normalisation is difficult to explain the instances of prevention of access to basic 
needs, which included instances of people only being able to go to the toilet at certain times, or in the 
company of the suspect.  These prevention of basic needs offences were included in 5.2 percent of all 
the crimes.  There were six instances (3.5 percent of all crimes) involving the suspect threatening to 
release information (including revenge porn) about the victim.  Although there were two instances of the 
suspect threatening to distribute photographs of the victim there was no information as to what these 
photographs showed, and whilst it would be assumed that they were pornographic in one other 
instances a threat to distribute a photograph of the victim asleep specifically stated that the photograph 
was “not indecent”.  Further threats to release information included threats to tell the neighbours that 
the victim was HIV+, threats to tell the Home Office that the victim shouldn’t be in the UK and threats to 
tell the DWP that the victim shouldn’t receive a benefit.   

Total Percentage

Monitoring activities and movements 82 47.4%

Isolation from friends and family 70 40.5%

Controlling finances 69 39.9%

Threatening harm to victim 47 27.2%

Critical/Name calling/Worthlessness 27 15.6%

Preventing access to children 20 11.6%

Locking victim in property 15 8.7%

Damaging victims property 13 7.5%

Exchange in sexual acts 10 5.8%

Prevention of basic needs (e.g. toilet, 

bathing, sleep,  clothes and washing 

facilities) 

9 5.2%

Threats revenge porn/Other Info 7 4.0%

Threatening self harm 6 3.5%

Slavery? 5 2.9%

Weight/food issues 3 1.7%

Force victim to enagage in crime 2 1.2%

Coercive Control: Descriptions of MOs: 

April 2015-March 2017
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So called ‘revenge porn’, is defined as “disclosing private sexual 
photographs and films with intent to cause distress… without the 
consent of an individual who appears in the photograph or film…”9 and 
became a specific offence in February 2015.   
 
Due to the circumstances in which most of these pictures and films 
would have been first produced, a significant proportion of these 
offences are classified as domestic abuse.  Of the 111 offences 
recorded over the 24 months of this report, 60 (54.1 percent) have 
been recorded as domestic abuse.  This proportion has been similar 
for each of the two years with 52.1 percent of the crimes being 
recorded as domestic abuse in 2015-16 and 55.6 percent of the 
offences being recorded as domestic abuse in 2016-17. 
 
Levels are low.  Of the 25 offences recorded during 2015-16 the 
highest levels were seen in February 2016 when five crimes were 
created.  In 2016-17 the highest levels were recorded in May and June 
2016 when five crimes were also created in both these months.  Levels 

are too low to identify a credible trend in the data. 
 
Recommendation: A Coercive Control IT flag to be added to domestic abuse HRNs so that the rate of 
incidents being charged as Coercive Control or another crime type can be monitored. 
 
Recommendation: The use of Coercive Control legislation within the Force area to be evaluated. 
 
Stalking and Harassment 

 
There have been 2,917 stalking and 
harassment offences generated from 
domestic abuse incidents over the past 
two years.  Offences more than doubled 
over the two years, increasing from 945 
crimes in 2015-16 to 1,972 crimes in 
2016-17 – an increase of 1,027 crimes 
(+108.7 percent).  Every local authority 
area experienced an increase – the 
smallest increase (in percentage terms) 
was in South Tyneside with an increase of 
78.4 percent, whilst the largest increase 

was in North Tyneside with an increase of 155.9 
percent.   
 
Although the number of offences is high, it does not 
lead itself to showing seasonal trends because of 
the dramatic overall upwards trend – the very lowest 
levels were recorded in April 2015, whilst the very 
highest levels were recorded in March 2017. 
 

                                                
9
 Section 33, Criminal Justice and Courts Act 2015 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2015/2/section/33) 

2015-16 2016-17

April 2 2

May 0 5

June 1 5

July 3 4

August 1 3

September 3 2

October 0 2

November 2 3

December 3 1

January 2 1

February 5 3

March 3 4

Total 25 35

Disclosing Private Sexual 

Photographs: Domestic Abuse 

Crime: April 2015-March 2017 

2015-2016 2016-2017 Inc. Perc

Sunderland 198 409 211 +106.6%

South Tyneside 148 264 116 +78.4%

Gateshead 142 291 149 +104.9%

North Tyneside 145 371 226 +155.9%

Newcastle 190 386 196 +103.2%

Northumberland 122 251 129 +105.7%

Total 945 1,972 1,027 +108.7%

Stalking and Harassment: Crimes from Domestic Abuse 

Incidents: April 2015 - March 2017
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Altogether, Stalking was recorded in 21 instances, which equates to 0.7 percent of all the stalking and 
harassment domestic violence crimes generated.  Levels decreased during the two years, from 12 
crimes during 2015-16, to nine crimes during 2016-17 – a decrease of three crimes (-25.0 percent).  
Harassment Without Fear Whilst was recorded in 2,294 instances and accounts for 78.6 percent of all 
stalking and harassment offences.  Harassment Without Fear experienced the largest increase (in 

terms of the number of crimes) 
over the two year period covered 
in this report.  There were 720 
crimes during 2015-16, 
increasing to 1,574 crimes during 
2016-17.  This is an increase of 
854 crimes (+118.6 percent). 
 
In terms of percentage increase, 
the largest increase was seen in 
Harassment Restraining Order, 
in which levels increased from 
just 19 crimes during 2015-16 to 

198 crimes during 2016-17.  This is an increase of 179 crimes (+942.1 percent). 
 
Of the 2,917 crimes recorded, 2,844 (97.5 percent) of the crimes have an offender attached to them, 
although most have an eliminated status.  694 offences have offenders attached to them that have a 
positive disposal (24.4 percent).  There are 2,277 offenders attached to the 2,844 crimes (of all 
statuses).  408 individual offenders are attached to more than one crime (this equates to 17.9 percent 
of offenders being repeat offenders).  However, the majority of these are attached to two crimes: one 
offender attached to six crimes; eight offenders attached to five crimes each (0.4 percent); 24 offenders 
attached to four crimes each (1.1 percent); 83 offenders attached to three crimes each (3.6 percent); 
and 292 offenders attached to two crimes each (12.8 percent).  In all, 1,869 offenders (82.1 percent) 
are attached to just one stalking and harassment crime. 
 
Adolescent to Parent Violence and Abuse (APVA) 
There is currently no legal definition of adolescent to parent violence and abuse.  However, it is 
increasingly recognised as a form of domestic violence and abuse and, depending on the age of the 
child, it may fall under the government’s official definition of domestic violence and abuse10.  Initial 
Home Office and Police research around the prevalence of APVA has concentrated on suspects 
between the ages of 13-19 and the abuse being carried out upon parents, grandparents or others with 
a caring responsibility (such as step-parents when the child is living in the same home).  Whilst this is a 
recognised form of domestic abuse, up until now suspects in domestic abuse incidents have had to be 
aged at least 16 years old.  Northumbria Police complies with this Home Office requirement when 
recording suspects.  However, that does mean that those suspects aged 13-15 are not being captured 
by our normal recording system of domestic abuse HRNs. 
 
Therefore, any analysis of APVA within the Force area is limited by this data restriction and any 
inferences developed have to be weighed against this limitation.  Also, Northumbria Police does not 
specifically mark incidents as APVA – inferences have had to be made regarding the age of the 
suspect in relation to the age of the victim.  If the suspect was aged between 16 and 19 years old and 
was at least 13 years younger than the victim and the incident was recorded as familial, then this 
incident was marked to be looked at to see whether it was APVA.  Also, if one incident between the 
same victim and suspect was identified as APVA, then all incidents between these two people were 
recorded as APVA.  This was done so that the number of incidents was reduced to a level at which they 
could be looked at on an individual basis and a decision made as to whether the individual incident was 
APVA.  A dip sample exercise was carried out using these restrictions to highlight which incidents to 
look at individually and it was found to be 94.6 percent accurate. 

                                                
10

 Home Office, “Information guide: adolescent to parent violence and abuse (APVA)”, www.gov.uk 

2015-2016 2016-2017 Inc. Perc

Harass Fear Of Violence 194 188 -6 -3.1%

Harassment Injunction  1 1

Harassment Of Person   2 2

Harassment Restr.Order 19 198 179 +942.1%

Harassment Without Fear 720 1,574 854 +118.6%

Stalking               12 9 -3 -25.0%

Total 945 1,972 1,027 +108.7%

Stalking and Harassment: Crimes from Domestic Abuse Incidents: 

April 2015 - March 2017
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In total, over the two year period of this report, 2,276 incidents were identified in which the suspect was 
aged between 16 and 19 years old at the time of the incident and was at least 13 years younger than 
their victim.  There were 1,474 sets of suspects and victims accounting for all 2,276 incidents and of 
these 370 sets of suspects and victims accounted for 1,172 incidents.  As these relationships were 
looked at only once in order to make the data set more manageable and the remainder of the repeat 
incidents categorised as APVA or not based on the one incident, therefore potentially 802 incidents 
were marked incorrectly.  However, this is unlikely to be the case, with the previous dip sample 
exercise suggesting a very high accuracy. 

 
In total, 2,197 16-19 APVA incidents were 
identified.  This equates to 3.6 percent of 
all recorded domestic abuse over the past 
24 months being APVA.  Levels of APVA 
during the 24 months covered by this 
report have decreased: there were 1,165 
incidents during 2015-16, decreasing to 
1,032 incidents during 2016-17.  This is a 
decrease of 133 incidents (-11.4 percent).  
Every local authority area experienced a 
decrease, ranging from 41 fewer incidents 
in Gateshead (-23.4 percent) to five fewer 

incidents in South Tyneside (-4.3 percent).  The very highest levels in both years were experienced in 
Newcastle with 285 incidents of 16-19 APVA in 2015-16, and 278 incidents during 2016-17.  The lowest 
levels were recorded in South Tyneside with 117 incidents of 16-19 APVA in 2015-16 and 112 incidents 
in 2016-17. 

 
The monthly pattern in levels of 16-19 APVA is 
erratic (chart left).  The very lowest levels were 
recorded in February 2017, whilst the very highest 
were seen in March 2016.  Monthly trends between 
May and October were broadly similar, although 
higher in 2016.  The largest monthly variance 
between the two years was experienced in February 
– which saw the lowest monthly figures overall, 
whilst having one of the highest monthly levels a 
year earlier. 
 
   
 
    

2015-16 2016-17 Diff. Per.

Sunderland 224 206 -18 -8.0%

South Tyneside 117 112 -5 -4.3%

Gateshead 175 134 -41 -23.4%

North Tyneside 152 119 -33 -21.7%

Newcastle 285 278 -7 -2.5%

Northumberland 212 183 -29 -13.7%

Total 1,165 1,032 -133 -11.4%

Forcewide 16-19 Year Olds APVA: 

April 2015-March 2017
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Altogether there were 1,294 suspects of 16-19 APVA recorded over the two years of this report.  785 
suspects were recorded during 2015-16 and a further 682 suspects were recorded during 2016-17. 
 
385 suspects are attached as suspects to two or more incidents (29.8 percent of the total number of 
suspects).  70.2 percent of suspects are attached to just one incident over the two years period.  B4 is 
the suspect attached to the highest number 16-19 APVA incidents over the past 24 months: nine during 
2015-16 and 11 during 2016-17 – 20 incidents in total.  B4’s victim is consistently her mother, A4.  B4 
appears to have alcohol issues and is addicted to gambling and many of the incidents appear to be 
driven by B4 wanting to be given money.  Although B4 is credited with the highest number of incidents 
overall, in 2016-17 the highest number of incidents for an individual suspect is credited to B5, who was 
the suspect in 14 incidents which were all recorded in 2016-17.  B5’s consistent victim is his mother, 
A5.  A5 is a heroin addict and is raising B5 alone.  The incidents appear to be becoming more violent 
with allegations starting at criminal damage, now escalating to common assault. 
  
Altogether there were 1,380 victims of 16-19 APVA recorded over the two years of this report.  833 
victims were recorded during 2015-16 and a further 716 victims were recorded during 2016-17. 
 
374 victims are attached as victims to two or more incidents (27.1 percent of the total number of 
victims).  72.9 percent of victims are attached to just one incident over the two years period.  B4 is the 
most targeted victim, and unsurprisingly is associated with the most prolific suspect, her daughter A4, 
as mentioned above.  A6 is the second most targeted victim, with 15 incidents over the past two years, 
the main suspect being her son B6.  A6 has another son, B6A, who has also been the suspect in other 
incidents in which she is a victim, although these are not categorised as APVA as he is now older than 
19.  B6 has been imprisoned for Sexual Assault since June 2017 therefore there have been no further 
incidents with him. 

 
Whilst APVA generated 
2,197 incidents, these 
incidents generated 
796 crimes over the 24 
month period of this 
report.  However, whilst 
APVA incidents 
decreased over the two 
years by 11.4 percent, 
APVA crimes 
increased.  During 
2015-16 there were 
375 crimes from APVA 
incidents, increasing to 
421 during 2016-17 (an 
increase of 46 crimes; 

+12.3 percent).  The top ten of the crimes generated account for 657 crimes over the two year period – 
82.5 percent of all the crimes generated. 
 
Over the two years covered by this report, Common Assault was the most prolific offence generated 
from 16-19 years old APVA.  There were 81 of these crimes during 2015-16, increasing to 104 crimes 
during 2016-17 (an increase of 23 crimes (+28.4 percent).  Although this is a considerable increase, 
Assault S.47 has decreased during the same period, by almost the same amount – there were 72 
crimes during 2015-16, decreasing to 52 crimes during 2016-17 - 20 fewer crimes (-27.8 percent).  
Damage Dwelling has the second highest crime levels for 16-19 APVA, with 147 crimes recorded over 
the two years.  Damage Other also appears in the top ten of crime types (56 crimes) (table above), 
Threats to Damage (31 crimes) and Damage Motor Vehicle (25 crimes). 
 

2015-16 2016-17 Diff. Perc. Total

Common Assault         81 104 23 +28.4% 185

Damage (Dwelling)      70 77 7 +10.0% 147

Assault S. 47          72 52 -20 -27.8% 124

Dmage Other            22 34 12 +54.5% 56

Theft In Dwelling      20 11 -9 -45.0% 31

Threats To Damage      12 19 7 +58.3% 31

Affray                 10 18 8 +80.0% 28

Damage (Motor Vehicle) 17 8 -9 -52.9% 25

Public Order Distress  3 14 11 +366.7% 17

Public Order Sec 5     4 9 5 +125.0% 13

Top Ten Crime Types Generated From 16-19 Year Olds 

APVA Incidents: April 2015-March 2017
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At local authority level, the very 
highest levels of 16-19 APVA 
crime has been seen in 
Sunderland where there have 
been 179 crimes over the past 
24 months.  Levels here 
increased during the two years, 
increasing by 17 crimes (+21.0 
percent).  However, levels here 
are only just above those that 
were seen in Newcastle where 
there were 177 crimes over the 

two years.  Although in Newcastle levels have remained stable and decreased by one crime (-1.1 
percent).  The very lowest levels were recorded in North Tyneside where there were 91 crimes over the 
two years – increasing by one crime during the reporting period (+2.2 percent).  The largest increase 
was seen in South Tyneside where there were 94 crimes over the two years, increasing by 20 (+54.1 
percent). 
 
Recommendation: Introduction of a dedicated APVA IT flag for Domestic Abuse HRNs so that they 
can be more easily identified and subsequently analysed. 
 
Recommendation: Analysis to be carried out at least two years after the IT flag has been introduced 
so that it can be assessed whether APVA perpetrators go on to be “mainstream” domestic abuse 
suspects. 
 

2015-16 2016-17 Diff. Perc. Total

Sunderland 81 98 17 +21.0% 179

South Tyneside 37 57 20 +54.1% 94

Gateshead 57 60 3 +5.3% 117

North Tyneside 45 46 1 +2.2% 91

Newcastle 89 88 -1 -1.1% 177

Northumberland 66 72 6 +9.1% 138

Total 375 421 46 +12.3% 796

Local Authority: Crimes Generated from 16-19 Years Old APVA Incidents: 

April 2015-March 2017
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Domestic Violence Disclosure Scheme 
The Domestic Violence Disclosure Scheme (DVDS) – often referred to as “Clare’s Law” – was rolled 
out across all 43 police forces in England Wales in 2014 and became live in Northumbria on 1 April of 
that year.  National roll-out followed the successful completion of a 14 month pilot in 2012-13.  The pilot 
tested the processes to enable the police to disclose information to an applicant about previous violent 
offending by a new or existing partner where this may help protect the applicant from abuse11. 
 
The DVDS recognises two procedures for disclosing information.  The first (“right to ask”) is triggered 
by a member of the public applying to the police for a disclosure.  The second (“right to know”) is 
triggered by the police making a proactive decision to disclose information to protect a potential victim.  
 
The “right to ask” route is based on a three-step process: 
Step 1 – initial details about the application are taken by the police and checked; 
Step 2 – a face-to-face meeting between the police and applicant to verify the details in the application, 
and;  
Step 3 – the police meet with other safeguarding agencies (e.g. prison service, probation service, social 
services) and third-sector agencies to discuss the application and decide whether a disclosure is 
necessary, lawful and proportionate to help protect the potential victim from abuse. 
 
The “right to know” route is triggered when the police receive “indirect information” about the safety of a 
person who is in a relationship with a partner.  As with the “right to ask” route, the police will meet with 
other safeguarding agencies (e.g. prison service, probation service, social services) and third-sector 
agencies to discuss the indirect information received and decide whether a disclosure is necessary, 
lawful and proportionate to help protect the potential victim from abuse. 
 
Media coverage in January 2018 around the conviction for murder of Theordore Johnson and the 
failure to inform his victim of his previous convictions for the murder of two former partners, noted that 
Northumbria had disclosure rates “below 10 percent” and was one of the worst performing forces in 
England and Wales, whilst Cumbria has the largest disclosure rate of 96 percent and Durham had the 
fifth highest rate at 54 percent12.  The data included disclosures up to June 2017. Northumbria’s 
performance improved in the remainder of the year, the disclosure rate was still only 25 percent13. 
 
The Bureau of Investigative Journalism (BIJ) appears to be the source of the story, and they have 
made the background data available on their website14.  They reference back their data to disclosures 
made by the Office of National Statistics (ONS)15 on 23/11/17 and the numbers appear correct 
(although the data is up to March 2017, not June as reported).  There are wide disparities in the 
recorded data, which may infer different recording methods across different forces.  For instance, the 
ONS data shows that in the 12 months up to the end of March 2017 Northumbria received 93 “right to 
know” applications.  At the same time South Yorkshire Police, with a population roughly half of that in 
Northumbria received 437 applications.  And Essex Police, with a population only 25 percent higher 
than in Northumbria, received 1,010 “right to know applications”, over 10 times the number received 
here.  A review16 of domestic abuse by HMICFRS in November 2017 potentially explains the disparity: 
“During the focus groups we carried out with victims, it was clear that very few had heard about Clare’s 

                                                
11

 Home Office, “Domestic Violence Disclosure Scheme (DVDS) - One year on – Home Office assessment of national roll-

out”, 08/03/16.  www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/505434/2016-03-

08_DVDS_report__final_.pdf  
12

 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-42622597 
13

 Northumbria Police FOI Disclosure “Clares Law - 1193/17”, 

www.northumbria.police.uk/freedom_of_information/disclosure_log/disclosure_log_crime_statistics/clares_law_119317/ 
14

 www.thebureauinvestigates.com/stories/2018-01-09/huge-disparity-in-how-police-use-law-to-protect-women-from-

violent-partners 
15

 

www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/crimeandjustice/datasets/domesticabuseinenglandandwalesappendixtables 
16

 “A progress report on the police response to domestic abuse”, HMICFRS, November 2017.  

www.justiceinspectorates.gov.uk/hmicfrs/wp-content/uploads/progress-report-on-the-police-response-to-domestic-abuse.pdf 
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Law.”  The profile of the scheme appears higher in some areas of the country than others.  Although 
disparities in the data across so many Force areas would be expected, such a large variance reflects 
on the credibility on the outcomes of the analysis of the data without any in-depth explanation of why 
such variances occur. 
 
The inference of inconsistent recording methods is further reinforced with the analysis of Northumbria’s 
current data and the results of applications.  Data provided by Safeguarding Department shows that 
there were 386 applications made during the whole of 2017 (276 “right to ask” and 110 “right to know”).  
Of these, 129 resulted in a disclosure (75 “right to ask” and 54 “right to know” - 33 percent in total and 
27 percent and 49 percent for each type respectively).  However, due to the method in which we record 
and categorise the applications this is not a complete picture.  For instance, there were 27 applications 
which were duplicated – therefore they count in the overall number of applications, but they don’t count 
in the number of positive results.  There were 31 applications in which either the applicant was making 
an application under the incorrect legislation, or they were making it in the incorrect Force area – again 
these count as applications, but not as positive results.  There were 98 applications in which the 
applicant had no right to disclosure – either the relationship between victim and suspect was historic, 
there had never been a relationship, or the application was made by an unentitled third party – again 
these count as applications but not as positive results.  It is likely that some of these types of 
finalisations were recorded as disclosures by other forces in their returns. 
 
A review of how we implement the scheme has now been undertaken and it has been decided that in 
future performance data, duplicate applications, wrong legislation and wrong force applications will be 
counted in the overall total of applications. This will effectively mean that future eligible applications will 
show as less than total applications, but in terms of disclosure rates against the eligible applications 
(that meet the criteria) the percentage of disclosures will show an increase in comparison to before.  
 
Also, to ensure full transparency in the case of applications whereby the individual is not in a 
relationship to warrant disclosure, these will now also be subject of review by the relevant DI to provide 
further validation.   
 

The time it takes to finalise DVDS applications was analysed.  Of the 
386 applications which were received during 2017 227 were finalised 
within a week (60 percent).  74 applications were decided on the day 
the application was made (19 percent), whilst 145 were finalised within 
three days (this takes into account applications that were made on a 
Friday and the disclosure was made on the following Monday) which 
equates to 38 percent. 
 
Only 39 applications were undecided after four weeks (10 percent) 
and this was invariably when lengthy consultations had to be made or 

legal advice sought. 
 
MARAC and MATAC and Management of Risk 
Multi Agency Risk Assessment Conference (MARAC) and Multi-Agency Tasking and Co-ordinating 
Conference (MATAC) are two methods of managing the risks associated with domestic violence, as 
well as other non-specific offender management programmes (i.e. Multi-agency Public Protection 
Arrangements (MAPPA) which is designed to manage the risk associated with violent offenders 
generally, not necessarily related to domestic abuse).  This is part of the RARA model, which is 
designed to be followed by anyone responsible for policing a domestic abuse incident: 
 
Remove the risk - By arresting the suspected perpetrator and obtaining a remand in custody. Consider 
victimless prosecutions at every stage of investigation.  
Avoid the risk - By re-housing the victim/significant witnesses or placement in refuge/shelter or in 
location unknown to suspect.  

Days

0-6 Days 227 60%

7-13 Days 60 16%

14-20 Days 26 7%

21-27 Days 30 8%

28+ Days 39 10%

Decisions

DVDS Applications: Time Until 

Decision
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Reduce the risk - By joint intervention/victim safety planning, target hardening, enforcing breaches of 
bail conditions, use of protective legislation and referring high risk cases to Multi-Agency Risk 
Assessment Conference (MARAC). Utilising partners to assist with management of victims/offenders 
and use of civil remedies to manage risk from perpetrator. Consider use of disclosure scheme and 
victims 'need to know' perpetrators history with a view to managing the risk perpetrator poses.  
Accept the risk - By continued reference to the Risk Assessment Model, continual multi-agency 
intervention planning, support and consent of the victim and perpetrator targeting within Risk 
Management Panel, such as Multi-Agency Risk Assessment Conference (MARAC), Multi-Agency 
Tasking and Co-ordinating Conference (MATAC) or Multi-agency Public Protection Arrangements 
(MAPPA)17. 
 
MARAC is the multi-agency risk assessment conference which meets fortnightly in each area 
command.  It is chaired by the Safeguarding D/Insp with responsibility for rape and domestic abuse 
investigation.  All victims assessed as high risk by police or any other MARAC partner agency will be 
referred to MARAC.  A repeat MARAC case is one which has been previously referred to a MARAC 
and at some point in the 12 months from the date of the last referral a further incident is identified.  Any 
agency may identify this further incident (regardless of whether it has been reported to the police).  A 
further incident includes any one of the following types of behaviour, which, if reported to the police, 
would constitute criminal behaviour:  
 

 Violence or threats of violence to the victim (including threats against property); or,  

 A pattern of stalking or harassment; or,  

 Rape or sexual abuse.  
 
During MARAC, if a partner agency reports incidents of domestic abuse not previously reported to 
police, the MARAC chair should always consider whether or not a retrospective police investigation 
should take place, in order to further reduce the risk of harm to the victim. 
 
The MATAC process is used to determine the most harmful domestic abuse perpetrators from police 
data using the RFG18 analytical process; incorporate partner referrals and assess against RFG data; 
determine subjects for targeting; and produce subject (perpetrator) profiles.  MATAC meetings are held 
every four weeks to agree the method of targeting each perpetrator and to manage and track 
partnership actions. 
 
Whilst there were 60,822 incidents of recorded domestic abuse over the past two years, there were 
54,730 people recorded as having been the either the suspect or the victim during these incidents.  
24,696 people were recorded as having been a victim only (45 percent), 23,249 people were recorded 
as being suspects only (42 percent), whilst 6,785 people were recorded as having been either a victim 
or a suspect at any point over the past two years (12 percent).   
 
There are currently19 59 people being managed under MATAC (each local authority area can manage a 
maximum of 12 each – giving a potential maximum of 72 at any given time) and since January 2017 
there have been 282 perpetrators of domestic violence in the MATAC scheme.  MARAC works with 
victims and has a different approach in that all high risk victims are referred to MARAC and this referral 
remains live for 12 months and the victim is referred once again if there is a further DV incident of any 
gravity during that time.  During 2017 there were 3,057 victims referred to MARAC.   
 

                                                
17

 PROCEDURE: Investigation of Domestic Abuse, issued 26/05/16 and currently under review 
18

 An analytical tool which is designed to measure the potential threat posed by a suspect based on their Recency of 

perpetrating a domestic abuse incident, Frequency and Gravity of offending.  An additional factor of victimisation has been 

introduced to identify those suspects who go from one relationship to another and perpetrate domestic abuse. 
19

 As of 18/01/18. 
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Risk 
 

The initial risk assessment 
awarded to HRN domestic abuse 
records were analysed.  Whilst 
over the two year period there 
have been over 60,000 recorded 
incidents, the percentage of 
standard, medium and high risk 
assessments over the period has 
remained remarkably similar. 
 
For the two years period the 
number of risk assessments 
classified as standard made up 
62.4 percent of all risk 
assessments, medium made up 
14.3 percent and high made up 
23.3 percent.  During the 2015-16 
period the breakdown was 

standard – 62.2 percent; medium – 14.3 percent; and high 
23.5 percent.  During the 2016-17 the breakdown was 
standard – 62.6 percent; medium – 14.3 percent; and high 
23.2 percent. 
 
Whilst overall proportions of risk assessments have remained 
stable, some monthly levels have changed markedly over the 
two year period.  For instance, levels of medium risk and high 
risk incidents remain fairly stable month on month.  However, 

there are marked differences in the trend of standard risk assessed incidents.  Whilst overall levels of 
domestic abuse experience two peaks during the year (over the summer and again over Christmas and 
New Year) these peaks appear to be mainly made up of standard risk assessed incidents. 
 
The current guidelines for categorising the initial risk are: 
 

 High Risk 14 or more ticks in the relevant DASH fields;  
Or four incidents in four months; 
Or repeat MARAC victim within the last 12 months; 
Or Honour Based Violence, Forced Marriage or Female Genital Mutilation; 
Or Professional judgement. 
  

 Medium Risk 8-13 ticks in the relevant DASH fields;  
Or three incidents in four months. 
  

 Standard Risk - Incidents falling outside of High or Medium Risk20. 

                                                
20

 PROCEDURE: Investigation of Domestic Abuse, issued 26/05/16 and currently under review. 
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2015/16 62.2% 14.3% 23.5%

2016/17 62.6% 14.3% 23.2%

Total 62.4% 14.3% 23.3%

Initial Risk Assessments: 

April 2015-March 2017
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However, this picture is very different from that seen 
subsequently when risk assessments are revised over time - 
any risk assessment is a continuing and dynamic process and 
should be subject to frequent review to ensure it reflects any 
change in circumstances.  For the whole of the two year 
period, only 0.8 percent of incidents remain categorised as 
High Risk, 2.8 percent as Medium Risk and 96.5 percent as 
Standard Risk.  Risk would be expected to decrease over 
time and this can be seen in those oldest assessments: for 

the 2015/16 period High Risk assessments account for 0.4 percent of all risk assessments, whilst a 
year later these levels more than double to 1.1 percent.  For the 2015/16 period Standard Risk 
assessments account for 98.2 percent of all assessments, whilst the following year they account for 
94.8 percent. 
 
The method by which incidents are initially risk assessed is largely automatic and leads to a large 
number of incidents being dealt with by the Safeguarding Team when they would be better suited to be 
owned locally by the Neighbourhood Policing Team (NPT).  Currently all High Risk incidents are 
referred to the Safeguarding Team, whilst Standard and Medium Risk incidents are referred to the NPT. 
 
The Safeguarding Project Team have already carried out the initial work in identifying the impact of 
changing the way we automatically risk assess incidents.    
 
The automatic High Risk assessment of MARAC repeat incidents and High Risk assessment of 
incidents through escalation amounts to 71 percent of all High Risk domestic abuse incidents leading to 
increased demand upon MARAC and partner agencies.  A sampling of incidents demonstrated that by 
automatically excluding those incidents the percentage of the initial automatic High Risk assessments 
would decrease from 23 percent to 6.75 percent.  If these percentages were applied to the 2016-17 
data, this would equate to 5,130 fewer High Risk assessments. 
 
The categorising incidents as High Risk in the following instances would remain:  

 14 or more ticks in the relevant DASH fields;  

 Or Honour Based Violence, Forced Marriage or Female Genital Mutilation; 

 Or Professional judgement. 
 
The Neighbourhood Teams will retain management responsibility for Medium Risk incidents, the 
ownership of Standard Risk incidents is retained by the first responding officer to the incident. 
 
A pilot project involving 1,028 incidents was carried out in North Tyneside to assess the impact of such 
changes.  The results analysis of the pilot noted the following: 
 
“1028         Total number of standard risk victims…. 
  729         Contact was successfully made with 729 victims 
    64         Victims consented to support  
    48           However, 48 of the 64 had previously consented at the time of first response. 
    16           Victims who initially declined were interested in support following contact. 
    10          Victims requested contact details for agencies, so they could later self-refer. 
      6          Victims agreed to an actual referral to a support agency 
      1           Only one victim, of the six referred actually engaged with the support service. 
 
In relation to the 16 victims who were interested in support following contact,  
For nine of those victims, this was the first reported incident to the police. 
 

Standard 

Risk

Medium 

Risk

High 

Risk

2015/16 98.2% 1.4% 0.4%

2016/17 94.8% 4.1% 1.1%

Total 96.5% 2.8% 0.8%

Secondary and Subsequent Risk 

Assessments: April 2015-March 2017
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Six victims agreed to an actual referral to a support agency, only one victim went on to engage with the 
support agency. Of those 6 victims who agreed to an actual referral,  
5 victims have not reported any further incidents. 
 
“Success story” – Sadly, only one victim engaged with support services. This was a female victim and 
the incident was the first reported to police. The nature of the incident was a dispute between partners 
in relation to parenting of their child. 
 
Outcome of North Tyneside pilot applied to forcewide data 
 
1028                      Standard risk victims allocated for follow up contact 
       1                      Only one victim engaged with support service  = 0.09 percent of all victims. 
 
19,388                   Forcewide total number standard risk victims 2016/2017 
        17.44             Number of victims who would engage based upon 0.09 percent”. 
 
The new proposals have the potential to importantly provide victims with the right support at the right 
time.  Well received consultations have been had with the following: 
 

 Office of the Police and Crime Commissioner, 

 Response officers, NPTs and RWD North/Central/South, 

 Safeguarding Department representatives, 

 Neighbourhood Focus Day (proposals delivered in coordination with FIT Team), 

 MARAC Partners, 

 Local Authority Domestic Abuse Coordinators. 

 
Domestic Violence Protection Notices and Orders 
 

A Domestic Violence Protection 
Notice (DVPN) and Domestic 
Violence Protection Order 
(DVPO) enable Police and 
Magistrates to put into place 
immediate protection for the 
victim and other associated 
persons in the aftermath of a 
domestic violence incident. The 
Notice is issued by the Police and 
can last for a maximum of 48 
hours. The Notice instigates an 
application to the Magistrates for 
an Order; this can be 
substantiated or refused. If 
substantiated, the Order can 
impose conditions on the subject 
for a minimum of 14 days and a 

maximum of 28 days21.  
 

                                                
21

 Safeguarding Department – PROCEDURE: Domestic Violence Protection Notices and Orders, Issued: 27/03/17 
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281 DVPNs have been issued over the past two 
years and the vast majority of these have been 
substantiated and a DVPO has been issued.  
During the 2015-16 there were 241 notices issued 
whilst 185 were substantiated and an order given 
(76.8 percent).  During the 2016-17 there were 240 
notices issued, whilst 198 were substantiated (82.5 
percent). 
 

The rate that Magistrates refuse to issue orders has decreased significantly over the two years, 
although it still remains a concern.  During the 2015-16 period there were 48 refusals (19.9 percent) 
whilst during the 2016-17 period there were 23 refusals at Magistrates (9.6 percent).   
 
The introduction of Body Worn Video (BWV) was in part due to the need to improve evidence 
gathering, including in the application of DVPN/Os.  BWV can significantly strengthen a prosecution 
case, drawing attention to the true extent of the offending and should be used to capture images 
following reports of domestic abuse including alleged assaults, criminal damage, or incidents which 
contribute to a pattern of coercion and control.  It is intended that the recording will provide an 
immediate and exact record of the disturbance throughout the scene and the emotional effect on the 
victim and their family or other immediate witnesses.  
 
Where an offender is present, BWV users should consider recording evidence of their demeanour and 
language, any continuing offending behaviour such as further abuse directed towards the victim, and 
evidence of any difficulty in restraining the offender if they are particularly hostile22. 
 
Anecdotally, some Magistrates have been unable to see evidence gained by the use of BWV either 
because of incompatible equipment in the court, or the court having no facilities at all to watch video.  
The scope and scale of this problem is unknown. 
 
Research was carried out into the number of orders which were issued and subsequently went on to be 
breached and the outcomes of those breaches.  Between April 2016 and March 2017 there were 240 
DVPNs issued and of these 198 went on to have DVPOs given.  Of these 198 orders, 32 subsequently 
went on to be breached by the suspect (13.3 percent) on a total of 44 occasions.  The outcomes for 
breaching a DVPO were analysed.  Of the 32 breached orders the most common outcome was a fine – 
these ranged between £5 and £165 and were imposed on 20 order breaches.  The average amount of 
fine was £62, although the most common fine was £50 which was imposed on eight occasions.  Three 
breaches resulted in the perpetrator being imprisoned – two after the perpetrator had first been fined.  
The prison sentences were 11, 14 and 21 days.   
 
The use of bail measures to manage perpetrators was not analysed due to the scope of the analysis.  
Work in this area may be beneficial. 
 
Recommendation:  Need to improve the quality and quantity of BWV in domestic abuse incidents and 
training to be provided. 
 
Recommendation:  Need to establish in which courts BWV can be utilised and to include this 
information in BWV and domestic abuse guidance.  
 
Recommendation:  Work to be carried out into how bail measures are used to manage domestic 
abuse perpetrators. 

                                                
22

 PROCEDURE: Prosecution Support - Body Worn Video (BWV), Issued: 11/01/2018 

DVPN/Os: April 2015-March 2017

2015-2016 2016-2017

Substantiated (DVPO) 185 198

Cancelled (DVPN) 7 19

Refused (DVPO) 48 23

Withdrawn 1

Total 241 240
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Recommendations 

 
Page 21:  New DASH form to be introduced which better reflects the diversity of the LGBT community. 
 
Page 21: A single domestic abuse training course to be introduced which brings together the current 
multiple strands of domestic abuse training.   
 
Page 34: A Coercive Control IT flag to be added to domestic abuse HRNs so that the rate of incidents 
being charged as Coercive Control or another crime type can be monitored. 
 
Page 28: The use of Coercive Control legislation within the Force area to be evaluated. 
 
Page 31: Introduction of a dedicated APVA IT flag for Domestic Abuse HRNs so that they can be more 
easily identified and subsequently analysed. 
 
Page 31: Analysis to be carried out at least two years after the IT flag has been introduced so that it 
can be assessed whether APVA perpetrators go on to be “mainstream” domestic abuse suspects. 
 
Page 40:  Need to improve the quality and quantity of BWV in domestic abuse incidents and training to 
be provided. 
 
Page 40:  Need to establish in which courts BWV can be utilised and to include this information in BWV 
and domestic abuse guidance.  
 
Page 40:  Work to be carried out into how bail measures are used to manage domestic abuse 
perpetrators. 
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Annexes 

Annex A: Sunderland 
 

 Incidents 
 

  
 
 

 

 Crimes 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 126 229

May 118 208

June 107 189

July 126 251

August 145 222

September 130 231

October 174 207

November 146 188

December 185 229

January 217 232

February 179 219

March 175 267

Total 1,828 2,672

Domestic Crimes from HRNs: 

April 2015 - March 2017

Sunderland

 
 
 

Sunderland

2015/16 2016/17

April 489 498

May 512 528

June 509 501

July 514 606

August 583 591

September 502 539

October 478 530

November 482 468

December 554 577

January 530 545

February 467 489

March 499 532

Total 6,119 6,404

HRN - DV Incidents: April 2015 - 

March 2017
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 Ratio – HRNs:Crimes Generated 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 3.9:1 2.2:1

May 4.3:1 2.5:1

June 4.8:1 2.7:1

July 4.1:1 2.4:1

August 4.0:1 2.7:1

September 3.9:1 2.3:1

October 2.7:1 2.6:1

November 3.3:1 2.5:1

December 3.0:1 2.5:1

January 2.4:1 2.3:1

February 2.6:1 2.2:1

March 2.9:1 2.0:1

Total 3.3:1 2.4:1

Sunderland

Ratio - HRN: Crimes Generated 

April 2015 - March 2017

 
 

 Child Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

2015-16 2016-17

April 198 182

May 216 180

June 198 189

July 197 221

August 231 192

September 175 204

October 199 194

November 187 163

December 210 217

January 217 228

February 170 189

March 175 205

Total 2,373 2,364

CCNs From DV HRN Incidents: 

April 2015-March 2017

Sunderland
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 Adult Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

Sunderland

2015-16 2016-17

April 10 14

May 12 12

June 11 13

July 14 13

August 9 20

September 9 18

October 21 16

November 21 18

December 11 16

January 14 22

February 24 19

March 17 11

Total 173 192

Adult Concern from DV HRNs: 

April 2015-March 2017
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Annex B: South Tyneside 
 

 Incidents 
 

   
 
 

 

 Crimes 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 53 121

May 65 111

June 74 115

July 65 150

August 79 118

September 49 104

October 117 121

November 118 128

December 127 127

January 128 133

February 123 132

March 140 139

Total 1,138 1,499

Domestic Crimes from HRNs: 

April 2015 - March 2017

South Tyneside

 
 

South Tyneside

2015/16 2016/17

April 271 274

May 326 305

June 336 320

July 352 376

August 325 350

September 279 281

October 285 316

November 304 309

December 379 311

January 327 315

February 315 286

March 317 305

Total 3,816 3,748

HRN - DV Incidents: April 2015 - 

March 2017
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 Ratio – HRNs:Crimes Generated 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 5.1:1 2.3:1

May 5.0:1 2.7:1

June 4.5:1 2.8:1

July 5.4:1 2.5:1

August 4.1:1 3.0:1

September 5.7:1 2.7:1

October 2.4:1 2.6:1

November 2.6:1 2.4:1

December 3.0:1 2.4:1

January 2.6:1 2.4:1

February 2.6:1 2.2:1

March 2.3:1 2.2:1

Total 3.4:1 2.5:1

South Tyneside

Ratio - HRN: Crimes Generated 

April 2015 - March 2017

 
 

 Child Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

2015-16 2016-17

April 106 107

May 107 102

June 118 139

July 108 147

August 108 134

September 113 113

October 93 132

November 103 131

December 133 133

January 121 120

February 108 117

March 131 131

Total 1,349 1,506

CCNs From DV HRN Incidents: 

April 2015-March 2017

South Tyneside
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 Adult Concern Notifications from HRNs  
 

South Tyneside

2015-16 2016-17

April 9 14

May 10 19

June 9 14

July 16 17

August 11 15

September 11 14

October 7 13

November 20 21

December 16 15

January 17 16

February 18 11

March 17 21

Total 161 190

Adult Concern from DV HRNs: 

April 2015-March 2017
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Annex C: Gateshead 
 

 Incidents 
 

   
 
 

 

 Crimes 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 84 154

May 86 163

June 77 155

July 94 163

August 90 155

September 70 148

October 99 171

November 126 146

December 118 171

January 122 166

February 119 138

March 139 183

Total 1,224 1,913

Domestic Crimes from HRNs: 

April 2015 - March 2017

Gateshead
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Domestic Abuse: HRNs: Gateshead: 

April 2015-March 2017

Gateshead 2015/16 Gateshead 2016/17

Gateshead

2015/16 2016/17

April 376 385

May 393 407

June 368 393

July 417 412

August 383 390

September 313 361

October 365 393

November 374 355

December 389 439

January 349 386

February 353 317

March 384 359

Total 4,464 4,597

HRN - DV Incidents: April 2015 - 

March 2017
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 Ratio – HRNs:Crimes Generated 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 4.5:1 2.5:1

May 4.6:1 2.5:1

June 4.8:1 2.5:1

July 4.4:1 2.5:1

August 4.3:1 2.5:1

September 4.5:1 2.4:1

October 3.7:1 2.3:1

November 3.0:1 2.4:1

December 3.3:1 2.6:1

January 2.9:1 2.3:1

February 3.0:1 2.3:1

March 2.8:1 2.0:1

Total 3.6:1 2.4:1

Gateshead

Ratio - HRN: Crimes Generated 

April 2015 - March 2017

 
 
 

 Child Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

2015-16 2016-17

April 148 154

May 142 149

June 139 151

July 172 144

August 144 137

September 113 118

October 137 152

November 122 135

December 139 154

January 141 156

February 158 119

March 152 148

Total 1,707 1,717

CCNs From DV HRN Incidents: 

April 2015-March 2017

Gateshead
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 Adult Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

Gateshead

2015-16 2016-17

April 6 14

May 6 11

June 6 17

July 14 17

August 10 11

September 12 11

October 15 11

November 11 14

December 7 19

January 9 21

February 16 12

March 23 10

Total 135 168

Adult Concern from DV HRNs: 

April 2015-March 2017
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Annex D: North Tyneside 
 

 Incidents 
 

  
 
  

 

 Crimes 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 66 148

May 69 164

June 70 147

July 63 179

August 74 166

September 64 153

October 101 172

November 117 187

December 124 197

January 123 154

February 117 168

March 123 198

Total 1,111 2,033

Domestic Crimes from HRNs: 

April 2015 - March 2017

North Tyneside

 
 

North Tyneside

2015/16 2016/17

April 314 357

May 318 373

June 335 360

July 329 396

August 347 407

September 292 355

October 355 360

November 320 379

December 363 377

January 348 363

February 297 323

March 349 389

Total 3,967 4,439

HRN - DV Incidents: April 2015 - 

March 2017
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 Ratio – HRNs:Crimes Generated 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 4.8:1 2.4:1

May 4.6:1 2.3:1

June 4.8:1 2.4:1

July 5.2:1 2.2:1

August 4.7:1 2.5:1

September 4.6:1 2.3:1

October 3.5:1 2.1:1

November 2.7:1 2.0:1

December 2.9:1 1.9:1

January 2.8:1 2.4:1

February 2.5:1 1.9:1

March 2.8:1 2.0:1

Total 3.6:1 2.2:1

North Tyneside

Ratio - HRN: Crimes Generated 

April 2015 - March 2017

 
 
 

 Child Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

2015-16 2016-17

April 117 140

May 135 118

June 124 124

July 136 152

August 129 158

September 118 141

October 132 131

November 108 149

December 133 162

January 124 142

February 116 118

March 128 169

Total 1,500 1,704

CCNs From DV HRN Incidents: 

April 2015-March 2017

North Tyneside
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 Adult Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

North Tyneside

2015-16 2016-17

April 10 16

May 13 16

June 12 18

July 10 17

August 6 7

September 9 12

October 12 13

November 11 21

December 9 10

January 11 22

February 15 13

March 16 16

Total 134 181

Adult Concern from DV HRNs: 

April 2015-March 2017
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Annex E: Newcastle 
 

 Incidents 
 

Newcastle

2015/16 2016/17

April 514 525

May 553 576

June 619 557

July 593 663

August 622 641

September 526 624

October 534 567

November 514 543

December 603 594

January 580 522

February 516 533

March 588 603

Total 6,762 6,948

HRN - DV Incidents: April 2015 - 

March 2017

  
 

  Crimes 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 113 198

May 136 180

June 143 184

July 140 250

August 158 233

September 109 256

October 176 210

November 173 212

December 170 217

January 178 196

February 179 199

March 195 285

Total 1,870 2,620

Domestic Crimes from HRNs: 

April 2015 - March 2017

Newcastle
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 Ratio – HRNs:Crimes Generated 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 4.5:1 2.7:1

May 4.1:1 3.2:1

June 4.3:1 3.0:1

July 4.2:1 2.7:1

August 3.9:1 2.8:1

September 4.8:1 2.4:1

October 3.0:1 2.7:1

November 3.:1 2.6:1

December 3.5:1 2.7:1

January 3.3:1 2.7:1

February 2.9:1 2.7:1

March 3.0:1 2.1:1

Total 3.6:1 2.7:1

Newcastle

Ratio - HRN: Crimes Generated 

April 2015 - March 2017

 
 

 Child Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

2015-16 2016-17

April 184 190

May 211 206

June 226 193

July 211 231

August 226 231

September 194 213

October 193 205

November 181 213

December 186 228

January 205 187

February 187 194

March 177 214

Total 2,381 2,505

CCNs From DV HRN Incidents: 

April 2015-March 2017

Newcastle
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 Adult Concern Notifications from HRNs  
 

Newcastle

2015-16 2016-17

April 21 31

May 24 27

June 27 24

July 19 30

August 22 31

September 22 34

October 17 32

November 22 33

December 17 32

January 23 29

February 22 31

March 33 33

Total 269 367

Adult Concern from DV HRNs: 

April 2015-March 2017
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Annex F: Northumberland 
 

 Incidents 
 

Northumberland

2015/16 2016/17

April 379 392

May 398 398

June 353 391

July 421 446

August 396 430

September 354 386

October 378 418

November 401 339

December 405 452

January 407 445

February 364 392

March 390 423

Total 4,646 4,912

HRN - DV Incidents: April 2015 - 

March 2017

 
 

  Crimes 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 75 133

May 78 140

June 67 135

July 84 148

August 83 133

September 70 123

October 109 154

November 119 125

December 101 167

January 143 175

February 114 176

March 135 190

Total 1,178 1,799

Domestic Crimes from HRNs: 

April 2015 - March 2017

Northumberland
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Domestic Abuse: HRNs: Northumberland: 

April 2015-March 2017
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 Ratio – HRNs:Crimes Generated 
 

2015/16 2016/17

April 5.1:1 2.9:1

May 5.1:1 2.8:1

June 5.3:1 2.9:1

July 5.0:1 3.0:1

August 4.8:1 3.2:1

September 5.1:1 3.1:1

October 3.5:1 2.7:1

November 3.4:1 2.7:1

December 4.0:1 2.7:1

January 2.8:1 2.5:1

February 3.2:1 2.2:1

March 2.9:1 2.2:1

Total 3.9:1 2.7:1

Northumberland

Ratio - HRN: Crimes Generated 

April 2015 - March 2017

 
 
 

 Child Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

2015-16 2016-17

April 151 163

May 166 151

June 151 171

July 166 180

August 143 170

September 130 131

October 147 147

November 154 144

December 130 189

January 148 195

February 147 175

March 155 171

Total 1,788 1,987

CCNs From DV HRN Incidents: 

April 2015-March 2017

Northumberland
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 Adult Concern Notifications from HRNs 
 

Northumberland

2015-16 2016-17

April 22 19

May 26 26

June 19 21

July 18 22

August 24 28

September 16 24

October 26 35

November 16 29

December 16 27

January 21 38

February 28 26

March 26 41

Total 258 336

Adult Concern from DV HRNs: 

April 2015-March 2017
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