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INTRODUCTION

Background

The Derbyshire Homeless Watch Survey 2009 was commissioned by the nine local
authorities of:

Amber Valley
Bolsover

Chesterfield

Derby City

Derbyshire dales
Erewash

High Peak

North East Derbyshire
South Derbyshire.

The survey and the development of this report have been undertaken under the
supervision of the Derbyshire Homeless Officers Group.

The 2009 survey provides an opportunity to identify, analyse and understand levels
of homelessness and the needs of homeless people in Derbyshire at present and to
build on the first survey undertaken last year to identify and analyse trends and
changes in homelessness in the County.

The Homeless Watch Survey 2009 has been undertaken against a background of:
- acontinued economic recession
- acontinued emphasis on homelessness prevention

- the recent development of new five year homelessness strategies for Derby
City and each of the districts and boroughs of Derbyshire

- the case of ‘G vs. Southwark’ which clarified and enhanced the legal duty of
local authorities to support and accommodate homeless teenagers under
Section 20 of the Children Act 1989;

- agrowing emphasis on the role of local strategic partnerships; the delivery of
targets through local area agreements and the removal of the ‘ring fence’
around Supporting People funding.

The survey continues to be a relevant and worthwhile undertaking which can be used
to inform the development of strategies and services designed to:

prevent homelessness

reduce levels of homelessness and rough sleeping

improve service provision

improve the lives of people who find themselves homeless in Derbyshire.

The Derbyshire Homeless Officers Group would like to thank all those agencies and
individuals who took part in the survey with a particular thank you to the homeless
people who were willing to give information about their situations and their lives to
make the survey both possible and meaningful. The Derbyshire Homeless Officers

Page 5 © HLG Resource Service



Homeless Watch 2009 Derbyshire Report

Group would also like to thank the agencies and individuals who have contributed
information and comment on the analysis of findings within this report.

Survey methods

The Derbyshire Homeless Watch Survey 2009 is the second annual survey of
homelessness in Derbyshire. It provides a snapshot survey that records details of
everyone who presented as homeless to participating agencies in the County,
including Derby City, during the two week survey period from 28th September to 11th
October 2009.

For the purposes of the survey and report, homeless people are defined as people
presenting to agencies who were:

- living in something not normally considered to be housing (such as derelict
buildings, sheds, vehicles — i.e. sleeping rough)

- living with the insecurity of not knowing where they would sleep tomorrow or
over the next 28 days e.g. sleeping on a friends floor for a few days or staying
temporarily with relatives

- living in a state of dispossession (i.e. not being able to have their belongings
in the same place that they are sleeping).

Agencies across the County who regularly come into contact with homeless people
are invited to participate in the Homeless Watch Survey by completing forms for
homeless people presenting to them during the survey period. *

333 agencies were invited to take part in the survey this year and 49 did so. 13
agencies gave nil returns and the overall agency response rate was 14.7%. Both the
number of participating agencies and the response rate are down on the previous
year.

[A full list of all agencies invited to participate is provided at Appendix One.]

This report sets out the findings from the Homeless Watch Survey 2009 in table and
graph format with analysis of the data below.

303 homeless adults presented to the Homeless Watch Survey 2009 including
13 people who presented two or more times. This number (303) is used as the total
figure throughout the first section of the report unless otherwise stated. In addition,
122 dependent children were recorded by the survey giving a global total of 425.

The number of individual rough sleepers recoded by this year’s survey was 47.
In the second section of this report, which looks in more detail at rough sleeping, the
data and related analysis are based on the actual number of individuals who were
recorded as sleeping rough.

The number of agencies patrticipating in the survey this year is almost 50% down on
last year. The overall number of returns was down and the number of agencies
engaged was also down. 333 agencies were invited to take part in the 2009 survey
and only 49 did so — giving a disappointing response rate of 14.7%. Last year, 94
agencies took part with a response rate of 19.4%. There were no returns at all this

! staff at participating agencies identified homelpsople using the definitions above
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year from the Bolsover district. These response rates compare with over 26% in
Nottinghamshire this year and over 29% in 2008. However, whilst the number of
participating agencies has fallen by almost 50% compared with last year, the number
of forms returned was less than 22% lower than last year. This might indicate that the
2009 survey reached those agencies that have most contact with homeless people in
the County.

There were some issues with data quality this year. A number of forms were poorly
printed by participating agencies with a number of boxes being misplaced,
particularly concerning rough sleeper data and reasons for homeless. In total 65
forms, were either corrupted in printing or had missing pages and some forms were
only part completed.

The survey report includes a number of tables and graphs setting out data findings
for the last two years. These tables provide at a glance comparative data in some
key areas of research. In the light of the issues identified above it should be stated
that comparisons between findings this year and last should be treated with a degree
of caution.

HLG has again been able to undertake a survey of homelessness in neighbouring
Nottinghamshire. The report draws some comparisons between findings in the two
counties and highlights best practice across both areas. The population of
Nottinghamshire? is 1,068,800 compared with Derbyshire’s® population of 996,050.
As the population sizes of Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire are broadly similar it is
therefore appropriate to draw comparisons on the findings between the counties.

How this report should be used

The purpose of this report is to provide an analysis of the data collected during the
survey period and highlight the key issues arising from the findings. Agencies
working with homeless people across Derbyshire can consider the findings and
analysis provided within the report for their work with homeless people and the future
commissioning and provision of services.

The report, in conjunction with the eight district mini reports, provides valuable
information to inform district homelessness strategies and other relevant local
strategies and the commissioning and development of services for homeless people
in Derbyshire. It can be used by housing and support agencies to inform the planning
and development of services and to provide evidence to inform strategic planning
and support funding bids.

This report provides detailed analysis and commentary on the survey findings and
highlights a number of areas of concern and key issues for consideration. However, it
does not make specific recommendations for action.

The data contained within the survey and report should be regarded as indicators of
the general level and nature of homelessness across the County, rather than a
definitive statement that a certain number of people fit into any particular category.
As such, the report is intended as a practical tool for agencies rather than a scientific
study of homelessness in Derbyshire. It is a snapshot survey that highlights some of

2 Based on 2009 figures. Available onlinevatvw.nottinghamcity.gov.uk
% Based on 2007 figures. Available onlinevatvw.derbyshire.gov.uk
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the key issues and trends in homelessness at the time of the survey and draws
comparisons with previous survey findings.

The main report for the County of Derbyshire is complemented by separate reports
analysing survey findings for Derby City and each of the districts and boroughs. It is
important to note that figures on the number of presentations and numbers of
homeless people are calculated using a different methodology within the district
reports than has been used for the area analysis in the main Derbyshire-wide
Homeless Watch Report. Figures in the district breakdowns within the main report
are based on only those presenting within that particular district whereas for each
district report they are based on presentations by people who were either recorded
by the survey as presenting to agencies whilst in the district itself or recorded as
seeking advice whilst in another Derbyshire authority area but as having a local
connection to the particular district.

The report does not make specific recommendations for action but highlights key
areas of concern and suggests areas for further exploration and examination.

SUMMARY OF KEY FINDINGS
Districts

As there were fewer people presenting to the survey this year the actual numbers of
people presenting to the various districts was also lower than last year. The highest
numbers of presentations were recorded in:

Chesterfield with 94 presentations (118 last year)
Derby City with 64 (84 last year)

Amber Valley with 40 (28 last year)

High Peak with 39 (61 last year)

No survey forms were returned for the Bolsover district this year. This appears to
have been due to an administrative oversight and does not indicate that there were
no homeless people in the district during the survey fortnight.

Chesterfield has the highest level of homelessness per 1,000 head of population as
recorded by the 2009 Homeless Watch Survey. There has been a notable decrease
in presentations by homeless people in High Peak this year at 39 compared with 61
last year and increases in Derbyshire Dales with ten presentations this year
compared with 5 in 2008 and in South Derbyshire with 23 presentations in 2009
compared with 14 last year.

Gender

Survey data shows that the majority of individuals presenting as homeless were men;
63% of the adjusted total (when those where no gender information is available are
removed). This is in line with findings last year which showed that 60% of
presentations were made by men. However, in Derbyshire Dales this year there
were more presentations by homeless women than by men — 7 women and 3 men. In
Erewash the numbers of men and women presenting were almost equal (15 and 14
respectively). 89% of the 47 rough sleepers who presented to the survey were men.

Page 8 © HLG Resource Service



Homeless Watch 2009 Derbyshire Report

Age

113 presentations (37%) were made to the survey by homeless young people under
25 including 28 presentations by 16 and 17 year olds (9%). These figures are very
similar to last year when 140 presentations (39%) were made to the survey by under
25’s including 31 presentations by 16 and 17 year olds (8%). 113 presentations
(37%) were made by those aged between 25 and 40 in 2009 and four by homeless
people aged 60 or over.

Consistent with last year the data shows that the majority of presentations by 16 and
17 year olds were young women — over 53% this year and 55% in 2008. No under
16 year olds presented as homeless in their own right during the survey period.

The recent G vs. Southwark ruling will impact on young people presenting to local
authorities as homeless. The ruling states that:

“Local authorities should presume any lone, homeless children should be provided
with accommodation under section 20 of the 1989 Children Act. Where the criteria
for section 20 have been met, children’s services do not have the discretion to
choose to use section 17 powers instead to provide accommodation”.

This means that where 16-17 year olds have previously been accommodated under
housing legislation, unless they were clearly identified as extremely vulnerable, now
all 16-17 years will be assessed with the presumption that care services should be
provided under section 20 of the Children Act 1989. When a young person becomes
homeless they will have to be assessed and support provided to keep them with their
families if at all possible. Where it is not possible, they will need to be accommodated
under se4ction 20. The exception is a teenage child with no support needs other than
housing.

Household type and Homeless Children

197 presentations (65% of the total) were made by single people and families of all
types made up 22% of presentations including 12% single parents and 10% couples
with children. 22 presentations (7% of the total) were made by couples without
children. There has been a decrease in the number and proportion of single people
and an increase in the number and proportion of couples with children presenting to
the survey this year compared with 2008.

122 children were recorded within the two weeks of the survey as being homeless
with the largest number (45) in the nought to four years age range. The data shows
a decrease in the number and proportion of children aged nought to four and a small
increase in children aged 16 to 17 between 2008 and 2009.

Pregnant Women
19 women presented to the survey as definitely being pregnant at the time and

another four women presented who thought that they might be pregnant with the
largest numbers of homeless pregnant women recorded in Amber Valley and

4 Further information can be found at:
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld200809/Idjudgmt/jd090520/appg-1.htm
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Chesterfield. The five women who presented as pregnant in Amber Valley made up
12.5% of total presentations (40) in the borough. Survey data indicates that five of
the pregnant women were aged 16 or 17.

Ethnicity

Survey data indicates an over representation of ethnic minority populations amongst
homeless people in Derbyshire compared to the general population. This is
particularly the case with those defining their ethnic origin as Black British African or
Caribbean who made up 2.6% of presentations (after invalid data is removed)
compared with 0.4% of the general population according to 2001 census data. When
repeats and invalid data are removed approximately 8% of presentations were made
by people from an ethnic origin other than White British. This compares with 6% of
the general population in the County recorded by the 2001 census as other than
White British. The figure of 8% compares with 12% for last year.

Despite relatively small numbers of people from BME groups presenting to the
survey this issue was highlighted in last year’s survey report and remains a cause for
concern.

Care leavers

7% of presentations were made by people with a care history. However, there were
33% of entries in this section where agencies did not know or did not answer the
question concerning care history. After excluding the “Don’t Know” and “No Data
Supplied” figures then the figure for the proportion of care leavers within all
presentation increases to just over 10%. The comparable figure for 2008 was 14%.

Overall, data on care leavers would suggest that fewer people with care backgrounds
are presenting as homeless. However, as a result of the G vs. Southwark ruling
highlighted above it is likely that more young people presenting as homeless will be
defined as ‘Looked After Children’ under Section 20 of the Children’s Act.

Support needs

54% of people presenting to the survey reported a support need. This compares with
66% of presentations reporting a support need last year. 14% of presentations
reported alcohol misuse as a support need and 12% drug misuse. 21% of all
presentations had either drug or alcohol misuse as a support need and 5% had both
these needs.

There are gender differences associated with the types of support needs amongst
homeless people presenting to the survey. For example, men were more likely to
report alcohol misuse (18%) compared to women (5%). Similarly, drug misuse was
more commonly reported amongst homeless men (16%) than women (4%). Male ex-
offenders were much more likely to present (40%) than female ex-offenders (2%).
Women were more likely to report experiences of domestic violence (16%) compared
to men (2%). 18 of the 63 women, (28.5%) or over 1 in 4 who reported a support
need identified domestic violence as an issue.

The data shows reductions in the number and percentage of homeless people
reporting a history of offending as a support need — down from 76 (20%) to 42 (14%)
and a considerable reduction in numbers and percentage reporting drug misuse —
down from 89 (23%) last year to 36 (12%) in 2009.
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Survey data shows that of people with support needs 42% had more than one need —
which compares with a figure of 57% in 2008.

Reasons for Homelessness

The major reason for their homelessness stated by those taking part in the survey
were that parents were no longer willing to accommodate them with 28% identifying
this reason. 15% stated that other relatives or friends were no longer willing to
accommodate them — the second largest reason for homelessness amongst those
presenting to the survey.

10% stated their homelessness was due to non-violent relationship breakdown and
the violent breakdown of a personal relationship was given as a reason for
homelessness by 7% of those presenting. Almost twice as many women (14) as men
(8) reported violent relationship breakdown as a reason for their homelessness and
18 women reported domestic violence as a support need. Other research has also
suggested that domestic violence is a major cause of women’s homelessness (e.g.
Cramer and Carter, 2002; Tischler, 2007; Jones, 1999).

Leaving prison or custody as the reason for their homelessness was reported by 7%
of those presenting.

Repeat Homelessness

Large numbers of both men and women reported experiencing homelessness more
than three times; though the number of men reporting this experience was over
seven times greater than the number of women. Single people were much more
likely to experience recurring periods of homelessness than people in other
household types.

Outcomes

53 homeless people were secured accommodation by an agency participating in the
survey - representing only 17.5% of those presenting. The types of accommodation
secured were temporary accommodation (7%), emergency accommaodation (6%) and
permanent accommodation (4%). The 17.5% figure for those found accommodation
compares with 20% last year. Almost twice as many men (35) were found
accommodation as women (18) following contact with an agency. It is not clear why
this is the case but this should merit further consideration/investigation.

Rough Sleeping in Derbyshire

47 presentations were made by people reporting sleeping rough with no repeat
presentations. This compares with a total of 65 rough sleepers presenting to the
survey last year — a fall of around 28%. It should be noted that overall presentations
to the survey this year were down by over 21% and participating agencies by almost
50%.

There were five rough sleeper presentations from outside of Derbyshire and five
gave no indication of where they presented. Two couples with children were
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reported as sleeping rough, both of whom had children over 16. 89% of rough
sleepers were men.
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SECTION A: SURVEY ANALYSIS FOR ALL HOMELESS WATCH
RETURNS

Survey Findings: Introduction

This report sets out the findings from the survey in table and graph form with analysis
of the data below. The first section of the report analyses the data from the 303
forms returned by local agencies equating to 303 presentations by homeless people.
The second section looks in detail at the data for people who were reported as
sleeping rough the night prior to presenting to the agency that completed the survey
return.

In SECTION A of the report the analysis is generally based on the 303 forms
returned, though 13 people presented more than once — categorised as repeat
presentations in this report and identified by comparing initials, gender and date of
birth information. The reason for basing the analysis on the 303 forms returned is
because different agencies have sometimes recorded different data for the same
person. In some cases this may be because a person’s circumstances have
changed between presentations to different agencies (e.g. they may have been living
with a friend before one presentation and sleeping rough prior to another) and
therefore it is important to capture these changes.

Unless otherwise stated, the data should be viewed as based on the number of
presentations by people who were homeless during the two week period and not the
actual number of individuals who were homeless. The data is therefore best regarded
as indicators of the general level and nature of homel essness across the
County, rather than a definitive statement that a ¢ ertain number of people fit
into the category being examined.

In SECTION B of this report, which looks in more detail at rough sleeping, most of
the data tables and related analysis are based on the actual number of individuals
who were recorded as sleeping rough. Where this is not the case, it is made clear in
the text. The number of individual rough sleepers recorded by this year’'s survey was
49. There were no repeat presentations by rough sleepers.

The survey report includes population figures for the districts and boroughs including

Derby City and provides information on numbers of homeless people recorded by the
survey per 1000 head of population.

Al: Homelessness levels

Table Al.1: Comparison of responses between 2008 an  d 2009 Homeless Watch
Surveys

2008 survey 2009 survey
Number of forms returned 386 303
Number of Agencies taking 97 49
part
Number of Nil Returns 34 13
Number of Agencies seeing
one or more homeless 63 36
person and returning forms
Response Rate 19.4% 14.7%
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Figure Al.1: Participating agencies 2008-2009
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Table 1 shows that the total number of forms received by agencies taking part in the
survey has decreased this year to 303. This figure is used as the total of homeless
people presenting to agencies throughout this report unless otherwise stated. Figure
1 (above) shows that the number of agencies taking part has also decreased from 97
last year to only 49 in 2009 ( a decrease of almost 50%).

303 homeless individuals presented at least once with 13 individuals or households
presenting more than once (repeat presentations). The number of presentations by
homeless people (the number of forms returned identified above) has fallen by 83
compared with last year — a decrease of 21.5%.

Table Al.2: Agencies taking part in the survey by d istrict (2009)

District/Borough No of Agencies reporting in this district
Amber Valley 5
Bolsover 0
Chesterfield 7
Derby City 8
Derbyshire Dales 3
Erewash 7
High Peak 5
North East Derbyshire 2
South Derbyshire 3
Out of Derby 1
Grand Total 41

Table Al.2 shows the number of agencies taking part in the survey by returning
completed forms by district. It shows that no forms were received this year from
agencies in Bolsover. This appears to have been due to an administrative oversight
and does not indicate that there were no homeless people in the district during the
survey fortnight.
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Table A1.3: Derbyshire population statistics (2001 census) by district with
presentations to the survey per 1000 of population

Presentations 2001 Per 1,000
in Derbyshire Census pop
Total

Amber Valley 40 116,471 0.3
Bolsover 0 71,766 0.0
Chesterfield 91 98,845 0.9
Derby City 64 221,708 0.3
Derbyshire Dales 10 69,469 0.1
Erewash 29 110,099 0.3
High Peak 39 89,433 0.4
North East Derbyshire 5 96,940 0.1
South Derbyshire 23 81,562 0.3
Total Derbyshire 301 956,293 0.3

The table above gives details of population figures for the districts and boroughs of
Derbyshire, including Derby City (taken from 2001 census information) alongside
numbers of homeless people presenting to the survey per 1,000 head of population.
Please note that the total number of presentations excludes those who presented as
living outside Derbyshire. The data shows that Chesterfield has the highest level of
homelessness per 1,000 head of population as recorded by the 2009 Homeless
Watch Survey. There has been a notable decrease in presentations by homeless
people in High Peak this year at 39 compared with 61 last year and increases in
Derbyshire Dales with ten presentations this year compared with 5 in 2008 and in
South Derbyshire with 23 presentations in 2009 compared with 14 last year.

Chesterfield (30% of all presentations) and Derby City (21% of all presentations)
recorded the highest numbers of homeless people presenting to the survey — as was
the case in 2008.
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A2: Gender

Table A2.1: Total presentations by gender

Presentations by gender Male % Female % Not % All
Stated
All Presentations 190 63 112 37 1 0 303
Totals ex<_:|ud|ng repeat 182 63 107 37 1 0 290
presentations
Table A2.2: Gender of people presenting as homeless by Local Authority
Local Authority Area Male Female Gender Not All
Where Advice Stated
Received Num % | Num % | Num % | Num %
Amber Valley 24 13 16 14 40 13
Chesterfield 57 30 33 29 1 100 91 30
Derby City 49 26 15 13 64 21
Derbyshire Dales 3 2 7 6 10 3
Erewash 15 8 14 13 29 10
High Peak 21 11 18 16 39 13
North East Derbyshire 4 2 1 1 5 2
South Derbyshire 16 8 7 6 23 8
Out of Derby 1 1 1 1 2 1
Grand Total 190 100 112 100 1 100 303 100
Adjusted Totals after
repeat presentations 182 63 107 37 1 0 290 182
removed

Figure A2.2
Presentations by Area and Gender
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Table A2.1 above provides a breakdown of those presenting to the survey by gender
and Table A2.2 and Figure A2 (above) provide a gender breakdown by district. It is
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important to note that as the same person may have received advice in more than
one area, all presentations have been included and no account has been taken of
repeats for the district information. Adjusted overall totals for each gender, which take
account of repeat presentations, are provided in the final row of each table.

The survey data shows that the majority of individuals presenting as homeless were
men, 63% of the adjusted total (when those where no gender information is available
are removed). This is in line with findings last year which showed that 60% of
presentations were made by men. However, in Derbyshire Dales this year there
were more presentations by homeless women than by men — 7 women and 3 men. In
Erewash the numbers of men and women presenting were almost equal (15 and 14
respectively).

Please note that two presentations were made by people from outside Derbyshire.

Table A2.3: Age by gender

Age Male Female Gender Not All
Stated

Num % Num % Num % Num %
16-17 11 6 17 15 28 9
18-24 47 25 38 34 85 28
25-40 7 41 36 32 113 37
41-59 41 22 11 10 1 100 53 17
60 and over 2 1 2 2 4 1
No Da_lte of Birth 12 6 8 7 20 7
Supplied
Total 190 100 112 100 1 100 303 100

Table A2 shows that 113 presentations (37%) were made to the survey by homeless
young people under 25 including 28 presentations by 16 and 17 year olds (9%).
These figures are very similar to last year when 140 presentations (39%) were made
to the survey by under 25’s including 31 presentations by 16 and 17 year olds (8%).
113 presentations (37%) were made by those aged between 25 and 40 in 2009 and
four by homeless people aged 60 or over.

Consistent with last year the data shows that the majority of presentations by 16 and
17 year olds were young women — over 53% this year and 55% in 2008. No under
16 year olds presented as homeless in their own right during the survey period.

Please note that Table A2.3 does not include data on children who presented as
homeless as part of a family. Information about the numbers and ages of dependent
children can be found in Table A4 below.
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Figure A2.3
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Figure A2.3 indicates an over-representation of homeless people in particular age
groups compared with the general population of Derbyshire (taken from 2001 census
information). The data shows that 16 and 17 year olds and those aged 25 to 40 are
particularly over represented amongst the homeless population presenting to the
survey.

A3: Household Types

Table A3.1: Household Type with gender breakdown

Gender Not
Age Male Female Stated Total

Num % Num % Num % Num %
Single Person 149 78 47 42 1 100 197 65
Single Parent
With Children 4 2 33 | 29 3 | 12
Couple with
Children 12 6 18 16 30 10
Childless 11 6 11 10 22 7
Couple
Household Type
Not Stated 14 ! 3 3 17 6
Total 190 100 112 100 1 100 303 100

Table A3.1 provides a breakdown of presentations by household type. The data
shows that 197 presentations (65% of the total) were made by single people and that
families of all types made up 22% of presentations including 12% single parents and
10% couples with children. 22 presentations (7% of the total) were made by couples
without children.

Table A3.2 and Figure A3.2 provide comparisons between household types
presenting to this year and in 2008. They show that overall the data is similar
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between the two surveys but that there has been a decrease in the number and
proportion of single people and an increase in the number and proportion of couples
with children presenting to the survey this year compared with 2008.

A3.2: Household Type — 2008 to 2009

2008 2009
s Num | % | Num | %
Single Person 271 70 197 65
Single Parent
With Children e
Couple with
Children 2 | 6 | 30 1 10
Childless 33 9 29 7
Couple
Household Type
Not Stated 4 ! 17 6
Total 386 100 303 100
Figure A3.2
Number of Presentations by Household Type
2008 - 2009
300
250
200
g
c 150
=}
pd
100
) .—W
. .
2008 2009
O Single Person
| Single Parent With Children
0O Couple with Children
O Childless Couple
B Household Type Not Stated
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A4: Homeless Children

Table A4.1: Number and age of Children with present

Age of Children Num %
0-4 years olds 45 37
5-10 year olds 39 32
11-15 year olds 23 19
16-17 year olds 8 7

18 years old and over 7 6

Total 122 100

ing Households

Table A4.2: Children with presenting Households —2 008 to 2009
2008 2009
Age of o o
Children e R L
A e 53 42 45 37
olds
5-10 year 38 30 39 32
olds
LisSyear o 20 23 19
olds
16-17 year 5 4 8 7
olds
18 years
old and 5 4 7 6
over
Total 127 100 122 100
Figure A4.2
Ages of Children presenting
2008 - 2009
60
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_ 40
[J]
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Z 20
10
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2008 2009
@ 0-4 years olds
@ 5-10 year olds
O 11-15 year olds
0O 16-17 year olds
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Table A4.1 provides data on the numbers of children within homeless households
presenting to the survey. It shows that 122 children were recorded within the two
weeks of the survey as being homeless with the largest number (45) in the nought to
four years age range. Table A4.2 and Figure A4.1 show comparisons between data
on homeless children recorded last year and this. The data shows a decrease in the
number and proportion of children aged nought to four and a small increase in
children aged 16 to 17 between 2008 and 2009.

A5: Pregnant Women

Table A5.1: Number of Pregnant Women

Is Member of Household

Pregnant Number
Yes 19
Possibly 4

Table A5.2: Area where Pregnant Women presented

District/Borough Number %
Amber Valley 5 22
Chesterfield 5 22
Derby City 4 17
Derbyshire Dales 2 9
Erewash 1 4
High Peak 2 9
North East Derbyshire 1 4
South Derbyshire 2 9
Out of Derbyshire 1 4
Grand Total 23 100

Table A5 shows that 19 women presented to the survey as definitely being pregnant
at the time and another four women presented who thought that they might be
pregnant.

Table A5.2 shows where homeless pregnant women including those who might have
been pregnant presented to the survey with the largest humbers recorded in Amber
Valley and Chesterfield. The five women who presented as pregnant in Amber
Valley made up 12.5% of total presentations (40) in the borough.

Though not shown by the tables, survey data indicates that five of the pregnant
women were aged 16 or 17.
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A6: Ethnic origin

Table A6.1: Ethnic Origin

Ethnic Origin Totals from Adjusted 2001
All Percentage to take Census
Homeless account of repeat Profile for
Watch presentations & Derbyshire
Returns missing data
Num % % %
Asian/Asian British: Indian 1 0.3 0.4 1.2
Black/Black British: Caribbean 1 0.3 0.4 0.4
Black/Black British: Other 7 2.3 2.6 0.1
Chinese 1 0.3 0.4 0.2
Mixed: Other 2 0.7 0.7 0.1
Mixed: White & Black African 1 0.3 0.4 0.1
Mixed: White & Black Caribbean 1 0.3 0.4 0.4
White: British 262 86.5 92.6 94.2
White: Irish 3 1.0 0.7 0.7
White: Other 1 0.3 0.4 1.0
Other 3 1.0 1.1 N/A
Not Stated 20 6.6 N/A N/A
Grand Total 303 | 100.0 100.0

Tables A6.1 and A6.2 provide data on the ethnic origin of homeless people
presenting to the survey. The data indicates an over representation of ethnic
minority populations amongst homeless people in Derbyshire compared to the
general population. This is particularly the case with those defining their ethnic origin
as Black British African or Caribbean who made up 2.6% of presentations (after
invalid data is removed) compared with 0.4% of the general population according to
2001 census data. Survey data shows that when repeats and invalid data are
removed approximately 8% of presentations were made by people from an ethnic
origin other than White British. This compares with 6% of the general population in
the County recorded by the 2001 census as other than White British. The figure of
8% compares with 12% for last year.

Table A6.2 below shows that the majority of homeless people from ethnic minority
communities presented to the survey in Derby City which might be expected since
the City is the major centre of population in the County. 6.2% of presentations in
Derby were made by homeless people who defined their ethnic origin as Black
British: Other compared with only 0.6% of the general population in Derby within the
ethnic minority Black or Black British and only 2.3% for England as a whole.
Unfortunately no data on ethnic origin was recorded for over 28% of presentations in
the City.

Despite relatively small numbers of people from BME groups presenting to the
survey this issue was highlighted in last year’s survey report and remains a cause for
concern.
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Table A6.2: Ethnic Origin by District

Ethnic Origin
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No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No %
Asian/Asian British: Indian 1 1.1 1 0.3
Black/Black British: Caribbean 1 1.6 1 0.3
Black/Black British: Other 1 25 4 6.3 1 2.6 1 43 7 2.3
Chinese 1 25 1 0.3
Mixed: Other 1 25 1 1.1 2 0.7
Mixed: White & Black African 1 1.1 1 0.3
Mixed: White & Black Caribbean 1 50.0 1 0.3
White: British 36 | 90.0 | 83 | 912 | 40 | 625 | 10 | 100.0 | 29 | 1000 | 36 | 92.3 5 | 1000 | 22 | 957 1 50.0 | 262 | 86.5
White: Irish 1 25 1 1.6 1 2.6 3 1.0
White: Other 1 1.1 1 0.3
Other 3 33 3 1.0
No Data Supplied 1 11 | 18 | 281 1 2.6 20 | 66
Total 40 | 100.0 | 91 | 1000 | 64 | 1000 | 10 | 100.0 | 29 | 100.0 | 39 | 1000 | 5 | 1000 | 23 | 100.0 | 2 | 100.0 | 303 | 100.0
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Figure A6.1

Distribution of homeless population in Derbyshire b etween selected BME groups
compared with general population (%)
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Figure A6.1 provides a comparison of homeless people presenting to the survey by ethnicity
with the general population of Derbyshire (taken from 2010 census data). The graph
indicates a considerable over representation of some BME groups within the homeless
population compared to the general population. This is particularly stark in the case of
homeless people identifying their ethnic origin as Black:Carribean and Black:Other.
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A7: Homeless people with a history of care

Table A7.1 People with a care history

Has the Client Num %
been in Care
Yes 21 7
No 183 60
Don’t Know 54 18
No Data Supplied 45 15
Total 303 100
Figure A7.1
Percentage of presentations with care backgrounds
2008 - 2009
12%
10%
8%
6% -
4%
2%
0%
2008 2009
O % of all presentations

Table A7.2 People with a care history — 2008 to 200 9

2008 2009
Has The
Client Been Num | % | Num | %
In Care
Yes 43 11 21 7
No 268 69 183 60

Don’t Know 69 18 54 18

No Data

. 6 2 45 15
Supplied
Total 386 | 100 | 303 100
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Table A7.3: Area where person was in care

Area Where Person Was In Num %
Care Of Local Authority

Derby City 4 19
Derbyshire 10 48
Outside Derbyshire 4 19
No Data Supplied 3 14
Total 21 100

Table A7.4: Age of those with care history

Age Male Female Total
Num % Num % Num %
16-17 1 14 1 5
18-24 6 43 3 43 9 43
25-40 5 36 2 29 7 33
41-59 2 14 1 14 3 14
No Da_lte of Birth 1 7 1 5
Supplied
Total 14 100 7 100 21 100

Tables A7.1 to A7.4 and Figure A7.1 (above) provide data on care leavers presenting to the
survey.

Table A7.1 indicates that 7% of presentations were made by people with a care history.
However, there were 33% of entries in this section where agencies did not know or did not
answer the question concerning care history.  After excluding the “Don’t Know” and “No
Data Supplied” figures then the figure for the proportion of care leavers within all
presentation increases to just over 10%. The comparable figure for 2008 was 14%.

Table A7.2 and figure A7.1 show data on care leavers presenting to the survey last year and
in 2009. They confirm the fall in the number and proportion of presentations by care leavers
over the last two years.

Table A7.3 shows that of those presenting to the survey as having a care history 19% were
in care in Derby City, 48% in Derbyshire and 19% outside the County.

Table A7.4 shows that the largest number of care leavers presenting to the survey were
aged between 18 and 24.

Overall, data on care leavers would suggest that slightly fewer people with care backgrounds
are presenting as homeless. However, it is likely to be the case that more young people
presenting to local authorities as homeless will now be defined as ‘Looked After Children’ as
a result of an assessment under Section 20 of the Children’s Act; as called for by the recent
G vs. Southwark ruling highlighted above.
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A8: Support Needs amongst Homeless People

Table A8.1: Support Needs

Does Client Have Number % Adjusted Percentage To
Support Needs? Exclude ‘Invalid Data’
Yes 136 45 54
No 117 39 46
Don’t Know 12 4 N/A
No Data Supplied 38 13 N/A
Total 303 100 100
Table A8.2: Support Needs by Type and Gender
This Support
Gender Not Need Identified
Male Female Total o
Support Needs Stated as a % of _Total
Presentations
Num % | Num % | Num % Num %
Ex-Offender 40 21 2 2 42 14
Alcohol Problems 35 18 6 5 41 14
Drug Problems 30 16 5 4 1 100 36 12
Mental Health 22 12 8 7 30 10
Domestic Violence 3 2 18 16 21 7
Learning Difficulties 6 3 6 5 12 4
Physically Disabled 1 1 5 4 6 2
Other 20 11 13 12 33 11
No Data Supplied 2 1 0 2 1
Total 159 N/A 63 N/A 1 N/A 223 N/A

Figure A8.2
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Table A8.3: Multiple Support Needs

Number of Male Female Gender Not Total
Support Needs Stated

Num % Num % Num % Num %
One 48 53 30 67 1 100 79 58
Two 24 27 12 27 36 26
Three 10 11 3 7 13 10
Four 7 8 7 5
Five 1 1 1 1
Total 90 100 45 100 1 100 136 100

Tables A8.1 to A8.3 provide information on the prevalence, types and numbers of support
needs of homeless people presenting to the survey.

Table A8.1 shows that where data was known and recorded 54% of people presenting
reported a support need. This compares with 66% of presentations reporting a support need
last year. 14% of presentations reported alcohol problems as a support need and 12% drug
problems. 21% of all presentations had either drug or alcohol problems as a support need
and 5% had both these needs.

Table A8.2 and Figure A8.2 indicate that there are gender differences associated with the
types of support needs amongst homeless people presenting to the survey. For example,
men were more likely to report alcohol problems (18%) compared to women (5%). Similarly,
drug use was more commonly reported amongst homeless men (16%) than women (4%).
Male ex-offenders were much more likely to present (40%) than female ex-offenders (2%).
Women were more likely to report experiences of domestic violence (16%) compared to men
(2%). 18 of the 63 women, (28.5%) or over 1 in 4 who reported a support need identified
domestic violence as an issue.

Table A8.3 shows that of people with support needs 42% had more than one support need —
which compares with a figure of 57% in 2008.
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A8.4: Support Needs — 2008 to 2009

2008 2009
Support N % | N y
Needs um 0 um 0
Ex-
76 20 42 14
Offender
Alcohol 50 | 13 | 41 | 14
Problems
Drug
89 23 36 12
Problems
Mental
52 13 30 10
Health
Domestic 24 | 6 | 21 | 7
Violence
Learning
T 17 4 12 4
Difficulties
Physically
. 13 3 6 2
Disabled
Other 39 10 33 11
No Data 3 |1 2 |1
Supplied
Total 363 N/A 223 N/A
Figure A8.4
Support Needs Identified
2008-2009
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Table A8.4 and Figure A8.2 show changes in the prevalence of types of support needs
The data shows reductions in the number and percentage of
homeless people reporting a history of offending as a support need — down from 76 (20%) to
42 (14%) and a considerable reduction in numbers and percentage reporting drug problems
— down from 89 (23%) last year to 36 (12%) in 2009.

reported since last year.
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A9: Previous night's accommodation/whereabouts

Table A9.1: Where people spent the previous nightb  y gender
Slept Previous Gender Not
Night Male Female Stated Total
Num % Num % Num % Num %
Friend's Home 51 27 23 21 1 100 75 25
Own Home 25 13 29 26 54 18
Slept Rough 42 22 5 4 47 16
Parents' Home 24 13 19 17 43 14
Other Relative's 10 5 11 10 21 7
Home
Partner's Home 3 2 4 4 7 2
B&B Lodgings 2 1 4 4 6 2
Grandparents 1 1 3 3 4 1
Home
Hostel 2 1 2 2 4 1
Custody 2 1 2 1
Hospital 1 1 1 1 2 1
Emergency Bed 1 1 1 0
Other 5 3 3 3 8 3
Not Stated 21 11 8 7 29 10
Total 190 100 112 100 1 100 303 100
Table A9.2: Where people spent the previous night b  y household type
S[ept Previous single Childless COL_lpIe Slngle_ Household
Night Person Couple with Parent with Type Not Total
Children Children Stated
Num % | Num % | Num % Num % Num % Num %
Friend's Home 62 31 2 9 4 13 6 16 1 6 75 25
Own Home 21 11 8 36 11 37 14 38 54 18
Slept Rough 40 20 4 18 2 7 1 6 47 16
Parents' Home 22 11 5 23 10 33 14 1 6 43 14
Other Relative's 15 8 1 5 5 14 21 7
Home
Partner's Home 4 2 2 9 3 7 2
B&B Lodgings 6 3 6 2
Grandparents 3 2 1 3 4 1
Home
Hostel 3 2 1 3 4 1
Custody 2 1 2 1
Hospital 1 1 1 3 2 1
Emergency Bed 1 1 1 0
Other 6 3 2 5 8 3
Not Stated 11 6 2 7 2 5 14 82 29 10
Total 197 | 100 22 100 30 100 37 100 17 100 | 303 100
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Tables A9.1 and A9.2 provide data on where homeless people spent the previous night and
this is analysed in relationship to gender and household type.

Please note that since a person’s circumstances may have changed over the course of a
fortnight all presentations have been included in Tables A9.1 and A9.2 and no allowance has
been made for repeat presentations. Given this, the figures should be taken as an indicator
only of the situation of homeless people presenting to the survey.

Table A9.1 shows that more people presenting to the survey had spent the previous night at
the home of a friend (25%) than in any other single situation. 18% of people presenting had
spent the previous night in their home and 16% - 47 people — had spent the previous night
sleeping rough. 14% of those presenting (43) had spent the night at the home of their
parents. A comparison of the data for this year with last year indicates that the picture of
where people spent the night prior to presenting to the survey has remained much the same.

There were distinct gender differences in relation to where people spent the previous night.
Considerably more men presenting to the survey had slept rough the previous night (22%)
than women (2%). Men were less likely to have been in their own home (13%) before
compared to women (26%).

Table A9.2 indicates variance in terms of where people spent the previous night and their
household ‘status’. The data shows that single people and childless couples were more likely
to have spent the previous night sleeping rough compared with other groups. Couples with
children were more likely than other household types to have been at their home or at the
home of their parents.

A10: Local connection and where homeless people wan t to live

Table A10.1: Where people are willing to live

Where Client Wants To Live Number Percentage Of Those
Presenting Who Are
Willing To Live In This
Area
(based on 303 returns)
Amber Valley 39 13
Bolsover 8 3
Chesterfield 87 29
Derby City 41 14
Derbyshire Dales 13 4
Erewash 28 9
High Peak 38 13
North East Derbyshire 19 6
South Derbyshire 23 8
Out of Derby 13 4
Nottinghamshire 3 1
No Data Supplied 37 12
Total 349 N/A
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Table A10.2: Local Connection

Local Authority To which Number % of Presentations Who
Person is Connected are Connected To This
Authority
Amber Valley 39 13
Bolsover 9 3
Chesterfield 74 24
Derby City 45 15
Derbyshire Dales 9 3
Erewash 27 9
High Peak 36 12
North East Derbyshire 11 4
South Derbyshire 21 7
Out of Derby 16 5
Nottinghamshire 6 2
No Data Supplied 28 9
Total 321 N/A

Table A10.1 records details of the local authority area where homeless people who took part
in the survey said they would be willing to live. More than one area could be selected on the
survey form and therefore the total is greater than the total number of presentations. 240
(79%) out of the 303 presentations who gave a preference only requested one area where
they would be willing to live.

Table A10.2 summarises the number of people who were recorded as having a local
connection with each of the Derbyshire districts and boroughs. The definition of local
connection used for the survey is the same as the main tests applied by local authorities
when assessing homelessness applications.

The survey form defined local connection as:
resident in area for 6 of the last 12 months
resident in area for 3 of the last 5 years
employment in the area
immediate family living in the area.

Please note that in using this definition it is possible for a person to have a connection with
more than one authority and therefore the total is higher than the actual number of
presentations.
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All. Reasons for homelessness

Table A11.1: Reason Homeless by Gender

Male Female Gender Not Total
Reason Homeless Stated

Num % | Num % Num % Num %
Parents No Longer Willing 52 27 32 29 84 28
To Accommodate
Other Relatives/Friends No
Longer Willing To Accom 28 15 18 16 46 15
Other reasons for less of 21 11 12 11 1 100 34 11
tenancy
Non-violent Breakdown Of
Relationship With Partner 19 10 1 10 30 10
Leaving Prison/custody 20 11 2 2 22 7
Violent Breakdown Of
Relationship With Partner 8 4 14 13 22 !
Assurgd Short-hold 10 5 4 4 14 5
Termination
Private Sector Rent 10 5 > > 12 4
Arrears
Violent Breakdown Of
Relationship Involving 5 3 7 6 12 4
Associated Persons
LA Rent Arrears 7 4 3 3 10 3
Mortgage Arrears 4 2 5 4 9 3
Loss of tied _ 4 > 3 3 7 2
accommodation
Other harassment 4 2 3 3 7 2
Other forms of violence 3 2 2 2 5 2
Drug Use Meaning Client
Unable To Access 3 2 3 1
Accommodation
Leaving Care 1 1 1 1 2 1
Leaving Hospital 1 1 1 1 2 1
Under 18 and witness to
abuse/violence and can no 2 2 2 1
longer cope
Housing Association Rent 1 1 1 0
Arrears
Leaving The HM Forces 1 1 1 0
Other 20 11 20 18 40 13
No Data Supplied 21 11 4 4 25 8
Total 243 N/A | 146 N/A 1 N/A 390 N/A
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Table A11.2: Reasons for Homelessness by Household

Type

Single Person

Childless
Couple

Couple with
Children

Single
Person with
Children

Household
Type Not
Stated

Total

Num

%

Num

%

Num %

Num

%

Num

%

Num

%

Parents No Longer
Willing To
Accommodate

63

32

8

36

7 23

4

11

2

12

84

28

Other
Relatives/Friends No
Longer Willing To
Accommodate

39

20

46

15

Other reasons for less
of tenancy

25

13

23

34

11

Non-violent
Breakdown Of
Relationship With
Partner

23

12

16

30

10

Leaving
Prison/custody

22

11

22

Violent Breakdown Of
Relationship With
Partner

10

12

32

22

Assured Short-hold
Termination

23

14

Private Sector Rent
Arrears

12

Violent Breakdown Of
Relationship

Involving Associated
Persons

14

LA Rent Arrears

[y
o

Mortgage Arrears

Loss of tied
accommodation

Other harassment

Other forms of
violence

AW B~ (MO

N IN N [PW

IR
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N NN (WW

Drug Use Meaning
Client Unable To
Access
Accommodate

Leaving Care

N

AN

AN

Leaving Hospital

Under 18 and witness
to abuse/violence and
can no longer cope

Housing Association
Rent Arrears

Leaving The HM
Forces

Other

26

13

8 27

14

40

13

No Data Supplied

10

o

14

82

25

Grand Total

263

N/A

26

N/A

39 N/A

45

N/A

17

N/A

390

N/A
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Please note that the percentages in Tables A11.1, A11.2 (above) and A11.3 (below) are the
figures for the proportion of people presenting who identified each particular reason for their
homelessness. More than one reason could be given for a person’s homelessness and
therefore the totals are higher than the actual number of presentations.

The major reason for their homelessness stated by those taking part in the survey were that
parents were no longer willing to accommodate them with 28% identifying this reason. 15%
stated that other relatives or friends were no longer willing to accommodate them — the
second largest reason for homelessness amongst those presenting to the survey.

10% stated their homelessness was due to non-violent relationship breakdown and the
violent breakdown of a relationship of a personal relationship was given as a reason for
homelessness by 7% of those presenting. Leaving prison or custody as the reason for their
homelessness was reported by 7% of those presenting.

Key differences in the reasons for homelessness:

Men were more likely to report leaving custody as the reason for their homelessness
(11%) than women (2%). Men were also more likely to report a non-violent
relationship breakdown (14%) compared to women (5%). No women gave leaving
prison/custody as a reason for their homelessness, whereas 11% of men had.

Women were much more likely to state violent relationship breakdown with a partner
as a reason for their homelessness (13%) than men (4%).

63 of 84 households (75%) reporting parents unable to accommodate them were
single people.

Over a quarter of single people with dependent children explained that their
homelessness was due to a violent relationship breakdown with a partner.

Table 11.3 below shows that overall the reasons given for homelessness by those
participating in the survey last year and this year remains much the same. There has
however, been a worrying increase in the number of people citing loss of assured shorthold
tenancy as the reason for their homelessness this year — 14 this year compared with 6 in
2008. Drug use leading to loss of accommodation has decreased with 10 people presenting
giving this as the reason for their homelessness last year compared with only 3 in 2009.
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Table A11.3: Reason for Homelessness 2008- 2009

2008 2009
Reason Homeless

Num %
Parents No Longer Willing 97 o5 84 08
To Accommodate
Other Relatives/Friends No
Longer Willing To 77 20 46 15
Accommodate
Other reasons for less of 08 7 34 11
tenancy
Non-violent Breakdown Of
Relationship With Partner 45 12 30 10
Leaving Prison/custody 40 10 22 7
Violent Breakdown Of
Relationship With Partner 40 10 22 !
Assurpd Short-hold 6 2 14 5
Termination
Private Sector Rent 12 3 12 4
Arrears
Violent Breakdown Of
Relationship Involving 8 2 12 4
Associated Persons
LA Rent Arrears 16 4 10 3
Mortgage Arrears 18 5 9 3
Loss of tied _ 9 2 7 2
accommodation
Other harassment 15 4 7 2
Other forms of violence 8 2 5 2
Drug Use Meaning Client
Unable To Access 10 3 3 1
Accommodate
Leaving Care 4 1 2 1
Leaving Hospital 4 1 2 1
Under 18 and witness to
abuse/violence and can no 2 1 2 1
longer cope
Housing Association Rent 3 1 1 0
Arrears
Leaving The HM Forces 1 0 1 0
Other 56 15 40 13
No Data Supplied 12 3 25 8
Total 516 N/A 390 N/A
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Figure Al11.1
Reasons for Homelessness (%) in Derbyshire
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Figure A11.1 compares reasons for homelessness for those presenting to the survey with
households accepted as homeless by English local authorities in 2008-9. It is important to
note that households accepted as homeless by local authorities will be deemed statutorily
homeless, and many people included in the Homeless Watch survey are likely to be non-
statutory homeless. Homeless Watch found that people presenting as homeless in
Derbyshire were more likely to have become homeless because of rent arrears, non-violent
relationship breakdowns and because parents or others were no longer willing to
accommodate. However, people presenting to the survey were less likely to have become
homeless because an assured short-hold tenancy had ended or due to mortgage arrears.
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Al12: Repeat Homelessness

Tables A12.1 to A12.4: Number of times homeless by
(A12.2), district (A12.3) and ethnic origin (A12.4)

household type (A12.1), gender

The tables below provide data on the number of times those presenting to the survey
reported experiencing homelessness. Large numbers of both men and women reported
experiencing homelessness more than three times; though the number of men reporting this

experience is over seven times greater than the number of women.

Table A12.1: Number of times homeless by household type
More than 3
Household Type None Stated Once Twice | 3times times Total
Single Person (No Kids) 101 31 22 5 38 197
Childless Couple 16 2 2 2 22
Couple With Children 26 3 1 30
Single Parent With Children 29 6 1 1 37
Household Type Not Stated 17 17
Total 189 42 26 5 41 303
Table A12.2: Number of times homeless by gender
More than 3
Gender None Stated Once Twice | 3times times Total
Male 112 26 15 1 36 190
Female 76 16 11 4 5 112
No Gender Stated 1 1
Total 189 42 26 5 41 303
Table A12.3: Number of times homeless by district
More than 3
District/Borough None Stated Once Twice | 3times times Total
Amber Valley 31 6 2 1 40
Chesterfield 49 17 12 3 10 91
Derby City 30 3 5 1 25 64
Derbyshire Dales 10 10
Erewash 21 4 2 2 29
High Peak 26 8 4 1 39
North East Derbyshire 3 1 1 5
South Derbyshire 17 3 1 2 23
Out of Derby 2 2
Total 189 42 26 5 41 303
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Table A12.4: Number of times homeless by ethnic ori  gin

More than 3
Ethnic Origin None Stated Once Twice | 3times times Total
Asian/Asian British: Indian 1 1
Black/Black British: Caribbean 1 1
Black/Black British: Other 5 1 1 7
Chinese 1 1
Mixed: Other 1 1 2
Mixed: White & Black African 1 1
Mixed: White & Black Caribbean 1 1
White: British 156 38 24 5 39 262
White: Irish 2 1 3
White: Other 1 1
Other 3 3
Not Stated 18 2 20
Grand Total 189 42 26 5 41 303

Table A12.1 shows that single people were much more likely to experience recurring periods
of homelessness than people in other household types. Table A12.2 shows that 36 men
reported being homeless three or more time compared with five women. Table A12.3 shows
that 10 presentations were made in Chesterfield and 25 in Derby by people experiencing
homelessness on three or more occasions. Table A12.4 provides a breakdown of repeat
homelessness by ethnic origin.
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A13: Accommodation requested

Table A13.1: Type of accommodation requested by gen  der
Accommodation Male Female Gender Not Totals
Type Stated
Num % Num % Num % Num %
Own Flat 98 50 50 45 148 49
Own House 44 22 54 48 1 100 99 33
Supported Housing 27 14 16 14 43 14
Own Bedsit 30 15 6 5 36 12
Shared House 18 9 7 6 25 8
Lodgings 7 4 1 1 8 3
Other 26 13 21 19 47 16
No Data Supplied 34 17 6 5 40 13
Total 284 N/A 161 N/A 1 N/A 446 N/A
Table A13.2: Accommodation requested by Household T ype
Type of Single Childless Couple Single Household Total
Accommodation Person Couple with Parent Type Not
Requested Children with Stated
Children
Num | % |Num | % [Num | % |Num | % | Num % | Num | %
Own Flat 110 56 14 41 11 37 10 27 3 18 148 49
Own House 42 21 9 0 22 73 26 70 99 33
SIppaIiEe 39 | 20 4 | 11 43 | 14
Housing
Own Bedsit 33 17 3 5 36 12
Shared House 24 12 1 0 25 8
Lodgings 8 4 14 8 3
Other 33 17 3 9 5 17 6 16 47 16
No Data Supplied 24 | 12 2 | 145 14 82 40 | 13
Total 313 | N/A| 32 N/A 38 N/A 46 N/A 17 N/A 446 | N/A

Please note that more than one answer could be given to this question and therefore the
percentages in Tables A13.1 and Al13.2 have been calculated by using the number of
presentations (303) as a base line.

Tables A13.1 and A13.2 provide information on the types of accommodation requested by
those presenting to the survey by gender and household type.

Table A13.1 shows that most people presenting to the survey want their own flat with 49%
expressing this as their preference (compared with 58% in 2008). A third of those presenting
48% of women compared with 22%
expressed a preference for a house. Men were more likely to request a flat (50%) than
women (45%).

to the survey requested their own house (33%).
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Supported housing was requested by 14% of people presenting — compared with 20% in
2008. Interestingly data from the Nottinghamshire Homeless Watch Survey 2009 shows that
31% of those presenting requested supported housing. Single people were much more
likely to request supported housing than other household groups.

Al4: Outcomes

Table A14.1: Outcome of contact with Agency

Outcome Number Percentage of
Presentations
General Advice 149 49
Ref To Other Agency 64 21
Emergency Accommodation 22 7
Permanent Accommodation 18 6
Temporary Accommodation 13 4
Other 66 22
No Data Supplied 64 21
Total 396 N/A

Table 14.2: Outcome of contact with agency by house  hold type

Single
Single Childless C\?Vti'tﬁle Person H.I(_) useerlllc:)I:i Total
Outcome Person Couple ; with yp
Children . Stated
Children
Num % Num % Num % Num % Num % Num %
General Advice 78 40 19 86 23 77 26 70 3 18 149 49
Ref To Other Agency 45 23 3 14 4 13 11 30 1 6 64 21
Emergency 17 | 9 1| 5 2 7 2 5 2 | 7
Accommodation
PEEGEENE 5] 8 | 2| 9 1 3 18 | 6
Accommodation
UBAEBIER) 9 | s 2 |5 | 2 | 12| 13| 4
Accommodation
Other 39 20 3 14 5 17 19 51 0 66 22
No Data Supplied 45 23 2 9 2 7 1 3 14 82 64 21
Total 248 | N/A 30 N/A 36 N/A 62 N/A 20 N/A | 396 | N/A

Table 14.3: Outcome of contact with agency by gende  r

Gender Not

Eufisorie Male Female Stated Total

Num % Num % Num % Num %
General Advice 84 44 64 57 1 100 149 49
Ref To Other Agency 32 17 31 28 1 100 64 21
EEEE) 16 8 6 5 22 7
Accommodation
Permanent Accommodation 13 7 5 4 18 6
Temporary Accommodation 6 3 7 6 13 4
Other 33 17 33 29 66 22
No Data Supplied 49 26 15 13 64 21
Total 233 N/A 161 N/A 2 N/A 396 N/A
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Please note that homeless people presenting to agencies could have been given more than
one form of assistance and therefore total outcomes are greater than the number of
presentations.

Table A14.4: Where homeless person is likely to sle  ep tonight

Where Tonight Number %
Friend's Home 65 21
Own Home 52 17
Parents' Home 37 12
Slept Rough 27 9
Other Relative's Home 26 9
Hostel 15 5
B&B Lodgings 10 3
Partner's Home 7 2
Grandparents' Home 6 2
Custody 2 1
Emergency Bed 1 0
Hospital 1 0
Other 10 3
No Data Supplied 44 15
Total 303 100

Tables Al14.1-Al14.4 provide information on the situations of homeless people presenting
following contact with an agency taking part in the survey.

Table Al4.1 shows that 53 homeless people were secured accommodation by an agency
participating in the survey. This represents only 17.5% of those presenting. The types of
accommodation secured were temporary accommodation (7%), emergency accommaodation
(6%) and permanent accommodation (4%). The 17.5% figure for those found
accommodation compares with 20% last year.

Table A14.3 shows that almost twice as many men (35) were found accommodation as
women (18) following contact with an agency. It is not clear why this is the case but this
should merit further consideration/investigation.

Table Al14.4 shows that 27 people (9% of those presenting) expected to sleep rough the
night after presenting to the survey.
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Table A14.5: Comparison of previous and coming nigh t's accommodation

Where person will sleep the night following contact with an Agency
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Table A14.5 (above) provides data for all 303 presentations including repeats comparing
where those homeless people who took part in the survey spent the previous night with
where they would spend the night following their contact with an agency. It shows that:

27 people were likely to sleep rough the night after their contact compared with 47
the previous night.

26 of the previous nights rough sleepers expected to remain rough sleeping, with 11
people moving from some other form of accommodation to rough sleeping, though
this information is missing for 10 rough sleepers.

29% of presentations are likely to be sleeping in a different place the night following
presenting to the survey from where they stayed the night before.

6 people were in B&B the night before presenting and 10 expected to be in B&B the
following night.

4 people were in hostels the night before presenting and 10 would be in a hostel the
following night.

Figures would suggest that over a year®:
6 people moved from rough sleeping to hostels, over a year this would equate to 156
people.
26 people over the year will go from staying with friends to sleeping rough.

® The figures at Table A14.5 show movement between situations during the fortnight of the survey period. To
provide an annual estimate the numbers of people moving between situations have been multiplied by 26
(fortnights in a year). For example, if one person went from hospital to sleeping rough over the course of a
fortnight and if that was repeated over the course of a year it would equate to 26 (fortnights) x 1 (person) totalling
26.
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A15: Additional data

Table A15.1: Refugees, Asylum Seekers and Economic

Economic
Household Type Migrant Total
Single Person (No Kids) 2 2
Total 2 2

Table A15.2: Refugees, Asylum Seekers and Economic

Economic
Gender Migrant Total
Male 1 1
Female 1 1
Total 2 2

Table 15.3: Refugees, Asylum Seekers and Economic M

Economic
District/Borough Migrant Total
Chesterfield 2 2
Grand Total 2 2

Table 15.4: Refugees, Asylum Seekers and Economic M

Economic
Ethnic Origin Migrant Total
Other 1 1
White: Other 1 1
Grand Total 2 2

Migrants by household type

Migrants by gender

igrants by district

igrants by ethnic origin

The tables above provide more detailed information on Refugees, Asylum Seekers and
Economic Migrants presenting to the survey as homeless. Only two people in these
categories presented to the survey this year — both of whom were economic migrants,

compared with 13 last year (6 asylum seekers, 4 economic migrants and 3 refugees).

Table A15.5: Sexuality

Sexuality Number %

Heterosexual 231 76
Bisexual 2 1
Gay Man 1 0
No Data Supplied 32 11
Prefer not to say 37 12
Grand Total 303 100
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Al15.6: Religion

Religion Number %
None 97 32
Christian 64 21
Prefer not to say 60 20
Hindu 1 0
Other 6 2
Not Stated 75 25
Grand Total 303 100

The tables above offer some information on the sexuality and religion of people presenting
which is the first time the survey has collected this kind of data.
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SECTION B: ANALYSIS OF RETURNS FOR ROUGH SLEEPERS
INTRODUCTION

This section of the report looks in further detail at the data relating to rough sleepers and
provides a more comprehensive analysis of the scale and nature of rough sleeping in
Derbyshire recorded by the 2009 survey.

Table B1 below shows that there were 47 presentations made by people reporting sleeping
rough with no repeat presentations. This compares with a total of 65 rough sleepers
presenting to the survey last year — a fall of around 28%. It should be noted that overall
presentations to the survey this year were down by over 21% and participating agencies by
almost 50%.

There were five rough sleeper presentations from outside of Derbyshire and five gave no

indication of where they presented. Two couples with children were reported as sleeping
rough, both of whom had children over 16. 89% of rough sleepers were men.

Table B1: Numbers sleeping rough

Previous Male Female Total
Night Num % Num % Num

Slept

Rough 42 89 5 11 47

NB: There were no repeat presentations for rough sleepers

Table B2: Rough Sleepers by area where advice recei  ved

o % of Rough Sleepers In
District/Borough Number This Area
Amber Valley 3 6
Chesterfield 15 32
Derby City 24 51
High Peak 4 9
South Derbyshire 1 2
Total 47 100
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Figure B2

Percentages of people sleeping rough in each distri ct
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Table B2 and figure B2 show data on where rough sleepers presented to the survey by
district. They show that the highest numbers of rough sleepers presented in Derby City (24)
and Chesterfield (15). These figures compare with 25 rough sleepers in Chesterfield last
year and 16 in Derby as shown in Table B3 and figure B3. Nine rough sleepers presented in
High Peak last year compared with four this year. Table B3 shows that no rough sleepers
presented to the survey in Erewash, Derbyshire Dales or South Derbyshire — whereas each
of these areas recorded a level of rough sleeping in 2008.
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Table B3: Rough sleepers by area 2008 and 2009

2008 2009
% of % of
. Rough Rough
IS ER e Number | Sleepers | Number | Sleepers
In This In This
Area Area
Amber Valley 3 6
Bolsover 3 4
Chesterfield 25 36 15 32
Derby City 16 23 24 51
Derbyshire Dales 2 3
Erewash 6 9
High Peak 9 13 4 9
North East Derbyshire 3 4
South Derbyshire 2 3 1 2
No Data Supplied 3 4
Total 69 100 47 100
Repeat Presentations
Across More Than One 0 0
Area
Repeat Presentations 4 0
Across Same Area
Total 65 47
Figure B3
Rough sleeper returns by district 2008 - 2009
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Table B4: Local Authority connection of rough sleep ers

; . % Of The 47 Rough Sleepers
Clizi CenneEin Mgz With Connection To This Area
Amber Valley 3 6
Bolsover 1 2
Chesterfield 10 21
Derby City 20 43
High Peak 2 4
South Derbyshire 1 2
Out of Derby 5 11
No Data Supplied 5 11
Total 47 100

Table B4 shows rough sleeper presentations by local connection and includes those who
presented as sleeping rough within Derbyshire who reported a local connection outside the
County.

To reiterate, this survey has adopted the definition of local connection as used by local
authorities when assessing homelessness applications.

43% of the rough sleepers presenting to the survey reported a connection to Derby and 21%
to Chesterfield. Survey data above shows that 15 rough sleepers presented in Chesterfield
though only 10 reported a local connection to the borough.

Please note that a person could have a connection with more than one local authority area hence
the total in Table B4 is higher than the number of rough sleepers recorded.

Table B5: Age of Rough Sleepers

Age Male Female Total
Num % Num % Num %
16-17 1 2 1 20 2 4
18-24 8 19 2 40 10 21
25-40 20 48 20 43
41-59 11 26 11 23
No Date of Birth
Stated 2 5 2 40 4 9
Total 42 100 5 100 47 100

Table B5 provides an age and gender breakdown of those presenting to the survey as
sleeping rough.

The data shows that young people aged under 18 made up just 4% of the rough sleepers
presenting compared with 9% of people in this age bracket in the entire survey population.
21% of rough sleepers are aged 18 to 24 which compares with 28% of the total number of
presentations to the survey by homeless people in this age group. The highest numbers of
rough sleepers were aged between 25 and 40. 23% of rough sleepers were aged 41 to 59
compared with17% of the survey population.
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The findings show that rough sleepers tended to be older than the overall survey population
with 66% of rough sleepers aged over 25. Corresponding findings from the overall survey
are 55%.

What emerges from these and previous findings is that men aged between 25 and 40 years
old are more ‘typical’ amongst the rough sleeping population in Derbyshire and shown by
Table B6 they are also predominantly ‘White British’.

Table B6: Ethnic Origin of Rough Sleepers

Ethnic Origin Number %
Black/Black British: Caribbean 1 2
White: British 43 91
White: Irish 1 2
Other 1 2
Not Stated 1 2
Total 47 100

Table B6 shows that 91% of rough sleepers defined their ethnic origin as White British and

only three of the 47 rough sleepers (6%) reported a different ethnic origin.

Table B7: Type of Rough Sleeping

Slept Rough Type Number %
Sleeping In Open Air 21 45
Building/Structure Not

For Habitation 12 26
Squat 2 4

Don't Know 2 4

No Data Supplied 10 21
Total 47 100

[NB: Due to the printing of forms by particular agencies the type of rough sleeping on some
forms returned was not clear.]

The categories of rough sleeping shown in the table were defined on the survey form as:
Sleeping in the open air (e.g. on the streets, in a doorway, in a park or bus shelter);

Sleeping in a building or structure not designed for habitation (e.g. a barn, shed, car,
derelict boat)

Sleeping in a squat.

The data shows that 45% of individuals reportedly slept in the open air.
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Table B8: Time Spent Sleeping Rough

Time Rough Sleeping Number %
1 night 3 6
More than a night up to 1 week 9 19
More than 1 week and up to 1 month 2 4
More than 1 month and up to 3 months 15 32
More than 3 months and up to 6 months 2 4
More Than 6 months and up to 12 months 4 9
More than 12 months 7 15
Don't Know 2 4
No Data Supplied 3 6
Total 47 100

Table B7 indicates that 28 presentations were made by people reporting sleeping rough for
more than one month and seven by those who reported sleeping rough for more than six
months. The issue of chronic and entrenched rough sleeping in Derbyshire was highlighted
in the survey report for 2008 and the problem seems to remain despite the launch last year
of the “No-one Left Out” strategy. This strategy sets out the Government’s aim to ensure that
no one should have to sleep rough in twenty-first century Britain.

Table B9: Agencies that saw Rough Sleepers

Project Name Number of Presentations By
People Sleeping Rough
Derbyshire Housing Aid 13
Chesterfield Borough Council- Homelessness
team 7
Pathways 4
Single Point of Entry - Derby City Council 4
Action Housing Association - Derbyshire and
North Nottinghamshire 3
Phoenix Futures 3
Derby drug intervention team 2
Derbyshire County Council Youth Service -
Polygon Youth Centre 2
High Peak Nightstop 2
Adult Social Services - Disability 1
Derbyshire Probation Service 1
ECHG - Centenary House 1
Hartington House - Metropolitan Support
Trust 1
High Peak Community Housing 1
P3 - Midland Lodge 1
Stonham - Harris House 1
Total 47

Table B8 lists the agencies that had contact with rough sleepers during the survey period. 16
agencies out of the 49 (almost 37%) who participated in the survey had contact with people
who had slept rough.
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Table B10: Rough Sleepers support needs

Support Needs Of Number % of % Profile Of All
Rough Sleepers Presentations Returns
Where A

Support Need
Was ldentified

Alcohol Problems 17 36 14
Drug Problems 14 30 12
Ex-Offender 10 21 14
Mental Health 7 15 10
Domestic Violence 1 2 7
Learning Difficulties 1 2 4
Other 1 2 11
No Data Supplied 3 6 1
Total 54 N/A N/A
Figure B10
Rough Sleepers who identifed a support need compare d with all
presentations
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Table B10.1: Rough Sleepers with Multiple Support N eeds

Number of Total Total
Support Needs Num %
One 12 43
Two 9 32
Three 4 14
Four 3 11
Total 28 100

Tables B10 and B10.1 and Figure B10 show data on the support needs of the rough
sleepers who presented to the survey. Figure B10 provides a comparison between the
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support needs of rough sleepers and the survey population as a whole. Please note that
more than one support need could be indicated on the survey form.

Table B10 and Figure B10 (above) show that alcohol problems was the main support need
indicated by rough sleepers in this year’'s survey. 36% of rough sleepers identified this as a
support need compared with 14% of the overall survey population. In 2008, 23% of rough
sleepers reported alcohol problems as a support need. The most prevalent support needs
amongst rough sleepers last year were offending (29%) and drug problems (26%).

48% (23 presentations) of rough sleepers identified either a drug or alcohol problem with
17% (8 presentations) of these identifying both as a problem.

Drug use was considered a support need for just under a third of all rough sleepers (30%)
compared with 12% of the general homeless sample. 21% of rough sleepers identified a
support need related to histories of offending compared with 14% of the survey population
as a whole. 15% reported support needs relating to mental health issues compared with
10% of the overall survey group.

Overall, the findings indicate that rough sleepers have higher levels of support needs
compared with the general survey. There appears to have been an increase in rough
sleepers reporting alcohol problems (36% and 23%) and drug problems (30%) as support
needs compared to last year and in fall in rough sleepers reporting issues related to
offending (21% and 29%) as a support need.

Table B10.1 shows that 57% of rough sleepers reported more than one support need with

25% reporting three or more. Survey findings reported above show that 42% of the overall
survey population reported more than one support need and only 16% three or more.

Table B11: Where Rough Sleepers are willing to live

Where Rough Sleepers Number % of Rough Sleepers
Are Willing To Live Presenting Who Are
Willing To Live In These
Areas

Amber Valley 3 6
Chesterfield 20 43

Derby City 34 72

High Peak 4 9

South Derbyshire 1 2

Total 62 N/A
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Table B11.1: Where Rough Sleepers are willing toli  ve by local connection

Where Rough Number % of Rough Number of % of

Sleepers Are Sleepers Rough Rough

Willing To Live Presenting Sleepers with Sleepers

Who Are a connection with a

Willing To Live to the area connection
In These Areas

Amber Valley 3 6 3 6

Bolsover 1 2

Chesterfield 20 43 10 21

Derby City 34 72 20 43

Derbyshire Dales

Erewash

High Peak 4 9 2 4

North East

Derbyshire

South Derbyshire 1 2 1 2

Out of Derby 5 11

No Data Supplied 5 11

Total 62 N/A 47 N/A

Please note that more than one area could be recorded on the survey form and therefore the
total numbers in these tables is greater than the number of people who presented as rough
sleeping.

The data at Tables B11 and B11.1 show that rough sleepers identified Chesterfield and
Derbyshire as the areas they would most like to live. 15 rough sleepers presented to
agencies in Chesterfield whilst 20 highlighted the borough as their preferred area and 24
rough sleepers presented in Derby with 34 highlighting the City as their location of choice.

79% of rough sleepers identified only one area where they would choose to settle.
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Table B12: Reasons why Rough Sleepers became homele  ss

Reasons Why Rough Sleepers Are Number Of % of 47 Rough

Homeless Presenting Rough Sleeper
Sleepers Presentations

Homeless For This Falling Into This

Reason Category

Other reasons for less of tenancy 10 21

Parents No Longer Willing To 10 21

Accommodate

Leaving Prison/custody 8 17

Non-violent Breakdown Of Relationship 8 17

With Partner

Other Relatives/Friends No Longer 13

Willing To Accommodate

LA Rent Arrears 4 9

Drug Use Meaning Client Unable To
Access Accommodation

w
o

Violent Breakdown Of Relationship With
Partner

Mortgage Arrears

Other forms of violence

Other harassment

Leaving Care

Loss of tied accommodation

Violent Breakdown Of Relationship
Involving Associated Persons

Other

NI P [FPIFPINININ| W

No Data Supplied

AN
;-bwl\)l\)l\)-b-b-bm

Total

(o2}
©

Please note that more than more than one reason could be recorded on the survey form and
therefore the total number in these is greater than the number of people who presented as
rough sleeping.

Table B12 provides data on the reason for homelessness amongst rough sleepers
presenting to the survey. In common with the general homeless population reporting to the
survey ‘parents no longer willing to accommodate’ was reported as the most common
reason for their homelessness by rough sleepers. 6% of rough sleepers compared with 1%
of all presentations gave drug problems as a reason for their homelessness. All of the
people who gave drug problems as a reason were rough sleepers. 17% of rough sleepers
had left custody to homelessness compared with 7% of the survey population overall.
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Table B13: Type of Accommodation requested by Rough Sleepers

Type Of Accommodation Number Of Presenting % of Presenting Rough

Requested Rough Sleepers Sleepers Requesting
Requesting This Type Of This Type Of

Accommodation Accommodation

Own Flat 24 51

Own House 13 28

Own Bedsit 10 21

Shared House 9 19

Supported Housing 7 15

Lodgings 3 6

Other 9 19

No Data Supplied 10 21

Total 85 N/A

Please note that more than one choice could be given on the survey form and therefore the
total number in this table is greater than the number of people who presented as rough
sleeping.

The data at table B13 shows that most rough sleepers identified their own flat (51%) as their
accommodation of choice — this is in line with the general survey population (49%). 15% of
rough sleepers compared with 14% of the overall survey population requested supported
housing. This compares with 26% of rough sleepers requesting supported housing in 2008.
21% of rough sleepers wanted a bedsit compared with 12% overall.

Table B14: Outcome for Rough Sleepers of contact wi  th a participating Agency

Outcome Number Of Presenting % Of Presenting Rough
Rough Sleepers Where Sleepers Where This
This Outcome Applies Outcome Applies

General Advice 20 43

Ref To Other Agency 9 19

Emergency 6 13

Accommodation

Permanent 3 6

Accommodation

Temporary 5 4

Accommodation

Other 6 13

No Data Supplied 14 30

Total 60 N/A

Please note that there could be more than one outcome of contact with an agency and
therefore total outcomes is greater than the number of rough sleepers.
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Table B15: Where Rough Sleepers are likely to sleep  the night following contact with
an agency

Where Tonight Number %
Slept Rough 26 55
Hostel 6 13
Friend's Home 1 2
Other Relative's Home 1 2
Own Home 1 2
Other 2 4
No Data Supplied 10 21
Total 47 100

Table B14 shows that only 11 rough sleepers were able to access accommodation as an
outcome of their contact with a participating agency during the survey period. Six rough
sleepers were found emergency accommodation, two temporary accommodation and three
permanent accommodation.

Table B15 shows that 55% of rough sleepers were likely to sleep rough again on the night
following contact with a participating agency. One person expected to sleep rough on the
night following contact with an agency who had not slept rough the previous night. However,
there were 10 people out of the 47 rough sleepers where no relevant data was supplied.
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Appendix 1:

Participating Agencies

Agencies Which Took Part In The Survey But Saw No H  omeless
People During The Survey Period
Derbyshire County Council - Welfare Rights Service
Derwent Rural Counselling Service
Activ8
North East Derbyshire CAB - Clay Cross
Mid-Derbyshire CAB - Heanor
Barnardo's - Reach Out
P3 Charity - Erewash Support Office
South Yorkshire Housing Association
Good News Family Care
Clay Cross Children's Centre
Derbyshire County Council - Children's Rapid Response Team
Shirebrook Children's Centre
Amber Trust

Agencies which sent returns for homeless
No of Returns

people

Chesterfield Borough Council- Homelessness

team 46
Derbyshire Housing Aid 37
Amber Valley Housing Limited 32
High Peak Community Housing 26
Erewash Borough Council 16
Single Point of Entry - Derby City Council 16
Pathways 16
Action Housing Association - Derbyshire and

North Nottinghamshire 14
South Derbyshire District Council -

Homelessness 11
P3 - Midland Lodge 10
Action for Children (NCH) 10

Derbyshire Dales District Council (DDDC)
Community Housing Department

High Peak Nightstop

North Derbyshire Women's Aid (NDWA)

Phoenix Futures

A |O1|00[0C0

Stonham - Harris House

High Peak & Chesterfield
Adullam Homes Housing Association

Chesterfield CAB

Erewash CAB

P3 Social Inclusion Charity - Artemis House

Burton on Trent YMCA

Mid-Derbyshire CAB - Belper

Connexions Derbyshire - Swadlincote Centre

NINININW W (W~

Turning Point - Social Inclusion Project
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Adult Social Services - Disability 2
Action Housing 2
North East Derbyshire District Council -

Rykneld Homes 2
Sure Start Children's Centre 2
Derbyshire County Council Youth Service -

Polygon Youth Centre 2
Hartington House - Metropolitan Support

Trust 2
Derby drug intervention team 2
ECHG - Centenary House 1
Stonham - Brook House 1
Derby City Council - Housing Options Centre 1
The Space ( Information and Advice for

Young People) 1
Derbyshire Probation Service 1
Total 303
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Appendix 2:

Survey Form
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