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Introduction
Keeping young people safe and reducing their risks of crime is one of Enfield’s Safer and Stronger Communities Board (SSCB) current priorities and
as part of the supporting action plan to identify funding and commission outreach work for hotspot areas in Enfield, this evidence pack aims to support
Enfield’s application for the Young Londoners Fund. This pack is to highlight the need for further support for young people aged 10 to 21 in the borough
who are involved or maybe at risk of getting involved with violence and criminality. To further support the SSCB plan to offer aspirational and positive
activities, to encourage young people to make positive choices and provides information on:


An overview to the demographics of the borough



Levels of deprivation in the borough



Youth violence and areas of concern



Youth justice outcomes for young people in Enfield



School attendance and attainment



Future housing developments and the effects on the youth population



Other local authority indicators

The data used for this evidence pack consists of sources obtained from Council departments, Metropolitan Police, the Greater London Authority and
several government departments listed within.
This pack sets out to demonstrate the need in the borough of Enfield for community and voluntary organisations to help support our young people who
are involved or at risk of being involved in serious youth violence.
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Young People
Children and young people are vulnerable in different ways, at different ages and in different contexts. They may be vulnerable to exploitation, abuse or
neglect from within their family and from individuals they come across in their day-to-day lives. This exploitation can include sexual, physical and emotional
abuse in different contexts; exploitation by criminal gangs and organised crime groups; trafficking; online abuse; and the influences of extremism leading
to radicalisation.
We want all our children to be safe, confident and happy, with opportunities to achieve through learning and reach their full potential as they become
adults. – Enfield Safeguarding Adolescents from Exploitation Strategy 2019-2022 (Enfield Safeguarding Children Board)

The Young Londoners Project supports young people living in any London borough who are either at risk of exclusion or involved in criminal activity or
have been involved in criminal activity.

Young People at Risk of Exclusion or Criminal Activity Definition
‘At risk of exclusion’ can mean, for example, potentially being excluded from school or dropping out of college. It also includes being at risk of social
exclusion or isolation due to mental ill health, learning difficulties, bullying, harassment etc.
‘At risk of involvement of criminal activity’ can mean, for example, living in a disadvantage neighbourhood, low socioeconomical status, having a disrupted
family, having a convicted parent or sibling or low school attainment.

Young People Who Have Been Involved in Criminal Activity
‘Been involved in criminal activity’ can mean, for example, having a criminal conviction (i.e. custodial, community sentence or fine); or any other sanction
(i.e. Fixed Penalty Notice or Cannabis / Khat Warning) where there is credible information held by police to suggest they are actively engaged in or at
risk of unlawful activity; or in contact with a Youth Offending Team / Service.
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Bid Principles

Enfield intends to demonstrate that their projects will be sustainable, inclusive, collaborative and ambitious enough to stretch the young
people that are engaged to their full potentials.
The GLA is looking to fund projects that will have long lasting positive impacts. We will demonstrate how we plan to continue activities within
our communities beyond the funding period.
Enfield intends to deliver projects that fulfil some of the range of outcomes that Young Londoners Fund supports which are included below:
Outcomes
Increased engagement






More
More
More
More

Improved mental health





Improved
Improved
Improved
Improved

& well-being


Improved relationships






Improved behaviour

young people designing, leading and participating in volunteering
young people designing, leading and participating in social action
young people co-producing programmes
young people participating in local decision-making
mental health
well-being
self-esteem
resilience

Improved positive peer relationships
Improved family relationships
Improved relationships with trusted adults



Improved engagement and support services



Reduced drug and alcohol misuse
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Improved school/college attendance
Improved attitude to school/college

Increased employment






Increased job readiness
Increased probability of employment
Increased employment
Increased sustained employment

Reduced violence








Reduced offending of identified individuals

Improved attainment

Better transitions between schools/college
Fewer exclusions from school
Improved attainment

Reduced violence committed by and against the identified individuals
Reduced risk of harm to self and others
Reduced seriousness of offending
Less frequent reoffending
Reduced involvement in gangs

Suggested projects/local provision gaps/effective interventions – Not exhaustive list
Sports physical activities

Mental health centric

Gender specific

Media training

Gender specific

Age specific

Mentoring/coaching opportunities

Vocational/job skills- based

Exit from anti-social/criminal behaviour patterns

Community based projects

Vocational skills

Parental support projects

Faith

Creative
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Enfield’s Priority Keeping Young People Safe and Reducing Their Risk of Crime
Enfield is the 5th largest borough in London and therefore has a large youth population and has experienced a growth in serious youth violence in the
borough and Enfield are committed to supplying a safe place for young people and supporting those at involved or at risk of criminal activity.

The Enfield Safer and Stronger Communities Board Community Safety Plan 2017-21 outlines our five corporate priorities in Enfield, including keeping
young people safe and reducing their risks of crime. Our recent Strategic Assessment reviewed crime and anti-social behaviour in Enfield and was used
to evaluate the continued relevance of the Safer and Stronger Communities Board priorities and it was decided that keeping young people safe and
reducing their risks from crime was a top priority and the associated Action Plan recommendations were updated accordingly.
Enfield’s SSCB will regularly review and update an action plan whose activity is summarised below:


Contribute to and deliver in partnership the North Area Violence Reduction Plan.



Extend outreach youth support/gangs workers at key times; evenings and weekends.



Develop work with school/colleges for those young people at risk between the ages of 10 to 19, with aim of prevention of harm.



Promote regional media campaigns and develop bespoke communications to highlight local activity/help to deter violence



Continue good partnership working in the Case Management Groups and sharing intelligence with partners and the Rescue and Response team
with all partners being held accountable.



Working with the community, parents and local businesses to help provide safe public spaces for young people including consideration of
increased CCTV coverage in open spaces.



Working with partners locally and in bordering boroughs to help increase our understanding of Serious Youth and Gang violence.



Develop and commission a number of targeted projects aimed at engaging young people



Identify and develop work to support young people with vulnerabilities such as mental health needs and unhealthy or problematic relationships
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Overview of Enfield – History and Environment
The London Borough of Enfield was created in 1965 from the former
Municipal Boroughs of Southgate, Enfield and Edmonton and is 19
kilometres from the centre of London.
It is the city’s most northerly borough, bordered by Barnet on its west side,
Waltham Forest on the east and Haringey in the south and covers an area
of 82.2 square kilometres with 21 electoral wards.
The north of the borough is bounded by the M25 accessed at junctions 24,
25 and 26. It also has two trunk roads – the A10 (London to Cambridge)
and A406 (London’s North Circular Road). There are five train lines that
pass through the borough with 22 over ground stations including
Edmonton Green, Turkey Street, Southgate, Ponders End, Enfield Town.
This also provides other direct connections to London Kings Cross,
Moorgate and Liverpool Street, outward to Welwyn Garden City, Hertford
North, Hertford East, Letchworth and Stevenage.
The Piccadilly Line provides the boroughs 24-hour underground access
connecting Cockfosters to Heathrow Airport, as well as Arnos Grove,
Oakwood, and Southgate into central London. Night buses 29 and 279
from Charing Cross also end their routes in the borough.
One of the most striking demographic characteristics of Enfield is its rich
ethnic diversity. There are approximately 178 languages and dialects
spoken in the borough.

Copyright: Ontheworldmaps.com
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Enfield Population

Distribution of Enfield total population by LSOA, Mid-Year 2017

Enfield is the 5th most populated London borough with an
estimated (mid 2017) population of 332,705 having grown by 18,770
people (5.98%) since 20111 The population of Enfield is estimated to
increase by 5% by 2021 to 348,8802.
There are 21 wards in the borough, with 183 Lower-layer Super
Output Areas (LSOA). The 9 wards that fall on the eastern corridor of
the borough including Upper and Lower Edmonton, Edmonton Green,
Ponders End, Haselbury, Enfield Lock, Enfield Highway, Turkey
Street and Jubilee are the most populated and account for over 47%
of the borough’s population
Females and males made up 51% and 49% respectively of the total
population. However, since 2011 the male population has increased
significantly by 7% compared to 4% of the female population.
While the ONS estimates that the mid-year 2017 population of 1 to 19year olds is 86,585. 10 to 21-year olds are estimated to account for
42,000 young people. From 2017 to 2021 this age group is projected
to increase by 9%.

1

ONS UK Mid-Year (Pop) Estimates Final version (MYE5 tab) - 2017

2

ONS Population Projections – Published 2016
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Enfield Demographics

Index of Multiple Deprivation 2015 by LSOA

The Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD)3 2015 calculates that Enfield is the 64th most
deprived local authority in England out of 326 Local Authority Districts at the time.
Four of these wards (Edmonton Green, Upper Edmonton, Lower Edmonton and Turkey
Street) are in the top 10% most deprived wards in both England and Greater London.
The IMD also calculates that 11 of Enfield’s 21 Wards are among most deprived in
England.
The additional wards of Ponders End in the east as well as Chase and Southbury further
west, also have areas of deprivation.
When the Income deprivation domain is examined Enfield displays high deprivation in
this domain – it is ranked the 25th most income-deprived borough in England (according
to the rank of average score) and the 6th most deprived in London, with only Tower
Hamlets, Barking and Dagenham, Hackney, Islington and Newham occupying higher
deprivation rankings.
Enfield comparison to London Average IMD 2015 Ranks

3

IMD 2015 Local Authority Districts
In order to geographically display IMD correctly the higher the number range on the map legend the lower the deprivation – IMD ranks the lower the lower the score the higher the deprivation
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Index of Multiple Deprivation 2015
Borough Statistics

Income

2015
Deprivation
Rank
(London)
6th

Borough Context

Only Tower Hamlets, Barking and Dagenham, Hackney, Islington and Newham occupy higher
deprivation rankings.

Employment

7th

(In a more recent update Enfield’s employment rate has dropped several percentage points since
a high of 73.1% in the year to March 2016 to 69.2% in March 2018 was below both the London
and UK averages by June 2018).

Education

4th

With only 1% of the boroughs LSOAs falling with the 10% most deprived areas nationally, Enfield’s
national rank is a relatively non-deprived 144th place in England. This is undoubtedly impacted by
the disparity between the richest and poorest areas of the borough.

Health

20th

Enfield’s IMD rank was 188th out of the 326 local authority districts falling within the bottom (i.e.
less deprived).

Crime

13th

This is a measure of the risk of personal and material victimisation at local level. Enfield has a high
deprivation ranking nationally, being the 23rd highest in England. Over 23% of the boroughs LSOAs
fall within the 10% most deprived nationally.

Barriers to Housing

10th

While 59% of the boroughs’ population own their own homes and 17% of homes are rented from
the Council and/or Housing Associations,

Living Environment

23rd

40% of Borough designated as Green Belt with 130 parks and open spaces,113 play areas for
children (including housing sites) and 22 officially recognised Conservation Areas which may
contribute to only 2% of the boroughs LSOAs falling into the top 10% most deprived nationally.

Income affecting Children

5th

Data from The Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDACI) measures the proportion of
all children aged 0 to 15 living in income deprived families. Their data concludes that Enfield is
the 13th most deprived borough nationally.
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Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDACI) for London
This map4 shows the Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index
(IDACI) scores for each LSOA in London. The IDACI is a
supplementary index to the IMD and refers to the proportion of all
children aged 0 to 15 living in income deprived families.
Overall, around a quarter of children in London are living in income
deprived households. Enfield has the 5th highest 5income
deprivation affecting children of any local authority in the
country.

4

GLS Young Londoners Fund – Round 2 Data Resource Pack page 9
LG Inform – IMD Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDACI) (2015) – Enfield https://lginform.local.gov.uk/reports/lgastandard?mod-metric=3910&mod-period=1&modarea=E09000010&mod-group=AllBoroughInRegion_London&mod-type=namedComparisonGroup
55
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Youth population 10-21 years (2019) – proportion of total population

As boroughs6 have very different population sizes, it is
important to consider the total number of young people
resident in each borough, as well as the proportion of
young people within each borough’s population.
The population dynamics of London are changing at a fast
pace; which includes each of the boroughs having differing
age profiles. For instance, a number of the boroughs have
greater proportions of resident older adults, whereas
others have greater proportions of resident very young
children.
For the population of interest (young people aged 10-21
years), the proportion of the total population accounted for
varied greatly across the boroughs, ranging from 10.4% in
Wandsworth to 16.8% in Barking and Dagenham. The
London borough-average was13.4%. Enfield’s youth
population is estimated as 17% of the total in the east of
the borough.

6

GLA Young Londoners Fund – Round 2 Data Resource Pack May 2019 page 5

12 | P a g e

Enfield’s Young Population
The Office of National Statistics (Mid-Year 2017) estimates that there are proportionately more children and young people under 20 in Enfield than in
both London and England overall. Of the 32 London boroughs with the largest youth population under 24 years old, Enfield is the 4th highest. It is
estimated that this group makes up 33% (n=110,714) of Enfield’s current population and is estimated to increase by 2% by the year 2020.
Consistently Enfield also has the 4th largest youth population aged 1 to 19 years, accounting for just over a quarter of the borough’s total population. Over
half (54.7%) of the boroughs 1 to 19-year olds reside in the eastern corridor wards. On average young people in this age range account for 30% of the
population of each of the 9 eastern wards in this area.
All 10 to 21 year olds in Enfield by LSOA

Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (0-15 years) by LSOA
(2015)
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Specifically, looking at the 10 to 21-year old age group - 55.7% of this group are in the eastern corridor.
On average they make up 17% of population of each of the wards in the east, as opposed to
contributing an average of 12% to the estimated populations in the remaining 12 wards of the borough.
Data from The Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDACI) measures the proportion of all
children aged 0 to 15 living in income deprived families. Their data concludes that Enfield is the 13th
most deprived borough nationally and the 5th most deprived in London. 7
The median income in Enfield’s wealthiest ward was more than twice the income in Enfield’s poorest
ward a difference of more than £25,000. 35,000 Enfield residents are earning an hourly rate below the
London Living Wage, with 22% of children now living in low income households.8

Female population 10 to 21 years by LSOA (ONS Midyear 2017)

7
8

Male population 10 to 21 years by LSOA (ONS Midyear 2017)

About Enfield – Borough Profile 2018 – London Borough of Enfield
Enfield Corporate Plan 2018-2022 (Page 13)
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Vulnerable Locality Profile 2017/18 by Ward
The Vulnerable Localities Profile (VLP)9 is a London-adaptation of
the Vulnerable Localities Index (VLI). Like the VLI, the VLP
identifies residential neighbourhoods that require prioritised
attention for community safety.
The VLP sources data on crime (burglary and criminal damage),
socio-demography (resident population density for the 10-24
years cohort, GCSE capped point score), and deprivation
(claimant rates, average household income) to calculate a single
composite index value for each London ward. The higher the VLP
value, the higher the priority need of the neighbourhood.
Edmonton Green ward in Enfield is the 5th highest ward with the
VLP score of the all wards in London. Haselbury and Jubilee
wards are ranked in the top 30 wards in London, ranking the 25th
and 28th highest alike.

9

GLA London’s Ward Landscape – Vulnerable Locality Profile 2018 - https://www.london.gov.uk/what-we-do/mayors-office-policing-and-crime-mopac/data-and-statistics/londonlandscape
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Young People Statistics
Data for the following sections was taken from the Local Authority Interactive Tool (LAIT) downloaded on 3rd May 2019. In 2007 the National Foundation
for Educational Research identified and grouped similar local authorities, in terms of socio-economic characteristics and each local authority was assigned
10 such neighbours (Statistical Neighbours – SNs). Enfield was placed in a group that includes Nottingham, Wolverhampton, Reading, Luton and
Birmingham. The group also includes the London boroughs of Barking and Dagenham, Greenwich, Haringey, Croydon and Waltham Forest.
The graph demonstrates local challenges in relation to
child poverty. Since 2009 to 2016 Enfield has been
consistently above the level it’s Statistical Neighbours
and England.

Source: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/personal-tax-creditschildren-in-low-income-families-local-measure-2016-snapshot-as-at-31august-2016

16 | P a g e

Enfield Secondary School Population and Unauthorised Absents and Exclusions
In January 201810, there were a total of 107 schools in Enfield ranking our borough the 11th highest in London. Of which, 67 were state funded primary
schools, 21 state funded secondary schools, 6 special schools, 1 pupil referral unit and 12 independent schools.
There are 19,502 pupils attending state funded secondary schools with 17,543 (90%) residing and going to school in the borough and 1,959
(10%) students attending school in Enfield and residing outside of the borough.
We know that 10% of our secondary school population in Enfield travel in to the borough to go to school, suggesting that the population of young
people decreases slightly in the borough and around transport hubs out of term time, compared to the number of young people in the borough during
term time, which increases the possibility of becoming a victim of serious youth violence.
When considering unauthorised absence from secondary schools in Enfield, schools are required to distinguish where a day pupil of compulsory school
age is absent, schools must indicate if their absence is authorised by the school or unauthorised. The school census 2018 shows that pupils in Enfield
recorded a higher number of unauthorised absences between 2009 and 2018, than our statistical neighbours, outer London and England.

10

DFE School Census 2018 School pupils and their characteristics 2018 – Cross-border movement local authority tables. https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/schools-pupilsand-their-characteristics-january-2018
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This map11 shows the combined total number of pupils with 1 or
more fixed-period exclusions expressed as a percentage of the
number of pupil (headcount) within the Primary, Secondary and
Special Schools in each borough. The data is sourced from the
Department for Education.
The London average rate of pupils with one or more fixed period
exclusions is 2.29% compared to 2.18% in England.
Enfield borough had the highest number of children,1,743,
with one or more fixed period exclusions and a rate of 3.01%
Enfield secondary schools12 recorded 46 permanent exclusions
between 2016 to 2017, equating to a rate of 0.20. Where the
reason is given for permeant exclusions, most pupils were
excluded for persistent disruptive behaviour (n=20).
There were 1,522 secondary school pupils with one or more fixed
term exclusions in Enfield, recording a rate of 10.69 in the year
2016 to 2017. The most common reason for fixed term exclusions
was physical assault against a pupil, as shown in the graph below.
13

11

GLA Young Londoners Fund – Round 2 Data Resource Pack May 2019 page10
Department for Education – Permanent and fixed period exclusions in England: 2016 to 2017 Local Authority Tables: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/statisticsexclusions
12
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Fixed periods of exclusion by reason of exclusion

There is strong evidence14 that shows a correlation between excluded children and crime, suggesting excluded children maybe at a greater
risk of becoming a victim or a perpetrator of crime. 23% of young offenders sentenced to less than 12 months custody in 2014, had been
permanently excluded before their sentence date.
The Timpson Review of School Exclusions completed analysis on the characteristics of excluded children. The analysis found that children from a Black
Caribbean and Mixed White and Black Caribbean ethnic background, were more likely to be excluded compared to other ethnic groups such as
Bangladeshi and Indian children. The findings also showed that 78% of permanent exclusions included pupils with Special Education Needs (SEN) or
pupils elidable for free school meals and in 11% of exclusion cases, children had all three of the above characteristics.

14

HM Government May 2019 – Timpson Review of School Exclusion:
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/799979/Timpson_review_of_school_exclusion.pdf
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Not in employment, education or training (NEET 16-17 year olds)
The map represents the proportion of people aged 16-17
years who are not in employment, education, or training
(NEET) in each of the London boroughs. The data is
sourced from the Department of Education; with the
average of the combined December 2017, January 2018,
and February 2018 NEET proportions being used as the
values for the mapping.
The NEET rate for England (2.7%) is higher than for
London (1.8%); although three different London boroughs
exceed the England average. The NEET rate for the
individual London boroughs ranged from 1.1% through to
3.4%. The boroughs with the highest NEET rates, in
descending order, were Barking and Dagenham, Tower
Hamlets and Camden.
There are also several boroughs that have significant
proportions of 16-17 year olds of whom activity is unknown,
so could potentially identify as NEET, including Haringey
(10% unknown), Lambeth (8.7% unknown), and
Wandsworth (7.9% unknown).

In March 2016, the Department of Education show
that the NEET rate in Enfield was low recording a
rate 1.4.15

15

Department of Education – 2016 Local Authority NEET figures https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/neet-data-by-local-authority-2012-16-to-18-year-olds-not-ineducation-employment-or-training
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Young People and Violence
Serious Youth Violence is defined as “Any offence of most serious violence or weapon enabled crime, where the victim is aged 1-19 and incorporates
offences such as, Murder, Manslaughter, Rape, Wounding with Intent and Causing Grievous Bodily Harm”. When we consider the SYV definition wider,
the below diagram shows how SYV inter links with other serious criminal activities.
Serious Youth Violence Diagram16
There are several contributing risk factors17 that are linked to young people becoming involved with
or being exposed to Serious Youth Violence;
 Individual Risks Factors – The young person is vulnerable and may suffer from a learning
disability, poor behavioural control or high emotional distress, may have suffered a bereavement
or unresolved trauma, be a looked after child or been excluded from education.


Home Environment Risk Factors – Sibling association to criminal or Anti-Social
behaviour, low parental involvement, exposure to domestic violence, parental substance
misuse or criminality, overcrowding in the home, neglect or high level of family disruption.

Peer Group Risk Factors – Peer group association and peer group dynamics and
offending.


School Environment Risk Factors – Peer recruiting, weapon carrying and bullying and peer
status, lack of involvement in conventional activities.

Neighbourhood Risk Factors – resides in areas of high concentration of poor residents, lack of
opportunities and boredom, risk to personal safety in open spaces and regular travel routes, for example: travel to and from school.

16

SYV Diagram Carlene Firmin, University of Bedfordshire

17

Youth Violence Prevention: https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/youthviolence/riskprotectivefactors.html
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Serious Youth Violence – victims aged 10-21
This map18 represents the rate of victimisation in each of the
London boroughs for Serious Youth Violence, where the
victim was aged between 10 and 21 years. This has been
calculated from police recorded crime data for Serious
Youth Violence in 2017; within which the home address
counts of the victims have been normalised against the 1021 years population for each of the London boroughs. Thus,
the rates of victimisation are very much influenced by the
individual age profile of the boroughs, as well as how
populous the borough is generally.
The borough victimisation rates ranged from 2.3 to 7.5. The
two highest victimisation rates were shown in the central
London boroughs of Lambeth and Lewisham. Whereas, the
boroughs with the lowest rates of victimisation were
exclusively located in the West half of London; with all but
one (Kensington & Chelsea) located in the peripheral
regions of London.
The borough of Enfield recorded a victimisation rate
between 5.0 to 5.9 and remained in the top 7 boroughs.

18

GLA Young Londoners Fund – Round 2 Data Resource Pack May 2019 page 7
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Serious Youth Violence in Enfield
Serious youth violence in Enfield has increased by 33% in the last 5 years and was slightly higher than London which increased by 32% in the same
period. Serious youth violence in Enfield experienced a dramatic increase from August 2016 onwards and in the last financial year has recorded
379 serious youth violence victims, equating to just over one victim per day, making Enfield the third highest borough in London.
Over the five years, the summer month of August has seen a seasonal dip in the number of young people experiencing violence in Enfield, which is
followed by an increase in victims in September and this pattern is evident throughout the years, except August and September 2015, where serious
youth violence victims peaked in October 2015.
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Serious Youth Violence in Enfield19

Serious Youth Violence May 2018 to April 2019

There were 379 Serious Youth Violence20 victims in the year to April 2019,
compared to 399 the previous year, a decrease of 5% (n=20). London experienced
a similar decrease of 2.5% in the same year.
The borough of Enfield recorded the third highest number of Serious Youth
Violence victims out of all the 32 London boroughs and is only marginally behind
Westminster that currently has the highest volume of SYV victims in London by 9
victims.
On average, Enfield recorded 32 serious youth violence victims a month in
the last year, equating to just over one victim per day.
Geographically over the last year, serious youth violence has been concentrated
in the eastern corridor of the borough as shown in the map, with Edmonton Green
recording the highest number of victims (n=35), followed by Town (n=29) and
Southgate (n=29). In recent months, the wards Town and Southgate have
recorded the highest victims of SYV and raises concernes of a new
emerging problem of SYV evolving in these areas.

19

Serious Youth Violence figures downloaded from Metropolitan Police system Metstats on 03/05/2019
Serious Youth Violence is defined as any offence of Most Serious Violence or Weapon enabled crime, where the victim is aged 1-19. This measure shows the number of victims
aged 1-19 of these offences.
20
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Enfield has the 4th largest youth population aged 1-1921 in London
accounting for just over a quarter of the total population. When considering
the rate of SYV per 1000 population aged 1-19, Enfield recorded a rate of
4 over the last year, although we are high compared to other boroughs,
Enfield remains lower than Westminster and our bordering borough
Haringey.

21

ONS Mid-Year population estimates 2017
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Serious Youth Violence in Enfield between
24/01/2019 to 24/04/201922

The below maps displays Serious Youth Violence between 24/01/2019 to 24/04/2019 by
LSOA

When considering when and where serious
violence takes place we have used a 3 month
snap shot and mapped them to LSOA level
along side the location of secondary schools on
the borough, to give us a better understanding
geographically of the SYV problem in Enfield.
We can see that within the wards for SYV there
are particular localised areas that are
problematic and sections of Town and Southgate
are particularly high over the last three months.
The three month analysis shows that young
people are more at risk of becoming a victim
of serious violence early in the morning
between 08:00 and 09:59 and after school
hours between 15:00 and 19:59.
Violent assualts against young people are
consistently high during this time throughout the
week, however, numbers drop significantly in
this time period at weekends, suggesting that
young people in Enfield are more a risk of
becoming a victim of violence after school.

22

Metropolitan Police CRIS data - Serious Youth Violence data 24/01/2019 to 24/04/2019
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Where the location was known during this three month period, most assaults took place either inside or outside of school, in or outside a retail outlet or
in the street. A high number of assaults took place in or outside fastfood outlets and transport hubs, after school hours.

Day of the
Week
Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Saturday
Sunday
Total

00:00 01:00 02:00 03:00 04:00 05:00 06:00 07:00 08:00 09:00 10:00 11:00 12:00 13:00 14:00 15:00 16:00 17:00 18:00 19:00 20:00 21:00 22:00 23:00
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
00:59 01:59 02:59 03:59 04:59 05:59 06:59 07:59 08:59 09:59 10:59 11:59 12:59 13:59 14:59 15:59 16:59 17:59 18:59 19:59 20:59 21:59 22:59 23:59
2
1
3
1
5
2
1
3
4
2
3
1
1
4
5
2
1
5
4
1
3
1
1
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
2
1
5
4
6
1
1
1
4
1
2
4
1
3
1
4
4
5
2
1
2
2
3
1
5
1
1
1
1
3
3
1
1
5
1
2
1
1
2
1
2
1
2
1
1
1
1
4
1
3
2
2
2
1
1
2
1
1
2
1
1
19
4
2
1
1
1
1
2
12
7
2
1
18
7
6
22
20
15
12
15
8
8
5
5

Total
29
31
31
36
31
24
12
194

The below table displays where assualts of young people take place according to police data where it is recorded. During the hours of concern, it is
clear that young people are at risk in places such as, on way from school, retail outlets, fast food outlets and parks and spaces.
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According to the Youth Violence Survey 201823, most young people stated that they feel safe in and around their school and within the local
area where they live. However, results from this survey show that young people’s perceptions of feeling safe in their local area and at school
tends to decrease with age, particularly from the age 13 onwards.

23

MOPAC Evidence and Insight December 2018 – Youth Voice Survey 2018 https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/youth_voice_survey_report_2018_final.pdf
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Knife Crime in Enfield24
Enfield is in the top ten boroughs in London for knife crime and is
currently 8th, recording 618 knife crime offences.
Knife crime25 in Enfield has experienced an increase of 4.2% in the
year ending April 2019, compared to London that has experienced a
reduction of 0.9% in the same period.
On average there has been 52 knife crime offences per month in the
year ending April 2019, compared to 49 per month the previous year.

There were 171 knife crime injury victims in Enfield in the year ending
April 2019, ranking Enfield the 10th highest borough in London.
In the year ending April 2019, Knife Crime with Injury offences had
decreased by 10 offences compared with the previous year. London
saw twice the % reduction 10.8%.
However, since February 2019 there has been a steady increase
month on month in knife crime injury victims in Enfield.

24

Downloaded from Metropolitan Police Metstats on the 03/05/2019
Knife crime is defined in as an offence of homicide, attempted murder, assault with intent to cause harm, assault with injury, threats to kill, sexual offences (including rape) and
robbery or where a knife or sharp instrument has been used to injure, used as a threat, or the victim was convinced a knife was present during the offence.
25
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Enfield is currently ranked 7th in London for all knife crime
victims aged 1 to 24 years.
In London there was a reduction of 17.3% recording 1730 victims,
compared to 2092 the previous year.
After a period of decrease in January-March 2019, the number of
young people who received a knife injury in April 2019 more than
doubled.

Geographically, young people have become a victim of knife crime in
the lower eastern corner of the borough in the Edmonton Green and
Upper Edmonton wards.
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Young People and Knives
There appears to be a new Knife Culture amongst our young people and those who carry knives or take knives into schools is becoming more frequent.
In January 2018, Enfield’s Youth Offending Team completed an anonymous Knife Survey26, to find out their attitude to carrying a knife. Over one third
(39%) of young people stated that they were worried about being stabbed and 6 young people who completed the survey, stated they had been stabbed.
53% of young people stated they have seen someone else threatened with a knife or stabbed.
When young people were asked about their attitude to carrying a knife 91% (n=64) acknowledged that it is risky to carry a knife on them, however, just
over 1 in 4 young people stated that they felt they would be less likely to be attacked, if they were to carry a knife. One in three young people stated they
would be able to defend themselves if they carried a knife. The limits of this survey do not explore how young people consider the consequences of
carrying a knife and do not explore the outcomes, if the young person may not have intended to use a weapon in the heat of the moment and the
devastating after effects on the young person and their families.
Why young people carry knives?
As discussed earlier in this pack, Knife Crime in Enfiled has increased on the borough by 4.2% in the year ending April 2019 and at the same time
young people under the age of 25 make up a large percentage (46%) of Enfields knife crime injury victims. A safeguarding report produced by Ofsted27
expresses concerns for pupils who have self reported as being a victim of knife crime are twice as likely to carry a knife themselves, compared to nonvictims. Therefore, as our young people feel more unsafe in regards to knife crime, we can expect to see an increase in perpetrators of knife-carrying
and knife crime amoung our young people.
The Youth Voice Survey 201828 states that the most imost prevelant risk factors in determining if a young person has ever carried a knife
include;






Having been a victim of crime
Feeling pressured to carry a knife
Being in a gang
Feeling people carrying knives at school is a big problem
Knowing people who have been ‘stopped and searched’

26

Enfield Youth Offending Service Knife Survey 2018 (Sample size 70).

27

Ofsted Safeguarding children and young people in education from knife crime (March 2019)
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/785055/Knife_crime_safeguarding_children_and_young_people_110319.pdf
28
MOPAC Evidence and Insight December 2018 – Youth Voice Survey 2018 https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/youth_voice_survey_report_2018_final.pdf
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Youth Crime Proven Offences April 2017 to March 2018
In the year ending March 2018, young people in Enfield were responsible for 3,382 proven offences29 making Enfield the 4th highest London
borough. When considering the rate of proven offences by 10,000 young peple aged 10 to 17 years old, Enfield has a rate of 184 per 10,000. In
Enfield the top four proven offences were Violence Against The Person accounting for 27% (n=907), Drug offences accounting for 17% (n=575), Theft
and Handling Stolen Goods accounting for 13% (n=428) and Robbery accounting for 11% (n=381).

29

Youth Justice Statistics 2017 to 2018 England and Wales – Local Level - https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/youth-justice-statistics-2017-to-2018 Croydon (4,717 proven
offences), Lewisham (3,754 proven offences) and Lambeth (3,492 proven offences).
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Characteristics of young offenders in Enfield April 2017 to March 2018
In Enfield, there were 259 young people who received a caution or a sentence30, equating to a rate of 75 per 10,000 of 10 to 17 year olds. The
majority of young people that received a youth caution or sentence were male accounting for 87% of the cohort. The age group 15 to 17 years,
accounts for most young people, both male and females. When considering ethnicity, young people who were BAME accounted for 55% and are
over represtened. A quarter of young offenders in Enfield received a Youth Rehabilitaion Order, followed by 23% receiving a Referral Order and 14% of
young people receiving a Youth Caution.

30

Youth Justice Statistics 2017 to 2018 England and Wales – Local Level - https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/youth-justice-statistics-2017-to-2018
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Enfield Rescue and Response Project County Lines31 Overview

Rescue and Response Enfield Cohort Age Breakdown

The Rescue and Response Project operates on a pan London scale and is funded by
MOPAC for three years and aims to develop and deliver a support service for young
peope who are vulnerable and caught up in County Lines drug distribution networks
across London and the County areas. The project includes a support network for
young people involved or at risk of being involved of County Lines through voluntary
organisations St Giles and Abianda and is also committed to building a picture of the
scale of this problem through the collection of intelligence for each London borough.
In the first years analysis, the Rescue and Response project has provided evidence
on the current Enfield cohort and in that time identified 93 individuals who evidence a
link to county lines activity. This relates to individuals who have been arrested for
offences linked to county lines activity or found in drug addresses in other county
forces, there is intelligence linking individuals to county lines activity, or the subject
has disclosed to a professional or family member that they are involved in county
lines.
There were 31 individuals identified who show indicator behaviours that the subject is
possibly exploited or involved in county lines activity. However, it hasn't been
confirmed whether the potential exploitation/activity is county lines related or local
drug supply as indicator behaviours for both are similar.
The majority of those identified in Enfield were males. The age of all 124 individuals
ranges from 12 to 58 years, with the highest proportion aged 16 to 19 years (38%).
The suspected cohort are disproportionately younger, indicating a lack of available
corroborative county lines information on those aged 15 to 18 years.

31

Farah Dadabhoy - Rescue and Response Project County Lines Overview Enfield 01/04/2018 – 31/03/2019 created on 3rd May 2019.
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County Lines Locations
Individuals from Enfield have been involved in county lines activity across 21 police force areas. The county police force areas which feature the most
number of individuals frequenting are:

The most common towns identified are highlighted below:

29 individuals have been involved in county lines activity across multiple towns. Of note, all
these locations are not county lines all originating from Enfield, but are locations that individuals
from Enfield have been involved in.
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Finally, for consideration when preparing bids






Where is the problem?
When is it happening?
Who is at risk?
What is happening?
What are the risk factors?
What activity already exists? Youth Enfield https://new.enfield.gov.uk/youth/

36 | P a g e

Youth Centre Timetable
Centre
Ponders End
Youth Centre

Monday
Oasis
3pm-9pm

Tuesday
Oasis
3.30pm –
9.30pm

Wednesday
Oasis
3pm to 18:30pm

Thursday
YDU
6:30pm –
9:30pm

Friday
Oasis
Junior Club
5pm to 8pm

Saturday
Closed

Unity Hub @
Craig Park

Closed

YDU
6:30pm –
9:30pm

Closed

YDU
6:30pm –
9:30pm

YDU
6:30pm –
9:30pm

YUD
12pm – 3pm

Allan
Pullinger
Centre
Croyland
Youth centre

YDU
6:30 – 9:30pm

Closed

Closed

TYL
4pm – 8pm

DAZU
5:30 – 22:30pm

DAZU 10:00
– 6pm

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Bell Lane
Youth centre

Oasis
4:30 – 6:30pm

Closed

Oasis
4:30 – 9pm

Closed

Closed

Closed

Sunday

TYL
12pm - 4pm

YDU: Enfield Youth Development Unit
DAZU: Partnership work with DAZU
Oasis: Partnership work with Oasis Community Hub Hadley
TYL: Partnership work with Turkish Youth for London

37 | P a g e

38 | P a g e

