Labour Party Submission on Galway City Council Anti-social Behaviour Policy
Mission Statement

‘The introduction of Anti-Social Behaviour Policy by Galway City Council is reflective of its continued inadequate provision of services to the people in Galway who are most in need of its help. Anti-Social Behaviour as addressed by the current policy attempts to place blame on those who are most disadvantaged in our society and to absolve the City Council and other public bodies of their duty to address the real causes which lie at the heart of such behaviour.’

The Labour Party acknowledges the very serious problems facing the Galway City especially as it seeks to provide a basic standard of accommodation and ancillary services to all it people. The proposed policy by the City Council to introduce the ASBO model to deal with Council tenants experiencing difficulties does little more than provide bureaucratic cover for the Councils inability to deal with these issues in positive manner.  

There are three main objections to be raised against the proposed Anti-Social Behaviour Policy:

1. They are fundamentally unjust in that they neglect the rights of those invovled to avail of the accomdation provided by the City Council and furthermore are attempt by the City council to jutifiy the denail of that right. 
2. They are anti-Labour in their principle of quick fix solutions with no attention to the root cause of anti-social behavior which is often Social Exclusion. This is mainfest in the denial of basic human dignity, access to high quality public services and justice for the people seeking redress for their exculsion. 
3. In many cases the introduction of an Anti-Social Behaivour policy has been used to target vulnerable groups in society e.g. those with Autism or Mental Health Difficulties and results in their sitaution been exeserbated through their been labled as trouble and denied the help to which they should have access.  

Dealing with the substanive of the proposed policy the first issue that arises is the existnce of laws which already cover acts that the City Council wishes to see covered under the term Anti-social behaviour. The pre-existince of such legislation calls into question the successfully enforcement of the the law and the questions whetether or not a policy based on this would be 1. appropriate and succesful and  2. resoucred adquently. 
While there is no objection to the use of legislation to deal with drug dealing as cited in the policy (Misuse of Druges Acts 1977 and 1984). There would be serious concern as to the use of the defintion inculded in Housing Acts 1966-1997 as this is not precie in its meaning and is open to abuse both by those making complaints and by the City Council when seeking to denie accomdation to people. 

Any behaviour which is to cause any significant danger or injury damage, loss or fear to any person living, working or otherwise lawfully in or in the vicinity of a house provided by the Housing Authority under the Housing Acts 1966 – 1997.
Exculsion Orders

The exculsion orders as outlined in the proposed policy are clearly open to abuse as there is no protection againts flase complaints and the ‘respondents’ are instaniouly denied the presummption of innconece. The fact that first offical engament between the those accused of acting in an Anti-Social behaviour is one based on confrontation and set in brucratic atmosphere will undoubtly further the sense of alinenation and isolation felt by those most in need. There should clearly be form of community involement on the ground and the fact that this is abscent from the polciy is refelective of the neglate experinced by the communties where exculsion orders will be used most often. The City council should instead provide for regaulr open meeting in these areas between City officals and the communities. 
Internally Policy
That simple listing of partner agenices does little to explain how the City Council will work with these agenices with regards individual cases. This section requires much greater detail and such be ordered so that those groups and agenices which are operating on the ground are the first to be invovled.  Under stargeies and objectives it is a major weakeness of the policy that the education of teanants living in City estates comes far down the list. the frist measure that the City Council should be invovled in is the education of its teannats so that they are aware of their righst and respobilties. Also the Council should  be activly invovled in the establishment and resoucing of community groups and provision of community centers. 
Policy
1. Areas under the policy section which are not acceptable are the outsourcing of the risk assement of  those spplicants convicted by child abuse offeneces. There is no consitency between the outsoucring of important and senstive task and the working with other agenices such the Health Excutives Pyshcolgiucal service or other approiate services rather than spending public moneis on private assements which may or may not have the remit to deal with the case.  
2. The proposed policy also suggests that as well as  people convicted  of Anti-social behaviour those who have been invovled may also be exculded from the housing waiting list. This term invovlement does not meet the need of a fair and equitable system which adheres to the standards of justice that we demand from our public bodies. To excule a person who has not been found guilty of anti-social behaiviur by a court of juctice of other similar body is fundemantally wrong and breach of civil liberties. 
Procedure Framework
1. The first paragraph in this section which covers the possibilty of physical injury to a council tenant and provides for an exculsion order without any due process is a serious abuse of the principle of justice and right to fair hearing. Furthermore the Council as absovled itself of taking action in cases were the tenant may pose a risk to themseleves espeically is threathen with an exculsion order or excivition. Given recent events its is unbeliavlble that City Council could over look this curcial element policy. 
2. The remainder of the procedural framework is reliant of burecartic approach to any problems which may arise and complete neglects the duty of the City Council to take a more human an indivdual approach to dealing in a positive manner with Anti-Social behaviour. 

In conculsion the anti-social behaviour policy is been used to remove the obligation on the city council to provide to accomdation topeopel most in need and further absovles the council of its respobilty to make sure that all of their accomdation is properly services. Such services inculde the provision of playgrounds, community center, the funding of community youth groups and playing picths. Also the policy reflective of negative approcah by the City council to the systpoms rather than the cause of Social exculsion to which this policy will contribute. 
