
 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1  Purpose 

1.1  The Local Crime Issues Survey was conducted by the Aylesbury Vale Community Safety Partnership in the following wards: 

 Bedgrove 

 Buckingham North 

 Elmhurst and Watermead, and  

 Pitstone. 

These were selected following an Aylesbury Vale wide crime survey conducted in 2012, where home burglary, distraction burglary, anti-social behaviour and 

theft from sheds and outbuildings were identified as of ‘most concern’.   

1.2  This earlier survey sought to clarify people’s specific worries about these matters and identify what would make them feel safer.  The survey was 

conducted in defined areas to enable findings to be compared between communities with differing levels of crime and anti-social behaviour and with divergent 

geographies (and to enable preventative activities to be targeted most effectively).  Buckingham North and Elmhurst/Watermead wards fell in to a higher 

crime category (although Aylesbury Vale is one of the safest places in the Thames Valley) and Bedgrove and Pitstone a lower.  The wards comprised a wide 

range of Acorn population groups.  

1.3  A questionnaire was available online on the AVDC website and was distributed to approximately 1 in 10 premises in each of the 4 wards, to local 

community and children’s centres and to schools and libraries.  Engagement took place with local community groups and opinion formers seeking to increase 

participation in the survey. 

2  Respondents 

2.1 There were 498 responses (140 from Bedgrove, 116 Buckingham North, 114 Elmhurst/Watermead, 82 Pitstone and 46 from elsewhere) – 462 were 

completed on paper and 36 online, which is a 23.7% response rate.  390 responses were from residents and 7 from businesses.   

2.2   58% of respondents were female and 42% male. Most respondents came from the 65 and over age group  – with the age ranges 35-44, 45-54 and 55-

64 each representing approximately 16% of respondents.  90% of respondents were ‘White British’ (above the 2011 census figures).  Similarly, the Asian or 

Asian British representation was a little above the 2011 census figure with 6.2%.   

3  Home Burglary 

3.1  Over half of respondents in all of the wards were ‘fairly/very  worried’ about home burglary (the overall survey figure 60%).   



3.2  Elmhurst/Watermead had the greatest number of respondents ‘very worried’ (20%), this ward has the highest level of home burglary offences.  

Respondents in Buckingham North were least concerned by the offence (48%).   

3.3  People were worried, predominantly, because of what they heard about crime locally – particularly in Pitstone (the ward with the most concern when 

combining the ‘worried’ categories).   ‘Advice on the specific methods to make homes more secure’ and ‘Information about how to access crime 

updates/preventative advice’ was seen as the most effective way to make respondents in all wards feel safer.  

3.4  The majority of respondents did not have their valuable property marked against theft (at around 56% in each ward).  Bedgrove and Pitstone had the 

highest proportion of items marked.  

4  Distraction Burglary 

4.1   Less than half of respondents in all of the wards were ‘fairly/very worried’ about distraction burglary (44%) and therefore less concerned about distraction 

burglary than home burglary. 

4.2  As with home burglary, Elmhurst/Watermead had the largest proportion of respondents ‘worried’ or ‘very worried’ (49%). In contrast, in Buckingham 

North, 66% of respondents were ‘not worried’ at all. 

4.3  In all wards (again highest in Pitstone) people were worried, principally, ‘because of what they heard about crime occurring locally in their neighbourhood’ 

(although in Bedgrove and Buckingham North ‘what people read in the national press’ was at a similar level).  

4.4  ‘Information about security measures to reduce the risk’ was regarded (in all wards) as the most effective way to make people feel safer – although 

‘better lighting at the front door’ and ‘information on safe storage of cash and valuables’ were also popular in Elmhurst/Watermead.       

5  Theft from Sheds and Outbuildings 

5.1  Almost half of all respondents were ‘very/fairly worried’ by theft from sheds and outbuildings (48.5%). Overall, people were less concerned about theft 

from sheds/outbuildings than home burglary but a little more concerned than about distraction burglaries 

5.2  Pitstone had the largest proportion of respondents ‘very/fairly worried’ by the crime (63%) – perhaps reflecting that Pitstone suffered the highest number 

of these offences.  All other wards had a small majority of respondents ‘not worried at all’ about the thefts – the highest proportion in Buckingham North 

(56%). 

5.3  As with both home and distraction burglary offences, the majority of respondents in all wards were worried because of what they heard about crimes 

occurring locally – with a particularly high proportion of 57% in Pitstone.  In Bedgrove, people were also concerned because of ‘what was read in the national 

press’ and ‘not knowing about local crime’ (around 25% in each category).   



5.4 ‘General information on security’ and ‘advice on the methods and products to mark property’ were considered equally effective as ways to make people 

feel safer.  A larger majority of respondents than in respect of home burglary did not have property marked in their shed/outbuilding – averaging 72% across 

the wards.     

6  Anti-Social Behaviour  

6.1  A significant proportion of respondents (at a similar level  to home burglary) were ‘fairly/very worried’ about anti-social behaviour – ranging from 54% in 

Pitstone to 65% in Buckingham North.  

6.2 In Bedgrove, ‘intimidating behaviour by people in groups’ was of most concern (with 34% of respondents), followed closely by ‘abusive language in public 

places’ (33%) and then ‘drunken behaviour that is rowdy/inconsiderate’ (24%).   

6.3  In Buckingham North, ‘drunken behaviour’ and ‘abusive language’ were of most concern (42% and 41% respectively), followed by ‘rubbish and dumping 

of litter/fly tipping in public places’ (26%).  ‘Noise/disturbance from licenced premises’ was of more concern in Buckingham North (16%) than in any of the 

other wards (around 4%), as was ‘noise/disturbance from take away premises’ at 8% compared with 2%. 

6.4  In Elmhurst/Watermead, ‘abusive language’ and ‘rubbish/fly tipping’ were of most concern (both with 34%), followed by ‘intimidating behaviour by groups’ 

(28%), then ‘drunken behaviour’ (27%) and ‘vehicle nuisance–revving car engines, racing’ (24%).   

6.5 In Pitstone, ‘rubbish/fly tipping’ was of by far the most concern with 32% - followed by ‘abusive language’ (24%).   

6.6 Issues, such as ‘abandoned vehicles’, ‘begging’, ‘noisy/nuisance animals’ and ‘harassment’ were not of significant concern in any of the wards.  

7  Other Offences 

7.1  People were asked about what other offences were of concern to them in their neighbourhood.  Theft from motor vehicle was of concern in all wards, as 

was ‘vandalism and graffiti’ and ‘underage drinking/sales’. 

7.2   In Bedgrove, respondents were also concerned about ‘mugging’ (29%).  

7.3  In Buckingham North ‘drug offences’ were also of concern, with ‘dealing in the street’ (28%) and ‘use in public places’ (25%).  

7.4  In Elmhurst/Watermead, mugging’ (34%) and ‘drug offences’ were also of concern, i.e. ‘dealing in the street’ (37%) and ‘use in public places’ (26%) 

7.5  In Pitstone theft of motor vehicles was also of concern (54%).  

 



8  Feelings of Safety 

8.1   95% of respondents felt ‘safe/very safe’ in the daytime, and 95% felt as safe or safer than they did twelve months ago. 

8.2  In Bedgrove, Buckingham North and Pitstone, 97% of respondents felt ‘safe/very safe’ in the daytime, and again 97% feel ‘as safe/safer/much safer’ than 

they did a year ago. Whereas in  Elmhurst/Watermead, more people felt ‘unsafe/very unsafe’ (10%) with 90% feeling ‘safe/very safe’. This ward also had the 

highest proportion of respondents feeling ‘less safe’ than 12 months ago (10%), compared with other wards at 2%; although conversely more respondents felt 

‘safer/much safer’ (15%), than in the other wards.    

8.3  As might be expected, people did not feel as safe during the hours of darkness – 76% across the four wards.  

8.4  64% felt ‘safe/very safe’ in Elmhurst /Watermead compared to around 80% in the other wards.   Similarly, Elmhurst/Watermead had the fewest people 

feeling as safe as they did 12 months ago (with 85% of respondents) compared to an average of 94% in the other wards. 

8.5   People were asked to comment as to why they may feel ‘safer/much safer’ or ‘less safe’ than they did a year ago.  There were only 38 comments in the 

feeling ‘safer’ category – but fewer problems with young people and effective police patrolling were mentioned in most wards.   

8.6  In the ‘less safe’ category, there were 69 comments covering a range of issues including ‘victim of rowdy behaviour’ (Bedgrove), ‘new social housing’ 

(Buckingham North), ‘more burglaries’ (Pitstone) and ‘Bad people/gangs loitering/about’ (Elmhurst/ Watermead).  

8.7  When comparing feelings of safety against crime and ASB levels in the wards – Elmhurst/Watermead, with the highest levels of crime and ASB, had the 

lowest percentage of people feeling safe in the day and at night (although in Buckingham North there were similar levels of ASB but with a higher percentage 

of people feeling safe - and at a similar level to the other 2 wards where ASB levels were lower).  Similarly, with regard to crime levels, feelings of safety were 

at about the same level in Bedgrove, Buckingham North and Pitstone wards  (both during the day and at night – although lower at night) despite them having 

differing levels of crime. 

9  Neighbourhood Watch and Thames Valley Alert System 

9.1  In all wards, only a small minority of respondents were members of a Neighbourhood Watch scheme – in the region of 23% in Bedgrove, Buckingham 

North and Pitstone, and 7% in Elmhurst/Watermead (the area with the lowest level of public confidence).  Similarly, a low proportion of respondents were 

signed up to the Thames Valley Alert messaging system (where communities receive information online about local crime issues) – ranging from 26% in 

Pitstone to 8% in Elmhurst/Watermead. 

 

 



IMPLEMENTATION OF SURVEY RECOMMENDATIONS 
  

  

  

RECOMMENDATION LEAD COMPLETION DATE RESOURCES 

General       

a)  Conduct burglary and motor vehicle crime prevention 
road shows in all wards.  

AVDC Community 
Safety 

Summer 2013 and winter 
2013/14 

AVDC Community Safety and TVP 
Neighbourhood Teams. 

b)  Make proactive use of the 'Clear Car Campaign' in all 
wards. 

TVP On-going TVP Neighbourhood Teams. 

c)  Conduct a distraction burglary reassurance campaign 
across the Vale. 

AVDC  Community 
Safety  

Sep 2013 Older persons organisations. 

d)  Promote the 'Challenge 25' scheme to deter under age 
sales at off licences in all wards. 

      

e)  Investigate rubbish/fly tipping in Buckingham North, 
Elmhurst/Watermead and Pitstone wards. 

AVDC  

  

 I:onBucks 

f)  Seek to increase the number/membership of 
neighbourhood watches and people on the Thames Valley 
Alert system (particularly in Elmhurst/Watermead). 

TVP 

  

  

g)  Consider how the Thames Valley Alert System and local 
TVP newsletters can be used to promote reassuring 
messages on crime and ASB (particularly in relation to public 
confidence in the hours of darkness). 

TVP 

  

  

h)  Seek to ensure the content of media releases/broadcasts 
will not unnecessarily increase the fear of crime. 

AVDC  On-going  

Bedgrove       

i)  Investigate concerns around vandalism and graffiti, 
intimidating behaviour by groups and abusive language - to 
provide reassurance to effected communities about their 
perceptions. 

TVP 

  

Neighbourhood Policing Teams. 



RECOMMENDATION LEAD COMPLETION DATE RESOURCES 

Buckingham North       

j)  Promote work, currently being conducted by AVDC, BCC 
and Buckingham University to reduce ASB in the town, to the 
Buckingham North community. 

AVDC/TVP Public 
Safety Team 

  

Media, promotional material at 
various outlets. 

k)  Provide the findings of the survey to AVDC Licensing to 
help inform work in developing the late night licencing policy 
in the town. 

AVDC Community 
Safety 

May 2013   

l)  Make information from the survey available to the 'Falcon 
Group' to help in the development of an action plan to tackle 
drug and alcohol misuse in the town. 

AVDC Community 
Safety 

July 2013 DAAT, TVP, treatment providers 
and local councils. 

Elmhurst/Watermead       

m)  Investigate instances of intimidating/drunken 
behaviour/abusive language/vandalism and graffiti/vehicle 
nuisance. 

AVDC/TVP Public 
Safety Team 

  

Neighbourhood Policing Teams 
and partners. 

n)  Make information from the survey available to the DAAT 
to help with on-going work in combatting drug and alcohol 
misuse in the area.  

AVDC Community 
Safety 

May 2013 BCC and education/treatment 
providers. 

Pitstone       

0)  Carry out target hardening and property marking 
initiatives to help protect sheds and outbuildings and to 
deter thieves. 

AVDC Community 
Safety 

June 2013 Neighbourhood Policing Teams. 

p)  Investigate concerns about 'vandalism and graffiti' in the 
area. 

TVP 

  

Neighbourhood Policing Teams. 

q)  Promote good news stories on crime and ASB in the local 
parish council magazine. 

AVDC Community 
Safety 

 On-going Neighbourhood Policing Teams. 

 


