
         APPENDIX – B 

Adult Offender Dashboard  

 

The following dashboard shows offender and re-offender characteristics, needs and rates of 

reoffending. It includes  

 A written summary of analyses 

 Reoffending Rates 

Demographic characteristics of offenders 

 Who is most likely to offend 

 Where are offenders most likely to live 

 Offending Behaviour 

 Offending Needs 

  



Blaby Community Safety Partnership Strategic Assessment 2010/11

off reoff % 

Leicestershire 1735 236 14%  

Blaby 229 15 7%  
Charnwood 530 89 17%  
Harborough 146 17 12%  

Hinckley & Bosworth 340 52 15%  
Melton 125 18 14%  

NW Leicestershire 183 30 16%  
Oadby & Wigston 182 15 8%  

Compared to County Caseload Compared to County Caseload

n % 樂 n % 樂
gender female 20 9%    1 5%  

male 209 91%    14 7%  

age 18 - 24 54 24%    4 7%  
24 - 29 49 21%    6 12%  

 25 - 29 69 30%   4 6%  

A total of 229 offenders were resident in Blaby District.

The adult reoffending rate in Blaby is 7%, significantly lower than the overall 

County reoffending rate, 14%.

The most common offender needs identified in Blaby District are ‘Thinking’ 

(38%) and ‘Relationships’ (37%). However, offenders in Blaby District are less 

likely to have identified needs associated with reoffending compared to 

offenders across the County, in particular 'Education', 'Relationships', 'Drugs' 

and 'Accommodation' needs.

See full PSA2011 document for further detail

Who is most likely to offend?

Summary Reoffending Rates

Category: adult offenders

All Offenders Reoffenders

 5  9 69 30%    6%  
30 - 39 40 17%    1 3%  

40 + 17 7%    0 0%  

ethnicity White British 192 84%    12 6%  
BME 37 16%    3 8%  

Compared to County Caseload Compared to County Caseload

n % 樂 n % 樂
urban/rural urban 195 85%    14 7%  

rural 34 15%    1 3%  

OAC Blue Collar Communities 42 18%    2 5%  
City Living 0 0%    0 0%  

Countryside 16 7%    0 0%  
Prospering Suburbs 111 48%    6 5%  

Constrained by Circumstances 15 7%    2 13%  
Typical Traits 45 20%    5 11%  
Multicultural 0 0%    0 0%  

Where are offenders most likely to live?

Instructions & Key

Each row of the report provides details of each 

offender and reoffender characteristic

n % 樂 n % 樂
gender female 66 12%   13 20%  

male 464 88%   76 16%  

categories
in group

characteristic
group

% of offenders
District compared 

to County

number of reoffenders
in category

percentage of reoffenders
in category

% of reoffenders
District compared 

to County






number of reoffenders
in category

percentage of reoffenders
in category

significantly high compared to County

significantly low compared to County

thin black bar : District %

thick grey bar : County %



Compared to County Caseload Compared to County Caseload

n % 樂 n % 樂
deprivation most deprived 71 31%    2 3%  
(source IMD 2010) 48 21%    6 13%  

39 17%    2 5%  
39 17%    3 8%  

least deprived 32 14%    2 6%  

household income lower income 62 27%    4 6%  
(source CACI) 43 19%    4 9%  

44 19%    1 2%  
36 16%    3 8%  

higher income 44 19%    3 7%  

level of crime high crime 65 28%    4 6%  
(source Leicestershire Counstabulary) 47 21%    5 11%  

53 23%    2 4%  
36 16%    1 3%  

low crime 28 12%    3 11%  

level of ASB high ASB 65 28%    5 8%  
(source Leicestershire Counstabulary) 56 24%    6 11%  

48 21%    2 4%  
29 13%    2 7%  

low ASB 31 14%    0 0%  

Compared to County Caseload Compared to County Caseload

n % 樂 n % 樂
PPO PPO 4 2%    4 100%  

All Offenders Reoffenders

Offending Behaviour

Where are offenders most likely to live?

Tier Tier 4 5 2%    3 60%  
Tier 3 83 36%    6 7%  
Tier 2 62 27%    2 3%  
Tier 1 79 34%    4 5%  

Order Type Community Order 193 85%    15 8%  
License 35 15%    0 0%  

Offence Type Violence 71 31%    5 7%  
Acquisitive 23 10%    5 22%  

Breach 30 13%    2 7%  
Motoring 36 16%    2 6%  

Drugs 18 8%    0 0%  
Fraud 14 6%    0 0%  

Criminal 8 3%    0 0%  
Sexual 9 4%    0 0%  
Other 8 3%    0 0%  

Compared to County Caseload Compared to County Caseload

n % 樂 n % 樂
Needs Thinking 86 38%    7 8%  

Education 53 23%    8 15%  
Relationships 84 37%    5 6%  

Lifestyles 78 34%    8 10%  
Attitudes 74 32%    11 15%  

Alcohol 42 18%    4 10%  
Drugs 35 15%    7 20%  

Accommodation 29 13%    6 21%  

Data provided by Leicestershire and Rutland Probation Trust

Includes 1,735 individuals on the Probation caseload as at April 2010, resident in Leicestershire County, tracking reoffending behaviour for 12 months to March 

Data Source

Offender Needs

Includes 1,735 individuals on the Probation caseload as at April 2010, resident in Leicestershire County, tracking reoffending behaviour for 12 months to March 

2011.
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