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Literature Review

To truly identify and assess the question of this piece of work, a review of the information currently available on Anti-Social Behaviour is required, as is explaining the general concept of the issue as the definition provided in law allows opportunity for individual interpretation. There is already a plethora of literature and online articles published on not only anti-social behaviour but the key underlying issues that are suspected to be root causes and factors. It is stated by Arshed and Danson (2015) that the purpose of a literature review is simple; it is to educate oneself in the topic area and to understand the literature before shaping an argument or justification. From this chapter, a literature review can be summarised as presenting a wide-ranging background of the published works available on a subject, to not only highlight similarities in the literature but also to identify inconsistencies in theories that have potential to be filled by the writer. 

Anti-social Behaviour is given a somewhat precise definition in United Kingdom legislation by the Antisocial Behaviour Act 2003. The legislation states ‘Antisocial behaviour is defined as 'behaviour by a person which causes, or is likely to cause, harassment, alarm or distress to persons not of the same household as the person’ (Legislation.gov.uk, 2003). Even though the definition is published in legislation, the literature published appears to disregard this with each author providing their own loose conditions for anti-social behaviour. I believe this is due to the definition being somewhat vague and encapsulates a large variety of actions and behaviours. Millie (2008) sets out ‘an elastic definition to ASB’ and goes on to justify this approach by saying that anti-social behaviour covers a large scale of actions from littering to serious harassment. This vague definition gives room for a considerable degree of local discretion. The definition set out also allows for a person responsible to provide a defence that they did not realise that their actions were considered to be anti-social behaviour and that the person did not understand how their actions were taking effect on others. This can create unclear boundaries between the persons accidently committing the act and persons intentionally carrying out the acts in an effort to effect other members of the public. 

There is also the argument to be had for people’s behavioural expectations for a certain area. For example, the behaviour of a person might be regarded as normal in an area of the country with a generally lower income and working class, but the behaviour would be perceived as anti-social to those who reside in a more affluent area, such as those persons who reside in middle- and upper-class areas. This has also been discussed by Millie (2008) where he states that the behaviour will be perceived depending on a number of variables, one of those variables is the behavioural and aesthetic expectations of the location at the time the behaviour occurs. There was a figure (figure 2) published with this, to show the process that Millie considers the way the behaviour is perceived. One of the examples provided by Millie is that of the graffiti artist Banksy’s works (Mancoff, 2021). Millie goes on to state that if the renowned murals were in more public places, then they would not be celebrated and would likely be perceived as anti-social behaviour by the general public, like most other cases of graffiti. This refers back to his elastic definition of anti-social behaviour. 

The Metropolitan Police state that there are three main categories that anti-social behaviour can be classified in to. These classifications have been drafted by the volume of people affected by the actions of the person. The classifications outlined are Personal, Nuisance and Environmental (met.police.uk, no date). Personal is when the person is targeting either a specific individual or group; nuisance is when the person’s actions cause trouble, annoyance or suffering to the community and environmental is when the person’s actions affect the wider environment around them such as in open public spaces or buildings. The Metropolitan Police then go on to categorise thirteen different types of Anti-Social Behaviour under the three main headings outlined above. These are abandoned vehicles, vehicle nuisance or inappropriate use, rowdy or inconsiderate behaviour, rowdy or nuisance neighbours, littering or drugs paraphernalia, animal problems, trespassing, nuisance calls, street drinking, prostitution related activity, nuisance noise, begging and finally misuse of fireworks.  By setting out these types allow the Metropolitan Police to more easily identify the leading issues in their occurrences of Anti-Social Behaviour as the types are much more specific than the vague definition laid out in UK legislation. 

There was further legislation created to build on the current laws surrounding the discussed issue in the Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014 (legislation.gov.uk, 2014). This specific legislation introduced a more effective way to deal with the issue with flexible powers and tools that could be quickly used to tackle anti-social behaviour. These tools range in severity from minor civil injunctions which could be used by a number of local agencies to dispersal powers that the police can introduce on a person who commits the offence to not return to a specified area for up to forty-eight hours (Home Office, 2022). This guidance set out by the Home Office places the victim first and considers the impact of the behaviour not only on the victim but also the surrounding community. 

Victim focus is now constantly at the heart of policing, but it is also key when dealing with incidents of anti-social behaviour as there can be dire consequences when failing to identify victims that are vulnerable and/or intimidated. The case of Fiona Pilkington is a perfect example of a constabulary failing to identify both the protected characteristics above when she was reporting incidents of anti-social behaviour. In the year of 2007, Fiona killed herself and her disabled daughter Francecca Hardwick by setting fire to their car in Leicestershire Constabulary’s area (Hampshire Safeguarding Adults Board, no date). Fiona had contacted the local police thirty-three times to report incidents of anti-social behaviour. The failure of the constabulary was investigated by the IPPC (Independent Police Complaints Commission) which found that there was not appropriate safeguarding put in place for the victim (IPPC, 2011). This investigation found that due to the incidents being investigated in isolation from one another, they were unable to identify any key repeating factors that contributed to the acts Fiona was victim to. Unfortunately, this is only one example whereby victims of anti-social behaviour have been failed. Following this investigation, all Constabularies in England and Wales were provided feedback and requirements with regards to keeping victims at the heart of all investigations. 

A study into the early risk factors of anti-social behaviour was conducted on children at five years of age and again at fourteen. The findings of this study published those children who had behaviour problems such as attention and/or aggression issues and marital instability were subject to double or in some cases triple the likelihood of being involved in anti-social behaviour at the later stage of the study. However, the results also found that those subject to maternal substance abuse and poor parenting style were relatively poor indicators of being involved in the behaviour in the later stages (Bor, W., McGee, T. R. and Fagan, A. A, 2004). Farrington (2005) also conducted a study into the childhood origins. Farrington states that ‘The comorbidity and versatility of antisocial behaviour poses a major challenge to understanding’ but he outlines that there are many key factors that can contribute to the behaviour later in life such as impulsiveness, low school achievement, low IQ and so on. He states that mechanism linking the risks are not well established. This appears to be a common theme in the literature reviewed so far. There appears to be a clear inconsistency in the knowledge of anti-social behaviour when discussing key factors and possible links that could be identified. 
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