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Public Health Approach to violence
Scope of the report

Trends in youth violence

Risk factors

Causal factors
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What’s missing?

What needs to change?
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Public Health Approach to Tackling Violence

An approach that seeks to improve
the health and safety of all
(ndividuals by addressing underlying
risk factors that increase the
likelihood that an individual will

1. Surveillance 2. Identify risk and
What is the problem? protective factors

What are the causas?

Diefine the violence poblem
through systematic data Conduct research fo find out

.. Communicable collection. why viclence occurs and
become a victim or perpetrator of , wh it affects.
violence. Disease
By definition, public health aims to f#
provide the maximum benefit for the f
largest ~ number  of  people.

Programmes  for  prevention of
violence based on the public health Whole Systems
approach are designed to expose a Approach 4. Implementation 3. Develop and evaluate

- . interventions
Scalimg up aeffactive

paolicy and programmas ¥hat works and
fior whom?

broad segment of a population to
prevention measures and to reduce
and prevent violence at population
level

Scale-up effeciive and

promising interventions Design, implement and
and evaluate their impact evaluate interventions to
and cost effeciiveness. e

ORGANISATION Data and Source: WHO, 2017
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Trends in Violence

Rate per 1000 population of recorded crime excluding violence, Rate of Recored Crimes of Violence with or without Injury per
weapons, robbery, sexual offences and drugs crime 1000 population
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Trends in Youth Violence and Weapons Offences

Violence with injury / Possessions of Weapons Violence with injury / Possession of Weapons
Offences: Young People Aged 10-24 in Thurrock Offences. Young People Aged 10-24 in Greater Essex
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Youth Violence and Weapons Offences by District

Violence with Injury Reported Offences (2017/18 and 2018/19 data

2 combined), victim aged 10-24
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B Number of violence by injury offences reported

Rate of violence by injury offences per 10K young people aged 10-24
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Possessions of Weapons Offences (2017/18 and 2018/19 data
combined), victim aged 10-24
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B Number of Possession of Weapons Offences reported

Rate of Possession of Weapons Offences Reported per 10,000 young people aged 10-24
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237/665 wards (35.6%) had one or more reported incidents in the last two years
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...the “Communicable Disease of Gang Culture”

Changing Age Profile of Gang Nominals in Thurrock: 2016/17 to
2018/19
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Number of gang nominals of each age category
Lm
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13-14 15-16 17-18 19-20 21-22 23-24 25-26 27-28 29-30 31+

Age of gang nominals
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Vulnerabilities



Gang Involvement

(U

Cannabis Use (ages 10-12)

Displaced aggression traits (ages
13-15)

Anger Traits (ages 13-15)

Conduct disorders (ages 0-6)
Hyperactivity (ages 0-2 and 7-9)

Lack of guilt and empathy (ages 3-9
and 13-25)

Physical violence and aggression
(ages 3-12)

Anti-social beliefs (ages 7-12 and
16-25)

High alcohol/drug misuse (ages 7-9
and 16-25)

Delinguent behaviour (ages 16-25)

Family poverty (ages 0-2 and 7-25)

Broken home/change in care giver
(ages 7-9)

Poor parental supervision (ages 7-
12)

Delinquent siblings (ages 13-25)

Poor parental supervision (ages 13-

25)

Low parental aspirations for child
(ages 16-25)

Risk Factors from the Published Evidence Base

EEEEEEEEN
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Low academic achievement in
Primary School (ages 7-12)

Learning Disability (ages 10-12)

Frequent Truancy (ages 7-15)

Low academic aspirations (ages 7-
9)

Low school attachment (ages 7-25)

Low school commitment (ages 10-
15)

Delinquent peers (ages 7-25)

Assoclation with gang
involved peers (ages 16-25)

Association with friends with
behavioural problems (ages
10-12)

Peer rejection (ages 7-25)

Cannabis availability (ages 10-12)

Living in a neighbourhood with
many youths in trouble (ages 10-
12)

Availability of/exposure to/use of
drugs in the neighbourhood (ages
13-25)

Low neighbourhood attachment
(ages 16-25)

Economic deprivation of
neighbourhood (ages 16-25)




Predictors of future violence at ward level

Association between Ward Level Deprivation Score (IMD ,2018) and Rate of
Ambulance Calls for victims of Assault, Assault with Serious Injury and
Gun/Knife/Stabbing aged 10-24. (Combined Data 2014/15 - 2018/19)
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Causal Factors: Deprivation and The Crime Paradox

What is the crime paradox?

Peterborough Longitudinal Study

Self-reported crime
= R2=0.04 frequency (age 12-16)
by 3.00 PY
g « . * No crime
g—U e %o O 1-99 crimes
o ° s T ® 100+ crimes Cohort of Young
<@ e v Yoo People (N=716)
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g e 18 R B ; Young people disadvantaged families
S |
(T ) - - from 40% most
()] - D O QEOD | —
£ DA0  © GROOAIDAD AADO O dasgc'dvantaged N=19
5 - AN S R families (N=274) 6.9% of young people
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Family and Neighborhood Disadvantage

(age 12)




Being exposed to a criminogenic environment

Having peers who have an
existing propensity to
involvementin crime

+ Delinquent peers (ages 7-25)

+ Association with gang involved
peers

+ Gang membership (ages 13-25)

Causal Factors

Developing an individual crime propensity




Causal Factors

Being exposed to a criminogenic environment Developing an individual crime propensity

Having peers who have an
existing propensity to
involvementin crime

Delinquent peers (ages 7-25)

Association with gang involved
peers

Gang membership (ages 13-25)

L/ , )

Detachment from Drugs (especially Previous criminal Individual Cognitive

Family dysfunction

Education neighbourhood) history / exposure /Behavioural




How should we respond?

Programmes delivered to children, young people and families identified
as requiring additional support that aim to reduce risk factors and
promote preventative factors for violence or gang membership

.
Se | ect I Ve O e.g. School based behavioural programmes for children showing early

signs of problem behaviour

Parenting classes for parents needing additional support




Promote family Strengthen youth skills ¥ o o+ vouth to adults Address the wider L e G Prevent gang Enforce the law to

environments that Provide quality in communication, and activity that role determinants of feduce L‘a"f"'; of membership and disrupt and deter
support healthy education early in life empathy, problem model positive serious youth exposure toviolence crime caused by violent offenders

i i ; and violence risk :
development solving, conflict behaviour violence and gang gangs and crime connected

resolution and El membership behaviours with gangs

Enhance and maintain the

built environment including
increased lighting, improved
accessibility to social spaces,

child

* Incredible Years Dinosaur
School Child Training

¢ Treatment Foster Care
Oregon Adolescent (TFCO)
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Opportunities Provision
Mentoring Programmes for including tutoring,
UuuT AL PR U/ Engageu 1 supplementary education, job
training and preparation, job
development and other
programmes designed to
increase economic or
educational opportunities
available to gang involved
youth.

Action to disrupt or take

down harmful social media

content including that

which promotes or Screening/support for neuro-
glamorises violence, drug disability including traumatic
dealing or gangs. brain injury

Specialist support for adolescent
violent offenders/those at risk
of offending

*  Multi-systemic therapy

*  Family functional therapy

Drug Addiction/treatment

1SI1VI23dS d3139¥VvL




Key Gaps in Service Provision

Breadth and reach

* El

* Conflict resolution

* Impulse control

* Behaviour management

Reach

Vs X0

Dira,.. oy c0?%
ecriny oty S i Reach

Success ~ Advice

MENTORING

q
|

| Men

al Health

Links with built environment
- Strategic but not reactive

Individual initiatives but no
comprehensive strategic
approach

Breadth and reach

Integration



Other key findings

Targeted approach too

“downstream”

- Thresholds set too high

- Too reactive

- Lack of proactive
approach to risk

Inadequate data integration

Inadequate systematic
surveillance

== Lack of strategic response
AN

“Interventionitis”

uce

Geographical targeting?

Poor evaluation

| M =" Evidence base?

Lack of Whole Individual treatment focus
Systems
Inadequate sharing of Approach Silo’d services
intelligence on risk between
agencies

Inadequate ‘place based’
risk profile




Conclusions and Recommendations

SURVEILLANCE

Integrated

Data Prolific
offenders

Trauma
focused

Holistic

ainstream
treatment

Youth
5 Service in s
& Predictive
(9] . A&E /
N Risk »
o . . Strengths/asset
Modelli ng Proactive . based integrated
sharing of Secondary Prevention oroactive offer

intelligence Locality risk
on risk profile linked
to strategy Address
and ops. detachment

from education

Systematic Primary Prevention

surveillance ISR (‘Inoculate’ the population by T P

inc. impact strenptho= ing protective offer
actors)

Mentoring

Geographical
targeting

SURVEILLANCE
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Xantura Predictive Risk

Model

Intelligence

Locality Based Multi-Disciplinary Panel x 4 Individual YP risk assessed as meeting
- Locality Based Intelligence Sharing/ Profile existing statutory thresholds
- Assessment of vulnerabilities/risk for individual
young people

Statutory care response

from existing provision

Share contextual risk o,
concerns as panel members -Tfatut ry’dua; Yo
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Integrated Support Team

’ Proactively engage with young people at risk
] Non statutory supportive / strengths — assets

| Broker and coordinate specialist tailored support based approach

Agree goals
’ Broker coordinated care from specialist
’ Deliver proactive response to support young

agencies to fill gap
Supportand divert

Connect with community assets
person

---------------------‘




“When a flower doesn’t bloom, fix
the environment in which the flower
grows, not just the flower”

Alexander den Heur
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Questions
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