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1. Executive Summary 
 
 
RoSPA were engaged by Bath North East Somerset Council (BNES) to assess the 
current condition and safety arrangements along the River Avon between Churchill Bridge 
and Windsor Bridge Road. This stretch of river has been the location of three deaths in 
recent years. The aim of the review was to identify any areas where safety needs to be 
improved along this stretch.  
 
RoSPA consultants inspected the river corridor during daylight and during darkness. We 
spoke with the Police, Fire Brigade, Local Universities, the Environment Agency and 
British Waterways to establish stakeholder perceptions, issues and expectations and 
reviewed available statistics regarding drowning, rescues and emergency calls. This 
information was reviewed against RoSPA‟s experience of similar locations around the UK. 
 
We found that the river corridor is well used by both pedestrians and particularly cyclists 
and that there are sections of the river where a simple stumble, trip or swerve whilst on a 
bicycle could result in a significant fall into the river. Once in the river, opportunities for 
self-rescue or for being rescued are few. 
 
There is no indication to users that specific care should be taken, or of specific hazards 
either at the entrances to the route, or along it. 
 
The cut outs for the ladders are an obvious concern for anyone walking along the wall, 
especially in low light or darkness. 
 
There is significant concern for safety of users along this stretch of river. The incidence of 
drowning along this stretch is believed and perceived to be high but it wasn‟t possible to 
statistically prove this as fact. 
 
Based upon our results we have made the following principal recommendations: 
 

 Undertake a promotional campaign for water safety for residents and particularly 
for first year students. Repeat this exercise regularly (e.g. before new terms, 
during “Fresher‟s Week”, Christmas breaks and end of year Balls etc) 

 Highlight the risks along the route with signage at the entrance points and 
importantly along the edge around the ladder cut outs 

 Arrange for the ladders and missing grab chains to be repaired 

 Pass the recommendations from the report to the Bath Western Riverside 
developers to ensure that adequate arrangements are in place for this side of the 
river corridor. 
  

Ultimately we consider that improving the route for the safety of the increasing number of 
cyclists and pedestrians is necessary and justifiable. It is foreseeable that a simple trip, 
slip or cycle collision could result in one or more people falling into the river. Ultimately 
preventing this means providing fencing along the stretch. Funding for this work may be 
available from the Department for Transport (DFT). In the meantime the recommendations 
should be implemented while a decision on providing fencing etc. is reached.  
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2. Introduction and Terms of Reference 

 
 
RoSPA were engaged by BNES Council to assess the current condition and safety 
arrangements along a particular stretch of the River Avon, which has been the location of 
three drowning related deaths in recent years. The aim of the review was to identify any 
areas where safety needs to be improved along this stretch.  
 
Ultimately the review stems from concerns about public safety along this stretch of river 
and particularly following the drowning of Kharunigan Jayanatham, Caspar Flagg and 
most recently James Bubear.   
 
The Local Authority, Police, Fire Service and numerous local residents are concerned that 
the area is unsafe and an increase in residential properties in the area has and will result 
in an increase in the use of the path and thus an increase in incidents and potentially 
deaths.  
 
RoSPA‟s terms of reference are to review the physical characteristics of the river corridor 
and to liaise with the stakeholders in the area in order to establish if any further controls 
are needed. Our report takes into account the local expectations and national water safety 
picture to ensure that the actions suggested are effective and appropriate for this location.  
 
In completing the work we took the following factors into account: 
 

 The overriding need to ensure that people are not fatally injured through making 
simple mistakes. 

 The riparian owners will have differing views on the suitability of the existing 
condition. 

 Bath and the River Avon is an internationally recognized tourist location.  

 The location is likely to be well used by locals throughout the year. 

 Adjacent developments and flood protection measures will likely have a number of 
different drowning protection measures fitted. 

 The physical characteristics of the riverbank will vary along its length, with differing 
features giving different hazards. 
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3. Methodology 

 
RoSPA held preliminary discussions with the local authority to discuss the issue and to 
agree an approach. Subsequently RoSPA consultants met with the local authority staff 
and representatives from the local Fire Service. We spoke to representatives of the local 
Police Authority and also to representatives from the Environment Agency and British 
Waterways. 
 
Having spoken to these bodies we contacted representatives from the local Universities 
and large Businesses. We asked these bodies the following questions: 
 

1. Is the University concerned about the number or rate of drowning that are 
occurring in Bath? 

 
2. Does the University have a view on the suitability of the pathway along the Avon 

for students and staff, particularly at night?  
 

3. Do you think that the pathway should be improved? 
 

4. Would the University feel that a safety campaign or improved physical protection 
measures would be directly beneficial to the student population, and to the 
population of the City as a whole? 

 
5. Does the University currently undertake any safety awareness or promotion 

regarding this issue? 
 

6. Would the University be interested in leading or joining in any campaigns that were 
agreed by the stakeholders (subject, of course, to further details being agreed)? 

 
We obtained and reviewed the available statistics on drowning and relevant incidents in 
the local area in order to evaluate if the rate or incidence of drowning in this area is 
statistically different from other locations around the UK.  
  
We reviewed statements made by the families of the deceased and those that were 
posted in the press by local residents after the drowning. 
 
The River corridor was segregated into sections appropriate to the physical 
characteristics; we visited all the locations along the River. The sections were scored 
using the RoSPA risk rating system. We used the risk rating system to assist in identifying 
which areas are likely to be higher risk and to identify the reasons why. The outcome of 
these assessments is that high risk locations are identified and the suitability of the 
existing control measures can then be evaluated.  
 
The RoSPA consultants walked the path during daylight and at night to fully understand 
the conditions. 
 

We drew comparisons with our knowledge of the physical characteristics and controls that 
are present in other locations around the UK. 
  

We drew our conclusions on the results of the activities noted above and we have based 
our recommendations on these conclusions.  
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4. Results  
 
At the time of the visits the weather was warm and dry. All the footpaths and parks close 
to the rivers were being well used by local people throughout the visit. Cyclists were the 
most popular users, followed by pedestrians and then dog walkers. Note has been taken 
of indication that some locations are used antisocially, or for unplanned/unexpected 
activities. 
 
We noted that the route is part of the Bath cycle scheme and some works have been 
planned to promote and support the development of the overall cycle network here and 
across Bath and Bristol. 
 
We have segregated our results into the following sections for clarity. 

 
4.1. Results of the risk rating 
4.2. Results of contact from stakeholders 
4.3. Results from accident statistics and incident reports. 
4.4. Results from brief review of Bath Western Development  

 
4.1. Results of the Risk rating  

 
The RoSPA risk rating system is a scoring system which looks at component factors of 
the drowning chain. The results of the Risk Rating system is an overall score, the higher 
the number the more significant the risk. Based upon our experience we allocate the 
following scores to a level of tolerability of the risks presented. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Location 

 
Risk Rating 

Score 
 

1.  Broad Quay Bridge along Green Park Road to 
beginning of embankment opposite Riverside Road 

43 

2.  Raised pathway towards embankment 33 

3.  Embankment opposite Riverside Road where border 
consists of established planting 

56 

4.  Beginning of embankment opposite Riverside Road to 
beginning of revetments prior to B3118 Bridge 

45 

5.  Revetments prior to B3118 Bridge along to corner of 
Nelsons Villas Road along to Windsor Bridge Road 

72 

  
 
 

Risk Rating and  tolerability level 

0-30 Very low level of risk 

31- 50 Low risk level 

51-70 Tolerable risk level 

71- 80 High risk level 

81-100 Very high risk 
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Comments from Location 1 
 
 
 

 

The mooring has fencing provided 
which has been in place for a number 
of years.  The Pathway is sufficiently 
wide to allow for users to pass safely. 
Cyclists could collide or lose control 
when using the dirt pathways down to 
the towpath. The path is tarmac and 
in good condition. Lighting is 
available from the roadway. There is 
only a short distance to fall into the 
water. 

 
 
 
 
 
Location 2 
 

 
 

The pathway rises and narrows 
slightly while moving away from the 
river edge. The planting forms an 
effective barrier at this location. 
There is little lighting available. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Risk Rating and  tolerability level 

43 Low risk level 

Risk Rating and  tolerability level 

33 Low risk level 



- 9 - 

 
 
Comments from Location 3 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
The embankment has a high steep wall 
with little opportunity to escape the water 
should you fall in. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

This photo shows the difficulty in 
identifying the ladder access points in 
good light and with vegetation. These 
are virtually indistinguishable from 
the wall in poor light and darkness. 
There is a significant fall at this 
location. 
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Showing the edge protection provided by 
the responsible party on the far bank, but 
also missing are the grab chains located 
under the bridge and no means of exit 
from the water at this location. Debris 
indicated that people are, or were, 
sleeping rough or visiting the area under 
the bridge. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
People are clearly gaining access to the 
bridges to spray graffiti. There is a 
significant fall into the river. The towpath 
is clear, wide and level, but with 
significant amounts of weeds growing 
through. There is no specific lighting 
provided at this location although 
streetlights provide some ambient 
lighting.  
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Showing clear demarcation but uneven 
surface between the tarmac pathway and 
the edge. Also showing the difficulty in 
identifying the ladder access points. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At the end of the embankment there is 
access to the water. There was a variety 
of debris in the water (e.g. a shopping 
trolley). Debris will obviously increase the 
likelihood of injury, snagging and make 
exiting the water more difficult for tired/ 
injured people in the water. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

Risk Rating and  tolerability level 

56 Tolerable Risk Level 
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Comments from Location 4 
 

 

Transition from embankment to 
established planted border.  
Pathway moves away from edge and 
accidental access to water is less 
likely from this location forward. 

 

 

 
Showing established planted border 
and wide flat pathway. 

 

 

 
Opposite bank, again showing edge 
protection, with smooth flat walls, no 
grab chains or ladders. 
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One of a number of areas along this 
stretch where the pathway edge is 
close to the water, the planting has 
receded and the bank is relatively 
steep. 
Slipping or tripping on vegetation or 
the edge of the path could result in 
someone entering the water. The 
water is relatively shallow at the 
immediate edge. Most able bodied 
adults would likely be able to get out 
of the water at these points. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Comments from location 5 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Showing the width of the river, note 
the high freeboard from the pathway 
and the difficulty someone/ anyone 
would have identifying the location of 
a person in the water in low light or 
darkness. There is no specific lighting 
along this stretch and ambient light 
levels were very low. 
 
A stumble or collision at this point 
could easily result in a fall into the 
water. The bridge head height is 
particularly low. A fall into the water 
would result in a physical injury that 
would compound the problems of 
someone trying to stay afloat and 
exiting the water. 

Risk Rating and  tolerability level 

45 Low risk Level 
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Showing cyclists, overgrown edges 
and the difficulty in identifying any 
remaining grab chains and ladders. 
Again ambient light levels were very 
low at this location. It was almost 
impossible for us to identify the 
ladder access points in darkness at 
this location.  

 
 
 

 

Risk Rating and  tolerability level 

72 High risk Level 
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4.2. Results from the contact with Stakeholders 
 
The local community is concerned with regard to the safety of river users. All parties 
questioned replied that they had concerns regarding the safety of people throughout 
Bath.  
 
Records are being checked to clarify which bodies have responsibilities for this stretch 
of the river corridor.  
 
However the following responsibilities are clear: 

 

 British Waterways have, as a minimum, Navigation rights along the stretch 
of water. 

 The Environment Agency has the responsibility to maintain the flood 
defences. 

 BNES conduct the pruning of the planting and the general maintenance of 
the footpath. 

 
Since April 2009, The Fire Service has saved, or assisted in saving, 16 people from the 
River at this location, in addition to those who have died.  
 
British Waterways have previously produced a water safety awareness leaflet for 
Leeds Students. A copy of this has been made available by RoSPA, its format, 
contents and distribution method could be utilised to raises safety awareness for Bath 
Students. 
 
The Sainsbury‟s Public Relations Champion has been contacted with regards to their 
position on risks to staff, customers and people, in particular to those using the steps at 
the side of the store. The store management is currently making arrangements to 
control access at this point.  
 
We asked the Universities, Police and Fire Service for their perceptions and 
expectations for the pathway. The responses all expressed the following:  
 

 The pathway would benefit from improved physical controls, particularly at 
night.  

 The public and particularly the student bodies would benefit from being made 
aware of the risks along this stretch of water.  

 All parties were mindful of the potentially significant cost of providing railings 
along the entire stretch of the river at this location. 

 All parties welcome and would support a water safety campaign 
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4.3. Results from accidents statistics and incident reports 
 
The most common time for incidents involving the Fire Service are the hours of 
Midnight and 15:00 along this stretch of river.   
 

 
 
Self-rescuers tend not to report incidents and so the actual incidence of river entry may 
well be higher. However this shows that emergency crews are regularly called to the 
area. We must bear in mind that these figures are emergency situations which have 
potentially life threatening outcomes.  
 
Since the start of the report another high profile incident occurred on the river corridor. 
A young man scaled the existing edge protection, became trapped on the bridge 
parapet and had to be rescued by the Fire Service. This is another example of an 
incident that could have resulted in him, and potentially a rescuer entering the river. 
This incident also demonstrates that edge protection is provided to prevent accidental 
entry but that it is extremely difficult to prevent determined individuals with disregard of 
risk putting themselves in dangerous situations. 
 
The cost of these and other incidents to the emergency services and to society as a 
whole is likely to be significant. Unfortunately no specific value prevention figure for 
drowning are available, however DFT research indicates that the average value of 
prevention for a fatal road accident amounts to £1,585,510 at June 2009 values (DFT 
TAG Unit 3.4.1). A comparative value could be used. 
 
RoSPA collect and collate the national drowning statistics which are used by the 
National Water Safety Forum. (The forum includes RNLI, MCA, BW, and other 
specialist organisations), we compared the available statistics on drowning in the UK. 
The results were too small to be statistically significant and so we cannot draw strong 
conclusions from these figures. However we do know that the results are significant in 
terms of most locations of drowning across the UK (the majority of drownings are at 
location where drowning has not occurred previously and that the incident rate at Bath 
is unusually high, particularly for such a short stretch of the river. We are aware that 
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Warwick and Leamington Spa have reported three drownings across the city in the 
past year, but at different locations across the towns.  
 
When comparing this location with central Leeds, around the popular Clarence Dock 
area (where there have been a number of drownings in recent years), this area has 
railings provided along the pathways and around the docks. 
 
Avon and Somerset Police emergency call statistics for the period between 01.04.2008 
and 31.05.2011. See Appendix 6. In total there were 88 calls, of which 10 were 
abandoned. Of the remaining 78 incidents recorded, the following were the most 
relevant: 
 

 
 
In total these amounted to 53 incidents. However it is not possible to say that all of 
these occurred along the immediate riverbank itself. Of the 78 incidents, 40% of them 
occurred between 9pm and 2am.  
 
Overall, when compared to the rest of the Avon and Somerset region, these figures do 
not show a significant picture of antisocial behaviours and as many of these incidents 
will be property related it is unsafe to draw conclusions about water safety from this 
data alone.  
 
RoSPA identified that funding is available from the Department For Transport (DFT) to 
support sustainable transport schemes and BNES has received funding from this 
scheme, although it is unclear if funds have been allocated for specific safety related 
measures. Nevertheless, the cycle route will be promoted and therefore the usage will 
increase along the river corridor. This will obviously increase the likelihood of collisions 
etc. which could then end up with persons in the water.  
 
While there are no defects noted with the tarmac surface of the pathway, improving the 
route via width, lighting, vegetation management and edge protection to DFT standards 
(e.g. LTN1/04 (see section 3) and LTN 2/04 (see section 10.4.1) would, in our opinion 
likely support funding from the scheme and obviously improve safety for users. A 
Safety is a criterion for the scheme – “not only must the infrastructure be safe, but for 
the well being of users, it must be perceived to be safe”  
 
 

19
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Rowdy Nuisance 
behaviour

Sudden death

Suspicious circumstances

Violence against the 
person
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4.4. Results from brief review of the existing design for the Bath Western 
Riverside 

 
Assumptions 
 
This summary is based on Drawing BWR197-AL-A01-GE-2-019 
The new use of the area will significantly increase the use by residents and visitors. 
This will clearly include children who are likely to be remotely supervised. 
 
Comments 
 
The designs show that there is the general desire for people to use the waterfront 
along this location. Benches and lighting will be provided. Obviously this will increase 
the day and night-time users and potentially the number of persons accidentally falling 
into the river. 
 
 

 The grab chains should be fitted to ensure that they are accessible in variable 
water depths. 

 The Timber fender is unsuitable to be used as fall protection or edge protection 
and will likely reduce the ability of boats to moor along this section of the river. 
We would normally advise that another method is chosen to restrict users from 
the waters edge  

 There are no detailed means of escape along this section, meaning that even if 
someone was to grasp a grab chain they would still need to be rescued by 
another party. This should be avoided where possible. 

 Care should be taken to ensure that the lighting provided does not create 
significant dark spots along the river which tends to increase the difficulty of 
spotting someone that has fallen into the river. 

 Throw lines would likely be more suitable for this type of location, although both 
life rings and throw lines are likely to be stolen or damaged on a fairly regular 
basis. 
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5. Conclusions 
 
Overall we believe that the number of persons accidentally entering and requiring 
rescue from the river can be reduced. We believe that the risk of accidentally falling 
into the river is higher for those who are unfamiliar with the route and those who may 
use the route in the dark. In general terms the risk increases as you walk away from 
the City Centre. 
 
There is a need to improve the safety of the river corridor: both the physical route and 
the user‟s awareness of the risks. The organisations contacted agree with this and all 
have concerns for the safety of those using this route. 
 
The development of the Bath Western Riverside area could be modified to reduce the 
overall risk to residents and tourists.  
 
The number of tourists and residents using the route will very likely significantly 
increase in the future. The route currently adds nothing to the environmental and visual 
amenity around Bath.  
 
The lighting and condition of large sections of the route is such that a trip or stumble is 
possible if someone were to walk off the actual footpath. It is quite conceivable that 
someone infirm, on a bicycle or stumbling for any reason could fall into the water at a 
number of points along the stretch of river. A fall is likely to result in an impact injury 
and the chances of self-rescue are low. This situation would appear to be borne-out by 
the Fire Service rescue statistics (although self-rescuers tend not to report the 
incidents).  
 
There is nothing provided to identify the risks along the corridor in general, or to identify 
specific hazards such as the ladder cut outs.  These features significantly increase the 
risk of falling for anyone walking along the wall, or those who may stumble while 
walking along the path. Those unfamiliar with the area would benefit from increased 
information to enable them to either avoid the route or identify the higher risk areas. 
 
Unfortunately, the analysis of national drowning statistics cannot conclusively establish 
whether the rate along this stretch of river is high or low. This is due to gaps in the 
currently available statistics. However, we believe that the rate is high for such a short 
stretch and three deaths are clearly unacceptable.  
 
There are areas where children may gain access to the water from the local parks and 
may be tempted to make dens at the waters edge. While there was no evidence of this 
and the number of children living and playing in the area is believed to be 
comparatively small, action should be taken to dissuade children from playing along 
this stretch of water. 
 
Funding is available as part of the DFT Sustainable Transport Scheme to improve 
networks and infrastructure in urban areas. BNES has already submitted a proposal to 
improve the cycle network in the Bath (and surrounding area). Funding from this 
scheme could potentially be utilised to improve the safety of pedestrians and cyclists 
along this stretch of river. The route could be improved to encourage its safe use. 
Fencing along the river corridor would significantly reduce the risk of falling, (but not 
prevent all persons intent on entry). Any fencing provided would need to be robust 
enough to ensure that it doesn‟t become an obstacle for the emergency services.   
 
The majority of grab chains and ladders are damaged and would be difficult to spot, 
especially at night. The ability to „hang-on‟ whilst attempting a self-rescue is critical to 
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survival due to the rescue and recovery challenges faced by the Emergency services 
along this stretch. 
 
Life Rings or other Public Rescue Equipment such as throw lines would likely be stolen 
or vandalised on a fairly regular basis along this stretch of the river. Life rings etc 
require regular checks. Effective use depends on a number of factors, including: 
 

 The person being in the water being noticed, 

 The equipment being long- enough to reach the victim,  

 The equipment being deployed correctly; and 

 The victim being in a condition to hold and be towed to the edge.  
 
The provision of life rings can actually increase the incidence of swimming and diving 
into water as life rings can indicate that swimming is expected or condoned and that 
the life ring offers significant protection, which may not actually be true. Therefore we 
do not consider that providing life rings is the most appropriate solution at this location. 
 
We conclude that CCTV is not beneficial at this location, as the likely cost of fitting the 
system; including lighting in terms of financial, environmental and energy usage is 
significant in terms of the benefit of possibly identifying persons in the water. 
 
  



 

 21 

 
6. Recommendations 

 
Short term 
 

Ref. 
(From 
results) 

Recommendations Priority Completion 
Date 

Signed 

1.  Increase the visibility of the ladder cut-outs during 
the hours of darkness. This can be done relatively 
cheaply by using thermoplastic paint around the 
cut outs and/ or products such as Traxeye‟s or 
similar.  

High ASAP  

2.  Ensure that the hedges, grass edges and any 
weeds that are growing close the waters edge are 
regularly cut back and that the width of the 
pathway is maintained. 

High ASAP  

3.  Provide appropriate signage at all entrance points 
to dissuade people from using the route at night 
and when intoxicated. 

High ASAP  

4.  Work with Universities Representatives, Police 
and Fire Service to co-ordinate a water safety 
awareness campaign to highlight water safety to 
Residents, Tourists and to Students, particularly 
Freshers, starting university. Repeat this exercise 
regularly (e.g. before new terms, Christmas 
breaks and end of year balls etc). 

High ASAP:  

5.  Provide copies of the water safety promotional 
materials to the local Universities to promote risk 
awareness. 

High ASAP  

6.  Provide feedback to the designers of the Bath 
Western Development on the findings contained 
within this report. 

High  ASAP  

7.  Arrange for the repair of the grab lines and ladders 
to ensure that anyone that falls into the river is 
able to stay afloat and exit the water.  

High  ASAP  

 
Longer term 
 

Ref. 
(From 
results) 

Recommendations Priority Completion 
Date 

Signed 

8.  Repair the fences along the parks where children 
can kick balls through/ gain direct access to the 
pathway. 

   

9.  Look to providing edge protection along the 
towpath to prevent accidental falling/ tripping/ 
slipping into the river. As part of this, review the 
possibilities to obtain funding from the existing 
provision of monies from the DFT sustainable 
transport fund, or to extending the funding to 
improve the physical condition of the pathway 
along this stretch of river. 

   

10.  Arrange for the EA to clear the river of debris on a 
reasonable frequency. E.g. biannually 

   

 
 
 



 

 22 

 
Glossary of terms 
 
RNLI  Royal national Lifeboat Institute 
MCA  Marine and Coastguard Agency 
BW  British Waterways 
DFT  Department for Transport 
 
Grab Chain-  A length of rope, wire or chain that sits at the water level to 

ensure that those that fall into the water can hold 
something while they wait for rescue. They are commonly 
found on docks and watercourses with steep edges where 
self rescue opportunities are low. 

 
 Ladder Cut Out-  A recessed section of the flood defence wall that allows 

access to/ from the top of the ladders (provided for boats 
moored/ those in the water).  
The ladders are recessed in the edge of the flood defences 
to reduce the likelihood of damage from boats or debris in 
the water. Occasionally a ring or hoop is placed at the top 
of the ladder which can be used for mooring but is also a 
trip hazard. 
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Appendix 1 
 
 

Avon and Somerset Police Emergency Call statistics 
 
 
 
 

Call Type Total 

ABANDONED CALL 10 

ALARM - CONFIRMED INTRUDER 4 

ALARM - MONITORED CAMERA 1 

ALARM - UNCONFIRMED 
INTRUDER 

1 

ANIMAL RELATED PROBLEMS 1 

BEGGING / VAGRANCY 1 

BREACH INJUNCTION/COURT 
ORDER 

1 

BURGLARY 4 

COLLAPSE/ILLNESS/INJ/TRAPPED 1 

CONCERN FOR SAFETY 19 

CONTACT RECORD 1 

CRIMINAL DAMAGE 3 

DOMESTIC CRIME 1 

MISSING PERSON 1 

ROBBERY 4 

ROWDY / NUISANCE BEHAVIOUR 14 

SUDDEN DEATH 1 

SUSPICIOUS CIRCUMSTANCES 11 

THEFT & HANDLING STOLEN 
GOODS 

1 

VIOLENCE AGAINST THE PERSON 8 

Grand Total 88 
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Hour Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday Sunday Grand Total 

0 1       2 2 1 6 

1 1   1 1 1 1   5 

2   1       2   3 

3   1 1       1 3 

5   1     1 1   3 

8   1           1 

9   2     1     3 

10   1           1 

11       1     1 2 

12 1 1 1 1       4 

13       1 3 1   5 

14 1   1   2     4 

15 3 1   2       6 

16   1     1 1   3 

17   1   2       3 

18     1 1   2   4 

19     1 2     1 4 

20   3   1   1   5 

21   2 2   2   1 7 

22   1   1 2   1 5 

23 2   1   1 6 1 11 

Grand 
Total 9 17 9 13 16 17 7 88 

 


