
 

 

Haringey Borough Wide Public Space Protection Order 
Consultation Report August 2024 

 
 

1. Executive Summary 

A total of 1708 questionnaires were completed. 56 of these were completed in community settings 
through a paper survey. Respondents were asked to what extent they supported a range of 
proposed prohibitions. They were also asked to provide further free text comments based on the 
extent of their support. This open question was responded to by around 900 respondents and 
provides the qualitative analysis accompanying this report. 

 

The proposed Public Spaces Protection Order elicited a range of responses, with a significant 
portion expressing concerns about the potential negative impact on vulnerable communities. The 
main themes that emerged from the responses include: 

 
Concerns about Criminalisation and Lack of Support 
The most prevalent concern is that the PSPOs will disproportionately target and criminalise 
vulnerable groups, such as the homeless, individuals with mental health issues, and people 
struggling with addiction. The respondents argued that these issues should be addressed through 
increased support services and community investment, rather than punitive measures. 

 
Focus on Root Causes 
The responses highlight the need to address the underlying causes of anti-social behaviour, such 
as poverty, lack of opportunities, and inadequate mental health services. Many believe that 
investing in these areas would be more effective than simply criminalising behaviours. 

 
Alternative Solutions 
Respondents proposed various alternative solutions to PSPOs, including increased funding for 
social care and mental health support, providing more public facilities like toilets and safe spaces, 
and promoting community engagement and education. 

 
Enforcement Concerns 
There were widespread concerns about the potential for discriminatory and unfair enforcement of 
the PSPOs, particularly against marginalized communities. The lack of clarity regarding 
enforcement mechanisms and the definition of offenses also raised concerns. 

 

Overall, the responses suggest a strong preference for addressing the root causes of anti-social 
behaviour through community-led initiatives and support services, rather than relying on a model 
like a PSPO. 

 

2. Consultation Process 

2.1 Introduction 
 

The Borough Wide PSPO proposals for have been subject to a formal public consultation. This 
report sets out the findings from the Council’s consultation on its Borough Wide to cover the 
period up to 2028. This report presents the findings of this consultation to Cabinet, to inform the 
final decision on the Borough Wide PSPO. 

 
2.2 Technical Details & Method 

 
 



The general consultation consisted of an online questionnaire published on MS Forms which 
was hosted on psposurvey.commonplace.is alongside the PSPO draft policy and the following 
documents 

 

• Borough Wide PSPO Decision making report 

• PSPO FAQs 

• For info - If you receive a PSPO 

• PSPO – Exemptions 

 

• The consultation was widely promoted via the council’s website and social media. The 
consultation survey was open for responses between 25th March 2024 and August 2nd 
2024. 

 

• All responses to the consultation have been read in full by officers to identify the 
substantive matters raised in the comments received. The analysis of the responses sought 
to categorise matters raised in relation to the areas of the council’s proposals for a borough 
wide public space protection . The aim of this report is to provide the council and the wider 
public with a summary of these matters raised. The sections in this report cover: 

 

• Respondents relationship to the borough and which ward they live or work in 

 

• The responses to questions on how much people support the following prohibitions 
 

1) Consuming intoxicating liquor (alcohol) in a public place and acting in a manner that is 
causing or is likely to cause alarm harassment or distress. 

2) Being in possession of any drug paraphernalia (including cannabis grinders or crack 
cocaine pipes), in any public place within the restricted area, without reasonable 
excuse. 

3) Behaving in a manner that causes, or is likely to cause, harassment, alarm, or distress 
to any person(s). Examples of such behaviour include use of offensive, threatening or 
abusive language. 

4) If a dog defecates at any time in the restricted area, the person who is in charge of the 
dog at that time must have with them an appropriate means to pick up dog faeces 
deposited by that dog and remove the faeces from the land forthwith and appropriately 
dispose of it. 

5) Urinating in a public space in the restricted area, without reasonable excuse. 
6) Defecating in a public space in the restricted area, without reasonable excuse. 
7) Spitting in a public space in the restricted area, without reasonable excuse. 

8) Riding a bicycle, moped, e-scooter or e-bike on pavements and/or in a manner likely to 
cause obstruction, alarm, distress, or annoyance to members of the public or cause 
criminal damage by their use. 

9) Lighting a firework in any public space in the restricted area unless that person, or 
organisation, has a licence from Haringey Council permitting this to happen in that 
location. 

 
Respondents were then asked to provide their feedback related to the proposed 
prohibitions 

 

Responses to the consultation 



What is your relationship to Haringey? 
 

 
Which ward do you live or work in? 

 



Consuming intoxicating liquor (alcohol) in a public place and acting in 
a manner that is causing or is likely to cause alarm harassment or 
distress. 

 

 

Overall, the responses indicate a desire for a balanced approach to alcohol consumption in public 
spaces. While respondents recognised the need to address problematic behaviour associated with 
alcohol abuse, they also emphasised the importance of allowing responsible social drinking in 
public areas. The lack of clarity in the wording of the proposed measures and the potential for 
discriminatory enforcement were key concerns. 

 
Discriminatory enforcement 

 
There were concerns that restrictions on alcohol consumption will unfairly target specific groups, 
particularly those from lower socioeconomic backgrounds who may not have access to private 
gardens or other spaces for social gatherings. 

 

Impact on social activities 
Respondents felt that responsible alcohol consumption in public spaces, such as picnics or 
birthday celebrations, should not be criminalised. 

 

Lack of clarity 
The distinction between "consuming alcohol" and "acting in a manner that causes alarm, 
harassment, or distress" is unclear, leading to confusion about what behaviour is prohibited. 

 

Alternative solutions 
Some respondents suggest focusing on addressing the root causes of problematic alcohol use, 
such as providing support and rehabilitation services, rather than imposing blanket bans. 

 

Specific issues highlighted 
 
Picnics and social gatherings: Concerns that restrictions on alcohol consumption could negatively 
impact harmless social activities in public spaces. 

 

Homelessness and addiction: Respondents highlight the need for support and services for those 
struggling with alcohol addiction, rather than punitive measures. 

 
Enforcement: Concerns about how the restrictions will be enforced and whether they will be 
applied fairly and consistently. 

 
“Stopping problem drinking is a great use of a PSPO, however i wouldn't want prohibition 
on drinking in public spaces” 



“I'd really like to a strongly enforced PSPO, particularly in parks and streets. For example, 
large groups of men drinking alcohol outside betting shops” 

 

“Consuming alcohol and acting in an antisocial way are not always associated” 

 
 

Being in possession of any drug paraphernalia (including cannabis 
grinders or crack cocaine pipes), in any public place within the 
restricted area, without reasonable excuse. 

 

 

Respondents expressed alarm about the prevalence of drug dealing and drug use, 
particularly in public spaces. Many highlighted the need for support and harm 
reduction strategies rather than criminalisation. 

 
There was also a call to differentiate between different types of drugs and 
paraphernalia, recognising that cannabis use may differ significantly from other 
drugs such as crack cocaine use in terms of its impact on public safety. Calls to 
include nitrous oxide canisters were made by some respondents as this has 
become a particular nuisance. 

 

A number of respondents felt there was a stark difference in the level of harm 
caused to other people from certain drug users compared to other substances like 
alcohol. 

 
“Consumption of drugs should not be an offence when not causing a problem to others” 

“The nuisance of balloons and gas capsules and canisters needs particular attention” 

“The pervasive smell of marijuana in the streets and parks has become distressingly 
routine” 

 
 
 

Behaving in a manner that causes, or is likely to cause, harassment, 
alarm, or distress to any person(s). Examples of such behaviour 
include use of offensive, threatening or abusive language. 



 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Overall, respondents called for greater clarity and specificity in the language used in the proposed 
measures to prevent discriminatory enforcement and ensure that individual freedoms are 
protected. 

 
Concerns respondents raised were due to terms used in the proposed measures, feeling that lack 
of definition could lead to potential abuse: They felt that he terms "offensive, threatening, or 
abusive language," "harassment, alarm, or distress," and "annoyance" were considered too broad 
and open to subjective interpretation. This raised concerns for them about potential abuse of power 
and discriminatory enforcement, particularly against marginalised groups. 

 

Some respondents worried that enforcement would be biased based on who is exhibiting the 
behaviour rather than the behaviour itself. This fear stems from a historic lack of trust in authorities 
and a belief that certain groups are more likely to be targeted. 

 
Some respondents stated that the lack of clear definitions for these terms made it difficult for them 
to understand what behaviours are prohibited, which they felt could lead to confusion and potential 
unfair penalties. 

 

Some respondents feel that these measures are overly broad and infringe on basic freedoms, such 
as the right to express oneself or engage in harmless activities. 

 
Some respondents feel that these measures are overly broad and infringe on basic freedoms, such 
as the right to express oneself or engage in harmless activities. 

 
There was also concern that the types of behaviour may mentioned would likely be exhibited by 
those experiencing mental distress and other health issues 

 
“I'm bit concerned about the 'Harassment, Alarm and Distress' around behaviour. Who is 
defining what constitutes harassment, alarm and distress?” 

 
“Causing harassment and distress" is an overly broad measure that will likely hurt the most 
vulnerable people” 

 

“Harassment is a very serious thing and should be treated as such, we mustn't hasten to 
conflate behaviour that we do not like with behaviour that is detrimental to society” 



If a dog defecates at any time in the restricted area, the person who is 
in charge of the dog at that time must have with them an appropriate 
means to pick up dog faeces deposited by that dog and remove the 
faeces from the land forthwith and appropriately dispose of it. 

 

 

Dog fouling is a major concern, however, it was strongly felt that along with with 
calls for stricter enforcement, there should be better provision of bins and dog waste 
bags. 

 
Some respondents also suggested regulating professional dog walkers and 
addressing issues related to dogs being off leads in certain areas. 

 
“Dogs mess is a huge issue but it’s totally unpoliceable” 

“Dogs defecating is also very high on the list” 

“Litter and dog fouling have become a huge issue in north Tottenham” 
 

Urinating in a public space in the restricted area, without reasonable 
excuse. 

 

 

 
Defecating in a public space in the restricted area, without reasonable 
excuse. 



 
 
 

 

Many respondents highlighted the lack of public toilets as a major contributing factor to public 
urination and defecation, particularly affecting homeless individuals and those with health 
conditions. Many respondents showed a strong preference for addressing the root causes of 
certain behaviours subject to enforcement through the PSPO. These included through the 
improvement of access to public toilet facilities and other support services, rather than relying on 
enforcement and penalties. 

 

Respondents expressed clear concerns that the proposed measures will disproportionately impact 
vulnerable groups and exacerbate existing inequalities 

 

Lack of public toilets 
A recurring concern was the lack of accessible public toilets, especially for individuals experiencing 
homelessness. Respondents argued that penalising public urination and defecation is 
unreasonable without providing adequate facilities. 

 

Impact on vulnerable groups 
Respondents highlighted the potential negative impact of these measures on vulnerable groups, 
including homeless individuals, those with health conditions, and marginalised communities. They 
emphasise the need for support and understanding rather than punishment. 

 

“Urinating in public: sadly inevitable given that so few public facilities remain” 
 
“Those with incontinence or caring for others who cannot go into a public urinal with them 
may be too embarrassed to explain their "reasonable excuse" to a stranger and risk 
criminalisation or a fine” 

 
“No amount of " iron fist " solutions will stop this if you don't address the primary cause 
which is insufficient public toilets” 

 

Spitting in a public space in the restricted area, without reasonable 
excuse. 



 
 

 

Some respondents found spitting to be a minor issue compared to others, while others suggested it 
was a significant health concern. Some respondents described how in their culture it is not seen as 
a bad thing. 

 

“Spitting is not illegal” 
 
“Spitting - no problem if they spit into a drain or onto the road, but NO SPITTING on 
pavements!” 

 
“Spitting in a drain is not the same as defecating in a park” 

 
 

Riding a bicycle, moped, e-scooter or e-bike on pavements and/or in a 
manner likely to cause obstruction, alarm, distress, or annoyance to 
members of the public or cause criminal damage by their use. 

 

 

 
Respondents raised concerns about the dangerous and obstructive behaviour of cyclists, 
e-scooter riders, and moped users, particularly on pavements and in pedestrian areas. 

 
Some respondents did emphasise the need for safer cycling infrastructure and clearer 
distinctions between different types of vehicles in enforcement efforts. They also 
highlighted the environmental benefits of these modes of transport and advocate for their 
encouragement rather than criminalisation. 

 

A number of residents mentioned that they thought it was not suitable to treat bicycles in 
the same manner as mopeds. 



“There is a huge difference between a bicycle and an e-bike, moped or e-scooter, some of 
which are already illegal” 

 

“I am particularly keen to ensure that cyclists do not ride on the pavements” 
 
“Cyclists and scooter uses need to be aware that pavements are for pedestrians and people 
in wheel chairs not bikes and scooters” 

 
 

Lighting a firework in any public space in the restricted area unless 
that person, or organization, has a license from Haringey Council 
permitting this to happen in that location. 

 

 

 
 

Respondents had mixed views on fireworks, with a balance between concerns about safety and 
nuisance, and the desire to allow for responsible use during cultural celebrations. 

 

Respondents raised concerns about the safety risks and noise disturbances caused by fireworks, 
especially when set off late at night or in inappropriate locations like the middle of the road. 

 
Some believed that restrictions on fireworks may disproportionately affect those without access to 
private gardens, limiting their ability to celebrate events like Diwali and New Year's Eve. 

 
Some questioned how effectively restrictions on fireworks in public spaces like Priory Park could 
be enforced, particularly with no gates or barriers. 

 

Suggestions included providing free public firework displays to discourage private use, and 
educating the public about firework safety and responsible use. 

 

“Fireworks is tricky. Most of the nuisance seems to be individuals in own gardens - this 
wouldn’t sort that. Conflicted as I love them though!” 

 
“What powers do the police have if say someone lights some fireworks for their children’s 
amusement or to celebrate Diwali or Eid or Guy Fawkes night in their garden?” 

 

“very often people set off fireworks in the early hours of the morning” 



If you belong to a Residents' Association, or Community or Business 
Association or panel would you like us to come along to one of your 
meetings? 

 
 

 

Being in possession of any drug paraphernalia (including cannabis 
grinders or crack cocaine pipes), in any public place within the 
restricted area, without reasonable excuse. 

 

Additional Findings 

Revenue Generation 

Some respondents shared concerns that the PSPO scheme was a profit-driven initiative aimed at 
generating revenue through fines rather than addressing the root causes of community issues. 
Further concern was expressed that the scheme unfairly targets individuals already facing hardship 
and would disproportionately impacts vulnerable populations. 

 

The emphasis on fines and the potential for perceived arbitrary enforcement raised concerns about 
the scheme's fairness and its potential to exploit residents and some residents felt that the scheme 
could be seen as prioritising financial gain over the well-being and safety of the community. 

 
 

Criminalisation, Discrimination and Racism 

Overall, respondents citing concerns for discrimination in implementation of the PSPO strongly 
urged the council to reconsider the proposed measures due to the significant risk of discrimination 
and further marginalisation of already vulnerable communities. 

 
Some responses emphasised the need to explore alternative solutions that addressed the root 
causes of social issues and invest in community well-being. The perception of respondents is that 
the PSPO implementation risks an increase in punitive measures. 

 
Some residents had concerns that increased police powers will be used disproportionately against 
marginalized groups, including Black and ethnic minority communities, young people, the 
homeless, and those with mental health or substance abuse issues. This is fuelled by historic 
distrust in the police due with certain respondents pointing back to historic cases where the police 



or police officers had taken actions deemed to be racist. Along with this were fears that expanded 
powers could lead to increased racial profiling and harassment of young people, particularly Black 
and ethnic minority youth. 

 
A number of respondents also expressed strong opposition to the criminalisation of behaviours 
often associated with marginalized groups like the homeless, those with mental health issues, and 
people struggling with addiction. 

 

Some respondents argued that PSPOs will disproportionately impact these individuals, leading to 
fines, further marginalization, and increased interaction with the criminal justice system. 

 
 

There also Worries that some proposed restrictions disproportionately impacted those without 
access to private outdoor spaces, targeting activities that would be acceptable in private gardens. 

 
Some respondents criticised the proposals for failing to address the root causes of social issues. 

 
Respondents call for investment in community support services and addressing systemic 
inequalities rather than relying on increased policing. 

 

Mental Health 

A number of responses indicated a strong preference for addressing the root causes of anti-social 
behaviour through social care, mental health support, and community investment. Some 
respondents were sceptical about the effectiveness of punitive measures and were concerned 
about their potential to further marginalise vulnerable groups. 

 
There were concerns expressed by some respondents about the ineffectiveness of punitive 
measures, believing that fining and policing individuals will not solve the problems and may even 
exacerbate them, leading to further marginalisation and harm, particularly for vulnerable groups 
like those with mental health issues, addiction, and those experiencing homelessness. 

 
 

Enforcement Concerns 

A number of respondents indicated a strong desire for clarity and reassurance regarding the 
enforcement of the proposed PSPO. Concerns were raised about the potential for ineffective or 
discriminatory enforcement and call for adequate resources and clear procedures to ensure the 
PSPO's success. 

 
A number of respondents questioned the role of the Police in enforcing these measures, 
particularly as, for some, they already had powers to enforce. There were also some concerns 
about existing police response times and resources. 

 
A prevalent concern is whether the PSPO will be effectively enforced, given existing challenges 
with police response times and limited resources. 

 

For some respondents, there is a fear of discriminatory enforcement which they believed may be 
biased, particularly against certain groups or in areas with pre-existing issues. 

 

There was also a large concern from respondents that, whilst they may support these measures, 
they may not be enforced 



Cars 

A large number of respondents mentioning anti-social behaviour from cars. These included 
Dangerous driving: Speeding, reckless driving, running red lights, idling and driving without due 
care. 

 
There was also a number of concerns with regards to loud music from parked cars along with 
revving of engines with modified cars being identified as major sources of noise disturbance, 
particularly at night. 

 

Parking on pavements, grass verges, and yellow lines, as well as obstructing cycle lanes, were 
also highlighted as causing inconvenience and safety issues for pedestrians and cyclists. 

 
 

Proposed Additions to PSPO 

Many residents made suggestions for additional responses that the proposed PSPO should be 
expanded to cover 

 
Environmental Issues 
Persistent fly-tipping, littering, and dumping of rubbish were frequently mentioned as significant 
concerns, impacting the cleanliness and safety of public spaces. Along with these, feeding birds 
and other wildlife was also highlighted as contributing to infestations and unsanitary conditions. 

 
Noise disturbances 
Loud music from various sources, including vehicles and residential properties, was raised as a 
major nuisance, particularly during late hours. 

 

Anti-social behaviour: 
Public loitering, large gatherings obstructing pavements, obstructing pavements with hired bikes, 
and intimidating behaviour, particularly towards women, were identified as problematic. 

 
 

Additional suggestions 
Include persistent fly-tipping as an offense in the PSPO 
Address noise disturbances from various sources, including loud music, idling vehicles, and 
modified cars 
Enhance road safety measures, including addressing dangerous driving, illegal parking, and 
motorcycle obstruction 
Tackle issues related to littering, dumping, and feeding wildlife 
Include measures to address sexual harassment and intimidation in public spaces 
Consider restrictions on large gatherings that obstruct pavements or cause intimidation 
Address vandalism and theft 
Include nitrous oxide canisters and balloons in the list of prohibited drug paraphernalia 



We want to understand as much as we can about the potential 
equality impact of any changes in the PSPO on residents who share 
protected characteristics (for example, sex, disability, age or ethnicity) 

For this question, we received another of responses that shared concern for the following 
groups 

• Young people 

• Ethnic minorities 

• Those with disabilities 

• Women 

• Those with mental health issues 

 

A number of respondents used this point to highlight challenges for members of the 
homeless community. 

 

Equalities Monitoring 

1. Age Which age group applies to you? 
 
 

 
2. Sex What best describes your sex? 

 

 
 

3. Trans 
Trans is an umbrella term to describe people whose gender identity is not the same 



as, or does not sit comfortably with, the sex they were assigned at birth. 
Do you consider yourself to be trans? 

 
 

4. What is your sexual orientation? 
 

 

5. Disability 
Under the Equality Act 2010, a person is considered to have a disability if she/he 
has a physical or mental impairment which has a substantial and long-term adverse 
effect on her/his ability to carry out normal day-to-day activities . 
Are you disabled? 

 

 

 
 

6. Ethnicity What best describes your ethnic group? 
 

Asian or Asian British - Bangladeshi 13 
Asian or Asian British – Chinese 8 
Asian or Asian British – Indian 27 
Asian or Asian British – Pakistani 13 



Asian or Asian British – Other 9 
Black, Black British - African – 55 
Black, Black British – Caribbean 23 
Mixed ethnic groups - White and Asian 26 
Mixed ethnic groups – White and Black African 14 
Mixed ethnic groups – White and Black Caribbean 14 
Mixed ethnic groups - Other 44 
Other – Arab 7 
Other – Kurdish 14 
Other – Turkish 12 
Any other ethnic background – 23 
White British – 639 
White Irish – 54 
White Gypsy or Irish Traveller – 1 
White – Roma 2 
Other White Background – 251 
Prefer not to say – 119 

 
 

Disability Which of the following impairment groups apply to you?. 
 

 



National Identity How would you describe your national identity? 

 

 
Marriage and Civil Partnership 



 
 
 

 

Religion or belief - How would you describe your religion or belief? 
 

 

 
Are you pregnant? 

 
 

Have you had a baby in the last 12 months? 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Boroughwide PSPO Consultation Report – August 2024 
Answers in Full 

Be careful that you are not creating racist and classist rules that discriminate to these people 
due to their circumstances. I believe there needs to be support for those taking drugs publicly, 
more public toilets etc for those who defecate and urinate in public. I think there's so much to 
think about to ensure that we are supporting our vulnerable people instead of just fining them 
and causing more harm. 

 - and expect you to get out of the way 

 3a, drinkers gathering in Chapman's Green which I walk past often which also can result in f&g 
when they use the green as a toilet. 

 Due to poor accessibility design by the council some cycle paths are on the pavement. 

 Elderly may cycle shift distances on pavements to avoid heavy traffic or awkward junctions, 
again for their safety. They do so slowly and responsibly. Electric scooter and bike riders go at 
29 mph through heavily used pavements in high street and shopping centres. That's wrong and 
should attract a fine.  

- How will the 'restricted area' thing work? (So it's okay to defecate, spit and ride bicycles into 
pedestrians in some roads but not others?) 

 If there are no public bathrooms where are people meant to go? 

- Re alcohol in public spaces, again, where is the line drawn? Sharing a bottle of wine at a picnic 
is a far cry from being rollicking drunk in the street and waking up the neighbourhood. 

- Re 'offensive language' etc. how will you draw the line between intentionally aggressive, 
abusive behaviour and someone simply swearing? There's already been such a major offensive 
on freedom of speech, thought and expression in the UK, I'd hate to think people might get fined 
simply for swearing. 

- When motorists (of cars or motorbikes) on the road make a really noisy engine sound- 
especially as these engine sounds exceed as dangerous decibel level. 

- When motorists accelerate rapidly. Even if it's for just a short stretch and within speed limits. 

- When motorists loudly and aggressively beep their horn for something non life changing (like 
having to wait at a traffic light) 

- When motorists shout at and intimidate civic workers (street sweepers or refuse collectors) 

- When motorists shout at and intimidate pedestrians. 

- Why isn't smoking included? Being forced to breathe someone else's foul smoke is not only 
offensive, it's a well documented health hazard, so why is this allowed to continue? 

"Causing harassment and distress" is an overly broad measure that will likely hurt the most 
vulnerable people 

"Chief police officers, who are responsible for enforcement, acknowledge that many cyclists, 
particularly children and young people, are afraid to cycle on the road, sensitivity and careful 
use of police discretion is required." 

"Chief police officers, who are responsible for enforcement, acknowledge that many cyclists, 
particularly children and young people, are afraid to cycle on the road, sensitivity and careful 
use of police discretion is required." 

"Confiscating" closed alcohol containers is simply theft.  Banning drinking alcohol in public 
spaces including parks, with unfair enforcement, means white people will be allowed to have 
picnics, and Black people will not. 

"Consuming intoxicating liquor (alcohol) in a public place and acting in a manner that is causing 
or is likely to cause alarm harassment or distress" 

"Riding a bicycle, moped, e-scooter or e-bike on pavements" 

'"The introduction of the fixed penalty is not aimed at responsible cyclists who sometimes feel 
obliged to use the pavement out of fear of the traffic, and who show consideration to other 
pavement users." 

(Note for further consultations, we should have the ability to comment on each prohibition 
separately, as each is a separate point that needs consideration) 



“The introduction of the fixed penalty is not aimed at responsible cyclists who sometimes feel 
obliged to use the pavement out of fear of the traffic, and who show consideration to other 
pavement users. 

“We welcome the re-issued guidance from the Minister for Cycling in respect of cycling on the 
pavement and have re-circulated this to all local forces. The issue of cycling on the pavement, as 
in other areas of law enforcement, varies according to local circumstances. The ministerial 
guidance supports the importance of police discretion in taking a reasonable and proportionate 
approach, with safety being a guiding principle. London's roads present unique challenges, not 
least of which is the sheer number of drivers, cyclists and pedestrians who use them, therefore 
their approach may vary from other areas of the country.” 

> Consuming intoxicating liquor (alcohol) in a public place and acting in a manner that is 
causing or is likely to cause alarm harassment or distress. 

1)  Many pavements in Haringey are designated for shared use by pedestrians and cycles.  Often 
the  signing of these areas is unclear, incomplete or actually wrong (for example where 
redundant signage is left in place, even after frequent reminders to correct it).  Any increased 
enforcement should only follow mitigation of this confused and dangerous situation and the 
wording of any ban should recognize there are pavements where cycling IS permitted. 

1. further marginalisation of vulnerable groups. The criminalisation of so many activities in 
public will disproportionately affect vulnerable groups such as people experiencing 
homelessness, mental illness, addiction and/or poverty. Support services for these groups are 
chronically underfunded and overstretched. Combined with no access to private spaces, these 
groups will logically have to rely on public spaces for basic needs. Instead of criminalising this, 
we should focus our efforts on harm reduction and support, rather than exacerbating existing 
inequalities. 

10  - 75% of cyclists just ride along pavements, don't ring bells 

2)  There is existing guidance on the enforcement from the Minister for Cycling, which is 
supported by the Association of Chief Police Officer- 

2. arbitrary policing and discrimination. The enforcement of PSPOs would put more people in 
contact with police, with well-known discriminatory practices. Marginalised communities are 
already disproportionately targeted by police and private security and would experience 
disproportionately more harm. 

3 d&h, by groups of men loitering outside the betting shops in Lordship Lane and creating a 
threatening and hostile atmosphere especially for women.  

3. Communal well-being. While I understand the council's desire for public order, imposing harsh 
penalties for perceived anti-social behaviour just risks further harming our communities, when 
what we need is more investment in the community. Thriving communities are not built on 
criminalisation and pushing out the most vulnerable. 

3i as just yesterday was almost run down by 3 young men riding electric bikes very fast on the 
pavement who nearly hit me as I walked around a corner. I have similarly been almost run down 
by electric bikes on the pavement on several occasions, and daily see hire ebikes usually Lime 
bikes abandoned in the middle of pavements causing an obstruction that would make life very 
difficult for mothers with pushchairs or people in wheelchairs or with walking frames 

6 (1) an impossibly high dog mess bin, which people cannot reach 

6 (2) Veolia will not remove bags of doc mess from the planter 

6 (3) Veolia will not remove bags of doc mess from the pavement 

7 - have seen 3 guys peeing up against outside Territorial Army wall 

7 - various people have reported urinations to me at same spot 

A better alternative to punitive measures for public urination / defecation would be to ensure that 
suitable public facilities are available such that residents, including homeless persons and 
delivery drivers, are not driven to such lengths for lack of a reasonable alternative  

A bicycle on the pavement is very different in danger and social behaviour to a mopped on the 
pavement. 

A big problem with dog waste not being picked up in our area, N22 8YE, recently.  

A clear example of this would be the criminalising of people who urinate in public.  No amount of 
" iron fist " solutions will stop this if you don't address the primary cause which is insufficient 
public toilets/ Instead your solution is to use up police time which could be used to address real 



and violent crimes and hope the problem goes away. It never has and never will. Instead you 
cause people to ignore the law because they have no choice but to do so, and create a genneral 
disdain for the police and politicians.  

A great idea to cover the whole of the Borough. 

A particular area of concern is the bridge on Forster Road N17, the intersection of Steele 
Road/Winchelsea Road and Forster Road and the alleyway between Steele Road and St Loy's 
Road. 

A restriction on bikes cycling along pavements may force young or inexperienced cyclists onto 
roads which may cause more serious injury. Without adequate cycling infrastructure and 
designated cycling lanes in the borough I cannot support this proposals wording. 

A safe and enjoyable space for all. Needs to be clean and everyone needs to know how to be 
around others and their pets without prejudice. 

A stronger police presence will not make me feel safer 

A well considered view on impact of all liberties and appropriate means of correction must be 
considered : ie a fine can be annulled if engages with front line statutory drug and alcohol 
services  

Absolutely agree with all of it, but it would need to actually be enforced, otherwise it is just 
empty words designed to placate the residents . 

Actually fixing these issues won't be done with PSPOs, it takes community partnerships, 
housing and support. How about surveying us about that? Not this fix-up job. 

Actually take care of the people. Do not try to intimidate them. This is horrific. Do better. 

Additionally, criminalising spitting is simply ridiculous.  

Additionally, seeing men shamelessly urinate in public, displaying a lack of regard for decency, 
not even in the presence of children and women, is deeply troubling. 

Additionally, the constant dumping of trash in three places on Devonshire Hill Lane is very sad. I 
know the Veolia comes to pick it up quickly, but we still have to see it constantly. 

After being sexually harassed by police, they are the ones who cause me the most distress and 
alarm. 

Again the same goes for a complete lack of adequate services to support people using drugs or 
drinking. I live on green lanes which has alot of drug users and homeless people, I've never felt 
intimidated or harassed by anyone fitting these categories. We make people more vulnerable by 
criminalising them rather than identifying root causes or creative solutions to ensure individual 
safety. 

Again, this issue hasn't made its way into this latest consultation version and it seems you want 
to evade having to deal with this issue.  

Agree to all. Littering the streets should be added too.  

All of these behaviours are annoying and contribute to an area being undesirable and an 
uncomfortable place to be. I am very sceptical about enforcement however as the police never 
seem to act even when it comes to serious crimes such as burglary. The problem in Haringey is 
there are way, way too many ‘road men’ and people who have no respect for others. These are 
young men who’ve been really poorly raised, probably without a father figure or at least a good 
father figure. It’s the main reason I am selling my house and leaving the borough as soon as 
possible.  

All of these proposed regulations are designed to trap those for whom public space is the only 
available space: in this uncaring society which values money over people and maintains a rigid 
hierarchy of the ‘acceptable’ and profit-driven over the recognition of common humanity and for 
that matter, common vulnerability. A state of affairs Lear raging on the bare heath would 
undoubtedly recognise.  It boils down to institutionalised bullying and discrimination with the 
odd bit of racism and xenophobia thrown in .  

All the above are regularly seen by Harringay residents. Nothing is done to stop offenders and it 
seems they know they can get away with anything in this area. People living under bridge for 
months, blocking the street, leaving a mess but nothing is done 

All these above proposed measures are very negative and stigmatised vulnerable and 
disadvantaged people. They will give too much power to arrest people for misbehaviours without 
helping them deal with the roots of their so called anti social.  Should PSPO be passed and come 
to effect  haringey would become a policing borough.   



All well and good producing a PSPO but who is going to police it? All of these things are already 
illegal, and nothing is done to police it.  

Along with this there MUST be in an increase of public toilets, waste bins, surveillance cameras.  

Also question 13 should have 2 parts to it … do you belong to an association then a would you 
like us question 

Also theft from people's gardens (parcels, plants, furniture). I know this is trespass and theft but 
really too minor to bother the police with so people do not report. Yet there are, in my opinion, a 
small number of repeat offenders who go around causing distress and loss to residents, 
resulting in a poorer environment for all. If residents knew that the council might act they could 
submit CCTV footage to identify these individuals. 

Also this form is purposefully misleading as I am not sure what I am agreeing or disagreeing to. 
Am I agreeing or disagreeing that police should be used in this situation? From my written 
answer I hope you can tell that I don't think we need the police at all to FINE OR JAIL PEOPLE for 
being humans. 

Also, different cultures use public spaces more than others and the way they interact can appear 
threatening, but it can just need more interactions and introductions to be more familiar and 
trust different cultures. Rather than the Police being used to intimitate them. 

Also, if the police is busy in carrying investigations or control these minor crimes here stated, 
there will be less force to front the serious crimes we continuosly see happening in our beloved 
area. 

Also, simply being in possession of drug paraphernalia in a public place should not be 
something that comes under a PSPO. 

Although I support stronger measures against dog owners who don’t pick up the poop, there 
must be bags and bins readily available, for example for homeless people and others who 
cannot afford to buy the bags. We need more bins and more bags available otherwise what 
you’re penalising is poverty and that isn’t fair. 

am sick of people not picking up dog poo in particular, the streets and walkways around here are 
covered and its disgusting and extremely unhealthy.  Parents should feel their children are safe 
from such toxic hygiene issue in our streets.  It's pure laziness.  I would also littering, this area is 
a disgrace and it's about time that something was done about it. 

An extension of these powers would be harassment to persons of the borough 

and have witnessed sections behaviour 

and now you  can't even produce a coherent survey! useless! 

And residential noise - e.g. house and garden parties during early hours keeping kids awake. 

Another anti social behaviour is stealing parcels from our doors, which keeps happening.  

Anti social behaviour is particularly bad on the High Road & streets leading off it between High 
Cross and Bruce Grove Station. Given Tottenham Police Station is within this area it is very 
disappointing that we rarely see a police presence. What guarantee do we have it will improve 
should you bring in a Borough Wide PSPO??? I’m not convinced….. 

Anti-social behaviour blights people's lives and needs tackling 

Any ban included in a Borough Wide Public Spaces Protection Order, should require 
enforcement to  be sensitive to the particular circumstances, as described by the Minister and 
supported by police.  There should not be an automatic blanket ban enforced without due 
discretion. 

Any changes in the PSPOs that do not first consider the already severely problematic issue of 
bias within the police force - both within, AND without - will only reinforce the significant divide 
in our clearly disharmonic society in Haringey. Please make changes thst stop the needless 
over-policing POC/BAME individuals, stop harassing people just trying to live under an 
oppressive system of governance and control. 

Any powers like this should only be used to combat deliberately or carelessly antisocial 
behaviour and not further criminalise vulnerable people such as the homeless or addicts 

Any such powers should be used only where danger or harm is occurring or likely to occur to 
members of the public, with a high bar of probability 

Are you advocating a police state? 



As a local resident in Haringey, I strongly oppose this move to criminalise and further 
marginalise people within my community, especially knowing that this is inevitably going to 
impact the more marginalised residents of Haringey. We need more systemic changes offering 
community care, safe places to consume drugs and alcohol, more widely available free public 
toilets, more accessible dog waste bins, and better and safer cycle paths. Those are the kind of 
changes that I would like to see Haringey Council proposing and promoting, absolutely not the 
introduction of orders that will push people further into the margins and further at risk of contact 
with the criminal justice system, which does nothing to meet people's needs and create positive 
change. 

As a mother raising a child in this borough, I am deeply concerned about the prevalence of 
antisocial behaviour, particularly in Chestnuts Park, St Ann's, and Hermitage Rd. Over the past 
eight years of residing here, I have unfortunately witnessed numerous instances of behaviour 
that blatantly disregards societal norms. 

As a new resident to Tottenham, this is an absolutely necessary next step as in 6 short months I 
have seen how bad the situation has got. Especially with aggressive homeless and drug taking 
outside the station and now a homeless ‘camp’ outside the green of the station attracting more 
and more to the area. To stop new residents moving out and attract more people and business to 
the area, action must be taken NOW ! Otherwise any new development is unsustainable as we 
have had homeless people trying to gain entry, stealing, sleeping by our doors, all caught on 
cctv. There also needs to be strong police presence to deter the youths. More needs to be done 
by the council otherwise this plan will never work  

As a school we feel this would be really helpful - especially as we have had many issues in and 
around Ashley road, at the end of the road near the sports hall (and old skate park) and also in 
Down Lane Park. Main issues have included drinking alcohol and taking drugs in the park, 
pitching tents in the park, setting off fireworks and dog mess being left in the park and 
pavements leading up to school.  

As a young person growing up in Tottenham, I want anti-social behaviour off our streets since it 
feels very unsafe at times (when people on mopeds ride on pavements, or play music incredibly 
loudly in public or transport, or indeed urinate in random spots infront of everybody). I think this 
behaviour is generally in disregard to our community and sets a bad example for younger people 
to follow simply because it was allowed and not frowned on. 

As an elderly woman who is intent on living an active life including attending evening meetings it 
is extremely important for me to feel safe as I travel home.  

As per usual with the run-up to the General Election Haringey Council is now proposing a PSPO 
when in fact all of the above mentioned are covered under the Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and 
Policing Act 2014 and are enforceable with fines, but the problem is that when any of the above 
have been reported to Haringey Council or Haringey Police they just can't be bothered to get off 
their back sides to enforce the law.   

As written, this open container ban will also mean removing residents ability to have lower cost 
summer picnics, kids birthday parties etc where the adults are able to enjoy a drink together. 
Alternative will be having to have these in a licensed premises; again Council decisions are 
increasing the cost of living in the context of a cost of living crisis. 

ASB has dominated our streets and neighbourhood and needs urgent addressing.  

Authoritarian! 

Because the proposed power is at the discretion of the police, and because the Metropolitan 
Police have been found by a judge-led review to be an institutionally racist organisation, these 
powers can only be enforced like all other powers the police have: an innately racist way. 
Haringey is a wonderfully diverse borough, and yet the police use powers like stop and search in 
a way that shows they don't respect that diversity. Letting the police issue fines for riding bikes 
will just lead to them picking off racial minorities and fining them, which is unacceptable. 

Beginning with question three and 11: 

Being intoxicated to the point of vomiting in a public place needs addressing  

Bicycles/E-bikes/etc. on pavement - these can cause serious injury/death. Pedestrians can;t be 
expected to have eyes in the back of their heads! 

Bikes, e-bikes, e-scooters etc. should be encouraged as more environmentally friendly modes of 
transportation rather than criminalised. 



Brunswick Park should be of particular focus as many issues described above are common 
occurrences there. 

Brunswick Park, behind Seven Sistres station, urgently needs approval of this protection order!  
Every day we have people urinating, defecating, selling and consuming drugs in broad daylight 
in front of children who are playing there.  The placement of cameras would help in identifying 
offenders as well as policing. 

Build council houses 

Build more public toilets  

But when this inevitably goes through, please do go and fine the 1000's of men urinating in 
finsbury park as they depart music festivals- at least this will bring some financial gain to our 
borough from these events. 

By introducing this PSPO, marginalised communities, disabled people, minorities etc. Will all be 
put at risk of targeted, disproportionate punishment and criminalisation, simply for their 
existence. 

Can we add some corner mirrors, lights, repair the sidewalks, trim the trees...? make the area 
hospitable? 

Can we create one around playing loud music and another around driving dangerously? 

Can we have more youth centres please? 

Can you remove the benches outside 3 Wordsworth Parade as the majority of the above takes 
place there.  

Cannabis grinders are a totally different thing from crack pipes! I worry that this will penalise 
young people who are just chilling as opposed to people behaving genuinely anti socially... I 
think you could be cracking down on all the actual ASB much more strongly without this. Also 
why isn't dumping included? 

Carrying a grinder is not a crime , this is some next level racist bullshit  

Carrying drug paraphernalia is also not illegal so should not result in a fine. 

Children learning to ride bicycles on pavements of main roads with their parents close behind... 
will be fined and criminalised? 

Children need to ride bikes on the pavement. The roads are far too dangerous. 

Closing gambling shops in our high streets, not legislating for more, would help rid Haringey of 
further sources of addiction. 

Completely disagree with this desperate reach for more power and marginalisation 

Conducting loud and noxious business such as car repair , which is a major issue on bream 
close and ferry lane estate. Dumped cars and speeding vehicles coming in and out.  

Constant ASB type issues outside Rose Supermarket, drinking, alcohol, physical assaults etc.  

Consultation with harm reduction substance misuse and community mental health teams is 
much needed before any of this goes forward - our most vulnerable can behave in the ways 
described above and they need support, not fines and imprisonment  

Consuming alcohol and acting in an antisocial way are not always associated and this question 
combines them in a way that will inevitably ban drinking in all public spaces. Many young people 
and young families use our parks as a way to have low cost picnics, children's birthday parties 
etc. This will disproportionately affect people with less money and no garden - there is always a 
cost of living crisis, don't take away small joys for the community. Drinking in public is not illegal 
- why are you monetizing it? 

Consumption of alcohol and drugs should not be an offence when not causing a problem to 
others. Likewise riding a bicycle on the pavement. 

Consumption of nitrous oxide in cars or in public spaces, and dumping the canisters, needs to 
be tackled  

Could we also get some sort of bins? something where people could put the crazy amount of 
rubbish they generate in. 

Council should provide public toilets and cycle lanes.  

Criminalisation and fines will just exacerbate social problems. This would create a hostile 
environment aimed at vulnerable people. If you don’t won’t people to go to the toilet or consume 
drugs in the street then house them and help them with their mental health. This idea is so awful 



and depressing. You are trying to outlaw certain types of human. Do you actually think fear of a 
fine will stop people from doing these things?  

Criminalisation is not the answer! People engaging in any of these behaviours need support not 
penalisation. Provide more free public bathrooms, fund drug help groups and outreach groups.  

Criminalisation will not resolve these issues and will just further hurt Haringey residents who are 
disproportionately poor. The police are institutionally racist and giving them more power will 
cause more targeting and tension between the police and the local community.  

criminalising this behaviour is not the answer, we need a community strong enough to look after 
and look out for and care for each other without criminalising this kind of behaviour which is 
often the result of underlying addiction or mental health issues for which there is insufficient 
community based prevention or treatment for.  

Currently the area on the Tottenham Green in front of the Town Hall is very intimidating for 
young children, teenagers and older people. My 16 year old daughter was cat-called (and then 
sworn at because she failed to respond to them), by the men on the benches even though I was 
with her. She looks younger than 16. 

Cycling and scootering on pavements is becoming more and more prevalent and must be 
stopped. It is dangerous and simply flouting the law. 

Cycling in Haringey is very dangerous, many people (often children) use the pavement as the 
roads are too dangerous and there is a lack of protected space for cycling, for example 
segregated lanes. While the borough is improving I do not support the use of PSPO to address 
the issue. 

Cycling on pavement is fine, it's ONLY the rest of that clause I disagree with. 

Cycling on pavements is a nuisance and dangerous. I walk around with my small children and 
have to avoid speeding bikes on the pavement. 

cycling on pavements should be banned completely and not subject to the way it is  

Cycling on pavements with children on the back should be permitted. 

Cycling on the pavement (briefly) should not be a crime! It can be annoying, but sometimes 
essential if the road is too car heavy to cycle on (as many are in the borough).  

Cycling routes should be clearly marked and provided. There is no safe way to cross from 
Monument Wy. To A10 to join the cycling route towards Seven Sisters. Also many pedestrans 
walk on that cycling route as it’s not very clear.  

Cyclists on pavements is a real problem that needs to be addressed. 

Cyclists take to the pavements with their kids because there is no safe space to cycle in the 
roads. It would add insult to injury to penalise them for this lack of safe cycling spaces! 

Despite what is claimed in the FAQs available online for this PSPO, I think all the measures in 
this order (except maybe the one about dog defecates) provide unreasonable power to 
authorised officers, and might be harmful to the local community. I does not seem reasonable to 
take the council's word that vulnerable or marginalised people will not be primarily harmed. 
Concretely, the officers will have the capacity to enforce the order mostly on people stationed at 
fixed locations, or that have a habit of using a specific area. Most often, the reason these people 
gather outside is either because the homes they live in are not suitable for social gathering, or 
because they are vulnerable for some reason (substance use, mental illness), or because they 
live on the street. 

Disagree in general with the idea of charging fines to citizens for this sort of behaviour.  

Discretion and consideration for those who may have medical certain conditions. A careful and 
wise with longterm affects when dealing with young offenders. Measures put in place that will 
insure those who are in the postion of giving out these orders conduct themselves 
proffessiomaly and without disscrimination. 

Do not extend police powers in our borough. It will further criminalise those mose marginalised 
in our society. Over policed (black and brown) population will be most socio economically 
impacted and traumatised by giving police more power of the community.  

Do not use this to restrict people’s right to protest  

Do this and you will cut back on cyclist using the pavement and save lives. 

Do you have enough officers and police officers to enforce this? 

Does seem like the above is a bit fascist  



dog must be on leash for small park, with a minimal sq meters and small width, such as Russel 
park. please insert in the PSPO document 

Dog poo is a big issue in our area - Bowes Park.  

Dogs in priory park philosophers garden are not permitted but there is not enough authority 
presence to enforce it. Currently only used by dog owners as parents don’t take children in there 
as it is full of dogs- despite the new sign! 

Dogs off the lead  

Don’t want it here. 

Don’t want more policing of public space, already seeing way too many police out and about 
making arrests in huge numbers for petty crime. Concerned this will only increase and target 
vulnerable people if these proposed PSPOs happen.  

Drug taking and drinking in Bruce castle park and disrespecting women and men using the park 

Drugs are used and sold at any time of the day. We are forced to witness men peeing on the 
walls and trees. 

Easier medical access 

Empowering the Police to act as Judge and Jury is unjust.  The PSPO recipient without a right to 
dispute any charge by way of legal counsel, is of course immoral.  Targeting people with on the 
spot fines, growing to £1,000 forces already vulnerable and marginalised members of the 
community into debt and exploitation.   

Enforcement measures must be considered, please. Will this new measure mean that bodies 
(other than the policy’s) can enforce? If so, how can it be made fair to allow enforcement but 
prevent abuse or false claims? Burden of proof must be considered. 

Enforcement of existing rules in areas already identified as hotspots is necessary. Greater police 
presence and policing action would be hugely beneficial  

Equalities Monitoring not completed. 

Equally, some of these are just unfair. When someone doesn’t have a place to live, where else 
are they supposed to urinate/defecate?  

Eradicate through rehabilitation 

Even for the items on this list that are clearly objectionable - if someone is defecating in the 
street then they're clearly pretty desperate and need some kind of help, not a fine and criminal 
sanctions.  

Even tho I consider some of these behaviours unacceptable I do not support increased police 
powers to implement fines that would overwhelmingly effect our mos vulnerable residents.  

Even though I find all of the above thoroughly revolting, I find the idea of giving police such 
extreme powers a hundred times more revolting, as they regularly prove themselves to be 
abusers of power.  

Every year on 5th November, people on my street set off a large amount of powerful fireworks in 
the middle of the road, blocking the street and endangering anyone walking nearby including 
children whose parents being them to watch. I would like this year to be the last time this 
happens without them being prosecuted for it.  

EVERYONE SHOULD BE ABLE TO ENJOY THESE SPACES WITHOUT BENG MADE AFRAID OR 
INTIMIDATED PLUS KNOW THE AREA IS AS CLEAN AND SAFE AS POSSIBLE 

everything that is actually illegal should be dealt with accordingly; making up new offences is 
reductive and won't help and will only cause issues for vulnerable people 

Evidence indicates these PSPOs would be disproportionately harm Black and Brown 
communities due to institutional racism  

Ex.: 

Existing laws not enough? 

Expanded police powers are not the solution to underlying social issues, and are far too open to 
abuse. 

expansion of police powers won't help our community deal with our problems, it will only make 
them worse 

Extend number 12 to include motor vehicles that idle, mount pavements and limit access to 
those with prams or on mobility scooters and idle or park on double red lines. 

Extremely good idea. 



Far too blunt an instrument which will not be enforeced with nuance and discression by PSPOs. 

Far too general, just seems like an excuse to harass people 

Far too much of the above will only further criminalise or marginalise homeless people and 
young people existing in public. While some of the above may on first impression be pretty 
detestable behaviour, a blanket response as described here is in no way appropriate. The police 
already fail to appropriately enforce laws in a way that reduces harm to the community, allowing 
them further powers in this regard is guaranteed to make our community members' lives worse. 

Filled out at MJ Hard copy 

Filled out at MJ hard copy 

Finding people is not the way to stop this behavior. Those who will be fined will be the least able 
to pay for it. 

Fines are not the solution, as they further marginalise people who are already vulnerable. 
Supportive measures (public toilets, etc) will be far more effective.  

fines for urinating and defecating would be valid if there were 24h public toilets available. 
otherwise this is just fining homelessness. it is also discriminatory to women who are less able 
to hold their urine, less adequately provided for in public bathrooms and much more likely to be 
caught if they are forced to resort to urinating in public. I am in favour of fines for urinating in 
public once there are decent and accessible public toilets available 24h 

Fining and heavy policing are not a way to deal with social problems. We should be providing 
alternatives to people, or putting money into education 

Fining people and causing them to be in debt or have a criminal record will not stop behaviours. 
Fundamentally we need to tackle the root of certain behaviours if we wish to stop them. 

Fining people for any of these behaviours will not protect community safety, it just puts 
vulnerable people into debt and further precarity. What we need community spaces, more bins, 
public toilets, community care. 

Fining people won't stop them from doing these things, some of which they have no choice but 
to put of homelessness, poverty, bad housing and no places to go. We need more community 
spaces, better care into why these people might be acting this way, safe consumption spaces, 
rehabilitation, free public toilets. A more caring and engaged approach from our authorities, 
taking an interest in the lives of those who are deemed to be causing anti-social behaviour in 
public spaces. People do not act this way for no reason and the only way to deal with it is by 
going to the root cause.  

Finsbury Park Station and neighbouring roads, including Stroud Green Road up to the homeless 
shelter are rapidly becoming no-go areas for local residents.  Where is the police presence, 
police action or deterrent? 

Fireworks is tricky. Most of the nuisance seems to be individuals in own gardens - this wouldn’t 
sort that. Conflicted as I love them though!  

First point regarding drinking alcohol and acting in a manner (...) is unfairly, and inappropriately, 
conflating two points. Use of PSPOs can, and should, address negative or harassing behaviour, 
but blanket bans on alcohol consumption is a weak approach to addressing that as an issue. 
People should be able to have a drink in the park with their friends, in a safe and positive 
environment. 

Firstly I think a blanket ban on all areas goes against the idea of PSPOs, which are supposed to 
target specific problem areas. 

Firstly, the public consumption of alcohol and drugs, even injectables, is alarmingly common. 
The pervasive smell of marijuana in the streets and parks has become distressingly routine. 

For 12 or so years (have now given up - in theory, Parks should do it, but have seen no evidence 
of such) I have looked after the Nightingale Lane planter - N8 7RA 

For the most vulnerable people (for example people sleeping rough), they could do these things 
(especially urinating outside) because they don't have a choice. I also feel like these measures 
would enable racist and other discrimatory stop-and-search. Finally, I feel like instead of putting 
these measures into place, the Council should invest in more community support and facilities. 

From my experience and that of my friends living in the area, our community has always come 
together to address any issues or distress, working to communicate and resolve them 
collectively. Therefore, I don't see the need for PSPOs, as they are likely to generate more stress, 
fear, and division within the community. 



Further criminalising is not the answer- providing funds for social care and mental health 
support for users with problem alcohol and drug use is a better use of time and money. 

Further, designating the whole borough as a 'restricted area' is ludicrous and not in the spirit of 
the legislation itself. The idea that this will stop 'displacement' is false - if it does 'succeed' within 
Haringey, it will only push the supposed 'problems' into neighbouring boroughs, which may be 
in an even worse financial position that Haringey (e.g. Hackney). We live in a city, and shoving 
responsibilities onto another council is cynical and individualistic. As it is, it is unlikely that this 
measure will stop 'displacement', as someone who lives in Haringey is not going to travel 
outside of the borough to e.g. urinate in public if they need the loo. Again, this proposal feels like 
a cynical attempt to placate middle-class residents who don't want to be faced with the stark 
inequality of our city, and have no interest in actually combatting the very real problems of 
poverty in our area. 

Furthermore, the excessive littering and fly-tipping exacerbate the problem, with the council 
seemingly prioritising cleanup efforts over preventative measures. 

Garden bonfires. Loud boozy parties into the early hours. Constant dog barking on Darwin Road. 
Drug dealing outside my house. Need a neighbourhood watch pls. Fox mess as people feed 
them. Cats un neutered fighting in my back garden tearing fur out of each other 

General noise nuisance needs to be tackled 

Generally against the use of PSPOs. Council should focus on providing services tackling route 
causes of these issues. 

Give the community more access to public toilets and medical access- most of the people 
committing these acts are mentally unwell and need help not fines.  

Give Tottenham a break and actually give us some money you tite lot 

Given that the homeless are mentioned in the FAQ as a group that may be impacted, perhaps 
more thought should be given to helping rather than criminalising them. 

Given the recent appalling violent behaviour by the Metropolitan Police, I am disgusted by any 
suggestion to give them any additional powers they can use as an excuse to harass people. This 
is especially the case in our borough, since our wonderful ethnic diversity stands in stark 
contrast to the institutional racism of the police. 

Giving more powers of this kind to the police is not what’s needed - and is liable to result in 
more harm to the same groups who are already disproportionately oppressed by the police. 
There are better ways of dealing with harmful or challenging behaviour. 

Giving the police power to fine or even imprison someone for any of the behaviours listed is 
nothing short of draconian.  Spitting in public? Shall the police be given the power to arrest you 
for sneezing in public too? 

Glad this is happening. I have experienced all the points above and often feel unsafe to walk 
around with my young children.  

Good idea. But will it really be enforced. Haringey prefer  easy targets like motorists. 

Green Lanes is extremely dangerous to cycle on, particularly for women who are more likely to 
be victims of accidents when cycling. Therefore, at time it is necessary to cycle briefly on the 
pavement until the road can be rejoined and this should not be criminalised. Furthermore, 
grinders are legally sold and are often used to grind tobacco so any attempt to criminalise 
possession of these should also be avoided.  

Harass residents with their dogs in unclosed communal garden. Collect and sell drugs in 
unclosed communal garden- Make unclosed communal garden meeting point for drug use 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by street homeless individual at Mulbery Junction Jalek 

Hard copy completed survey: Kaitleen 

Hard copy filled out at MJ 

Hard copy filled out at MJ 

HARD COPY RETURNED TO LIBRARY - 'stop criminalising poor and racially minority people for 
existing. Shame on you'. 'stope being racist, classist, ableist, sawist'. Equalities data not 
completed except age. 

HARD COPY SURVEY -  completed at Mulbery Junction. 

HARD COPY SURVEY -  completed by HAGA user 

HARD COPY SURVEY -  completed by user/staff at Mulbery Junction 



HARD COPY SURVEY  - returned to library ' The council spent so much money on cycle lane, yet 
members of the cycle community use the pavement.  All the prohibitions should be backed up 
with strong police presence otherwise there are no monitoring on these prohibitions 

HARD COPY SURVEY -  returned to library. Comment: 'bad idea - no more police powers' 

HARD COPY SURVEY - BUBIC worker  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed at HAGA - Alcohol User Support worker  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed at Library 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed at Mulbery Junction - commented ' will damage communities'.  
Did not complete equalities information 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed at Mulbery Junction by street homeless individual - Alfred 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed at Mulbery Junction.no comments or equality data provided 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by BUBIC Manager .  Comments: We want to support this- we 
must be mindful of risk and harm reduction.  Not sure about drug related prohibition and its 
objective. As part of harm reduction people may carry pipes/needles - to reduce risk of BBV 
through sharing. 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by BUBIC work  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by BUBIC worker 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by BUBIC worker  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by BUBIC worker  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by HAGA user 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by HAGA user 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by HAGA user  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by HAGA user  

HARD COPY SURVEY - Completed by HAGA user  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by homeless individual at Mulbery Junction 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by homeless individual at Mulbery Junction. Comment: As a 
rough sleeper I was forced to urinate on the street as there are no public toilets available 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by homeless individual at Mulbery Junction -. Comment: No 
public toilets let people to urinate outdoors 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed at Mulbery Junction.  Comment: I mean, behaviour can't be 
restricted on the outside. Everyone needs to survive when they dont have homes. it is easier to 
travel by bikes that may cause obstructions as there are no funds in it. Where should people use 
the toilet. Go on a search to have a pee. Crazy. How do you survive the cold nights. maybe a 
drink 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by Mulberry Junction worker. commented further 'The council 
and police will abuse their power'. Equalities information not completed 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by Mulbery Junction Manager.  How will this be enforced in a 
way which does not detrimentally impact marginalised groups - homeless, young people, those 
with mental health and addiction issues. 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by Mulbery Junction worker. Commented 'stop bullying the 
poor, the homeless and the racialised'. equalities information not completed 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by Mulbery Junction worker. Commented 'stop bullying the 
poor, the homeless and the racialised'. equalities information not completed 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by rough sleeper user at Mulbery Junction  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by street homeless individual at Mulbery Junction 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by street homeless individual at Mulbery Junction -  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by street homeless individual at Mulbery Junction -  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by street homeless individual at Mulbery Junction -  

HARD COPY SURVEY - Completed by street homeless individual at Mulbery Junction. Comment: 
Lack of public toilets forces people to urinate on the street 

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed by user at HAGA  

HARD COPY SURVEY - completed with rough sleeper at Mulbery Junction. 



HARD COPY SURVEY - Mulberry Junction Council should provide more community spaces/fund 
those already established 

HARD COPY SURVEY - returned to library 

HARD COPY SURVEY - returned to library. ben Show 

HARD COPY SURVEY - returned to Library. comment: 'No more PSPOs' - Ben Scott 

HARD COPY SURVEY - returned to Library. commented: 'There should be more police presence 
in the High Road area, feel very intimidated walking back on the road when drug dealings and 
drinking i8s happening. More monitoring to stop this from happening'. 

HARD COPY SURVEY - returned to library. Comments: 'I think tfines are a terrible idea. Look at 
all the places PSPOs have just further criminalised the youths ad homeless. Shame on you' 

HARD COPY SURVEY completed by rough sleeper at Mulbery Junction 

HARD COPY SURVEY completed by rough sleeper at Mulbery Junction  

HARD COPY SURVEY- completed by street homeless individual at Mulbery Junction 

Hard Copy Survey completed: Bad.   

Hard Copy survey completed:  

Hard copy survey completed: Strongly agree that certain areas within Haringey, residents do not 
feel comfortable passing or in Ducketts Common . 

Hard copy survey completed: We shouldn't criminalise poverty, mental health or drug/alcohol 
dependency. We should support those most effected by the above issues 

Hard copy survey completed: 

Hard copy survey completed@ Peace Alliance 

Hard copy Survey: Although I strongly agree that PSPOs should cover the items listing public 
spaces it does then push the anti-social behaviour into street, alleys, garages etc 

Hard Copy Survey: I think these proposed PSPOs should have been in place a long time ago.  I 
work off West Green Road and sometimes I am scared to pass large groups of men smoking and 
drinking 

Haringey Council ASƁ are corrupt don't work with the comunity and will lie produce false 
information Harrass and generally cause harm and distress in an aim to dismantly residence 
mentally before disgaurding them that team needs to be dismantled 

Haringey council should assure adequate bathroom facilities before punishing those without 
housing/who are dependent on drugs and other substances. There are many local homeless in 
Seven Sisters, and the only place I can think of with a public toilet is the library, which is not 
open 24 hours.  

Haringey encourages people to use the pavement for cycling - policing them for doing so in 
other areas makes no sense when they're encouraged to at other times despite the obvious 
danger. People become used to cycling their ebikes and scooters at speed on these pavements 
and then continue to do so outside of the areas. 

Haringey need to provide more toilets and easily accessible poverty and addiction alleviation 
services, rather than punishing people for the symptoms caused by rolling them back 

Harringay is rife with anti social behaviour. Drug dealing, drug taking, theft, burglary all seem to 
have been decriminalised. Cars broken in to all the time and burglaries on the rise. Where is the 
resource to deal with this? How will you deal with enforcing the anti social behaviours if you 
can’t deal with actual crimes? 

Have seen urinating, drinking in public places very common in Bruce Castle Park, Seven Sisters 
& corner of Philip Lane & Mount Pleasant.  

Have to be careful not to give licence to the police and other authorities to abuse their powers. 
For example, I am broadly ok with people drinking in public as long as they are not causing 
trouble. Some people are more exuberant than others and this should not result in repression. I 
believe that the public (who these proposals are designed to protect) must be assumed to have 
some resilience.  

Have witnessed people urinating, taking drugs, under the influence of alcohol and abusive and 
threatening and heard fireworks being let off in public parks and spaces without any idea of their 
consequences and being completely selfish. It does need to stop.  

Havent got any  

Having a dog off the lead and out of control 



Having lived in Stroud Green for over 30 years I am very sorry to see how it has changed for the 
worse.  People in cars openly sell drugs at clearly designated spots where sometimes small 
groups await their arrival; people on mopeds, scooters, skateboards, bikes, roller skates etc 
regularly vie with pedestrians for space on the pavement and indeed crossing the bridge into the 
park at the end of Oxford Road; and groups of clearly intoxicated (drinks and/or drugs) people 
shout and scream throughout the day and night.  While waiting for a bus up to Crouch End at 
just gone 2 today I watched a woman choose to stand in the rain (it wasn’t pouring but it was 
steady) rather than join the 3 relatively young men who were clearly the worse for wear who 
sat/stood in the bus shelter shouting at each other, cans in hand.  As a long-time dog owner I 
find the amount of faeces left by people clearly taking their dogs to and from the park down 
Oxford Road a disgrace and have taken to walking in the road which is itself a major problem 
given the number of cars turning, often at considerable speed, left from Upper Tollington Park 
into Oxford Road despite it clearly being a one-way street.  Several of us have commented on it 
starting to resemble the Wild West!  A further gripe is the number of dog owners who simply 
don’t put their dogs on a lead even when walking on busy roads.   

Having phrases like likely to cause "annoyance" and similar makes all these terrible 
suggestions. All sorts of people are get unreasonably annoyed by all sorts of things. don't give 
them any power.  

Having public toilets and other facilities available for them to use will mean they at least have the 
possibility to use them rather than public spaces. 

Home owners that do not repair plumbing problems in their properties causing contaminated 
sewage smelling water streaming out from the property on to the walkway and on to the street. 

Homeless people using the Tottenham Hale station as their backyard having all their clothes and 
items next to he station when it is a public space. 

Honestly, these all read like unnecessary police powers. I don't like some of them but on the spot 
fines for existing seems needlessly abusive 

Horrible proposal 

How about addressing the things that are already illegal but get ignored on a daily basis; 
shoplifting, fare evasion and the ubiquitous racketeering (aka Kurdish HMRC) on Green Lanes, 
which everyone pays for? 

How are you going to enforce all this? The dog free area rule in Priory Park N8 Is regularly 
abused by dog owners. Also what about noise in public parks? Use of portable music is a 
common problem in our park especially in the summer. 

How do you control any of these issues listed in your survey without any staff? There is no one 
in charge of  security in our parks.  

How do you propose to enforce these orders. 

How on earth will you control all those who set off fireworks in Priory Park N8 now there is no 
gate locking at night? 

How will the council ensure that this proposal will not be abused and used to move on people 
from spaces which the council or the police have pre existing motives to move on  

How will the council prevent the system being abused in a borough where there is a lack of 
integration between communities in our society and ensure that the procedure is not abused to 
the disadvantage of others? 

How will this be enforced? What will people do if they see an offence happening? How will 
hotspots be targeted? Can littering be added. 

How will this be enforced? Who is going to implement this?  

https://news.npcc.police.uk/releases/support-for-police-discretion-when-responding-to-people-
cycling-on-the-pavement 

I agree that all of these behaviours are challenging at times. However, the proposed £1,000 fines 
are excessive and draconian, and in many cases would punish people who are already having 
difficult times. More support is needed in our community, not more punishment.  

I agree with a borough wide PSPO, however, the question is whether it will actually be enforced. 
It would be useful to educate or promote awareness that the areas of the PSPOs are 
unacceptable.  



I agree with all of this but am concerned that some of these behaviours are connected to 
homelessness and wonder about the point of addressing them if the underlying problems go 
unaddressed. 

I agree with all these points as i encounter most of these behaviours on either a daily or weekly 
basis. I also encounter a lot of human excrement in the passageway connecting Ferry Lane to 
The High cross centre in Tottenham Hale 

I agree with all this however how is this going to be reenforced.  I regularly report the drugs 
users in the Tower Gardens N17 area, the aggressive begging from cocaine users at the 
Sainsbury's at junction of Downhills Way/Lordship Lane and the A10, the frequent urinating in 
Turnant Road N17 and the drugs users and anti-social parking.  There are no police around and 
there is no impact from the reports.  How are you going to expand and bring in enforcement for 
our borough when it can't be contained in a small area?   When neighbourhood police teams 
were fully staffed with around the 8 staff it was better.  Now although good no one is ever around 
and the limited staffing is so overstretched.  Neighbourhood Community Officers were brilliant at 
their jobs and had a a positive impact on the area.  Youth services are limited and children's 
mental health services leave a lot to be desired with unacceptable waiting lists.   A perfect storm.  
However this could be improved with fully trained and fully staffed resources in critical areas.  

I agree with it all but unless there is enforcement it's a waste of effort. Who can identify dog 
owners who let their animals crap all over the pavement ? Spitting ? I don't know what the 
answer is unless you employ some kind of enforcement officers. Even then like traffic wardens, 
they are likely to be compromised or threatened.  

I agree with most of these proposals but how are they going to be enforced? 

I agree with the proposal In theory, but you don't provide sufficient information to enable people 
to provide informed responses. EG How do you plan to implement and police it? Are we going to 
get actual Police back on the streets? 

I agree with what you are proposing but would like to know more about how you will actually 
tackle this . 

I am a Housing Officer and have to visit the following wards South Tottenham, Tottenham 
Central. i am alarmed by the number of drug and alcohol related activity taken place in public 
spaces. This behaviour has also stared to take place in the car parks of our properties and on 
doorsteps. ai have also received reports of inappropriate sexual acts being performed in car park 
areas. these have been reported to the local police, so i am very much in favour of the proposed 
PSPO, which will bring reassurance to all residents in the Haringey area. i hope other boroughs 
follow your lead. 

I am a local SNT officer and would encourage all of the above in Bruce Castle 

I am against increasing these arbitrary police powers as they will be abused and targetted in a 
discriminatory way.  

I am also concerned that the homeless and other vulnerable people will end up being overly 
negatively affected by this order. 

I am concerned a bit that the homeless won't be able to afford fines so will end up with harsher 
penalties and if they are alcoholics, stopping drinking in public may be difficult. Alcoholics 
stopping drinking suddenly can be a risk to their health. Also in the past I've seen people with 
small children allow them to wee in the park because they can't wait the time it takes to find a 
loo. I understand that need. Maybe local toilets could be better signposted too. 

I am concerned that this approach of using financial penalties does not address the underlying 
causes of anti-social behaviour and those who do behave antisocially will not necessarily have 
the money to pay any fines. I would prefer a focus  on improving access to mental health 
services, providing accommodation or support for those sleeping on the streets and providing 
spaces for young people to take part in recreational activities. We should not be using fines and 
the criminal justice system to address structural inequalities, annoying as the problems may be. 

I am deeply concerned about the proposed PSPOs for multiple reasons: 

I am deeply concerned that these new powers will simply be used to disappear the most 
marginalised people from public spaces. If you want people to stop urinating in public build 
public toilets not police powers. If you want people not to ride on the pavement then build safe 
bicycle lanes.  

I am directly affected frequently by 3 of these points: 



I am distressed at the amount of drug dealing and usage that happens in broad daylight at the 
entrance of 7 sisters tube station and on the surrounding streets. As a woman I feel scared and 
intimidated and unsafe walking to my home. Especially during the winter months.  

I am extremely concerned about this policy and feel it represents police overreach and feel it will 
have a negative impact on the community, and impact black communities who are already 
overpoliced. I don’t like behaviours like harassment but criminalising people won’t make our 
communities better  

I am extremely concerned that these powers mean homeless/vulnerable residents may face fines 
of up to £1000 or even imprisonment - when they are already vulnerable if they are forced to 
urinate or dedicate publicly. (Where are the public toilet alternatives? There are none near me.) if 
you’re an addict the absolutely least useful thing that solves no problems is being further 
criminalised and out into debt. The vagueness of the term “likely to cause…” and the potential 
for racism / classism / homophobia to play into residents and police interpretations of situations 
is high. Dogs mess is a huge issue but it’s totally unpoliceable. I’ve been trying for 5 years to 
figure out who leaves mess on our street, to no avail! Fireworks will be kids and not your wealthy 
privileged kids, I just don’t think these penalties will help them make better choices. The 
disproportionate penalties and impacts on our most vulnerable residents is a concern to me. 

i am fed up with HC, its LTN money making scheme, its investment in the arms industry 
(outrageous!, its use of private bullies to evict people from their homes, its general complete 
waste of my council tax...... the list goes on! 

I am fully against any proposal that provides the cops with more powers to abuse the most 
marginalised people in the borough.  

I am fully supportive of this prospective PSPO with all of the above conditions. 

I am glad you are taking some sort of action lots of people and families don't feel safe in the 
parks or streets of Haringey due to out of control behaviour of gangs or just mental health 
issues, drinkers, drugs etc plus there are no police now and these people doing all this asb 
behaviour know that.  

I am interested to know how reporting will work and the terms of a PSPO. Eg if it is an anti social 
motorist, will they lose license points or be suspended from driving? 

I am not clear as to the purpose of this questionnaire. However, the key issue is that orders such 
as this are worthless unless they are effectively and fairly enforced and those people and bodies 
responsible for enforcement are accountable.  

I am not in favour of new powers for the police or protection orders with such vague language. 
Address the route causes and stop victim blaming the poor, marginalised and disadvantaged in 
our community. They deserve your support, we are humans!  

I am opposed to the proposed PSPOs, as I believe they will hit our most vulnerable community 
members. 

I am opposed to this expansion of police powers which will allow them to further target and 
harass the most vulnerable and disadvantaged in our community  

I am particularly keen to ensure that cyclists do not ride on the pavements. 

I am really relieved to see that something will be done about antisocial behaviour in tottenham. 
We have dealt with all issues above and felt like nothing was being done. I often feel unsafe 
walking on the high road with my toddler and baby due to public drinking/drug consumption, 
vehicles of all sorts going fast on the sidewalk, these are happening DAILY.  

I am shocked at the lack of power to deal with the total invasion of public right of way under the 
railway bridge on green lanes. Mums are being forced to put their prams into the main road to 
avoid the people sitting there with mattresses, massage table and other household items openly 
begging and drinking. They also move their party up Umfreville Road at times. They encroach 
and intimidate and are far from helpless or vulnerable.  

I am troubled by hostile policies such as prosecution of public defecation. I have never seen any 
person who is mentally sound and has access to a toilet intentionally defecate in public. If the 
council wants to stop such acts, surely making more accessible public toilets is a more resident 
friendly way of approaching this situation. I believe the current suggestion would only lead to the 
prosecution of the homeless. 

I am very concerned that this will be used to crack down on cyclists accidentally or safely using 
pavements where they do not feel safe to ride on the road. Haringey has put in near zero cycle 



infrastructure, and people often use pavements respectfully in order to avoid dangerous bits of 
road.  

I am worried about the equalities impact of this approach for communities, particularly for Black 
communities already overpoliced. As the mum of a neurodivergent child, already shocked by the 
stats on ND peoples treatment in the cri.inal justice system, i am concerned btly some of the 
suggestions here .  

I am writing this in light of reading about pressure groups and independent councillors objecting 
the proposals which I feel are dogmatic. Their comments are making a laughing stock out of 
working people - I am from a family that relies on benefits, we struggle to get by, but that gives 
us no right to urinate in public, spit, or cycle on pavements. This is out of decency and respect, 
irrespective of being rich or poor. Please, please, don't abandon being stricter on anti-social 
behaviour because of a minority shouting over the majority, since rules may be helpful in making 
it less common if not completely obsolete. This is what everybody that I know wants to see.  

I appreciate the impact that 'ASB' can have on residents' lives, of course, but I think that it 
should be dealt with on a case by case basis, and only criminalise those who pose a tangible 
risk. We shouldn't be targeted people who are standing around drinking or consuming drugs, 
presumably because they don't really have anywhere else to go. 

I appreciate the initiative taken by Haringey Council to address antisocial behaviour in our area. 

I believe giving these additional powers to the police will harm the most vulnerable people in my 
community. 

I believe more funding should go to supporting residents of our community rather than taking 
money from them while we all experience a cost of living crisis 

I believe some of the measures may impact more on people experiencing homelessness than 
other groups and could therefore be discriminatory against that group. 

I believe that instead of increasing police powers, more should be done to support vulnerable 
people without legal action where they could be fined (as most of them are unable to afford it)  

I believe that many of the above offences would be better dealt with with adequate social care 
and mental health support, rather than criminalisation and police involvement that will likely 
escalate rather than de-escalate situations. 

I believe that none of the issues listed above can be solved by giving people fines. This will not 
stop someone from engaging in these behaviours, it will just make them poor. 

I believe that the inclusion of these measures in a PSPO would lead to the fining and policing of 
already vulnerable members of the public, pushing them (further) into debt and further out of 
support systems. This would have a social cost - people with unpaid fines would no longer 
engage with support systems out of fear. 

I believe the fines you are proposing for ‘anti social’ behaviours target vulnerable and 
marginalised members of the community who need our support instead of penalisation and 
exploitation. I believe strongly in making Haringey a more safe and united borough for all who 
live and work here and do not think an increase in police powers and fining is the most effective 
approach to achieve this. We should instead be investing in services that support those most in 
need in the community.  

I believe this form has been written in a way to be purposefully used in any way the creator 
wants. This is a not a proper public consultantation.  

I believe we should not be expanding police powers which impact the most vulnerable people in 
haringey and exacerbate racialised violence against Black and brown people that has been 
historically enacted by the police. Instead you could be funding community services that provide 
essential support such as housing, food scarcity, education, and mental health services. In this 
way, you can reduce the need for police powers as people will have their needs met and in turn 
not need to be punished for struggling. Please at least think about this. So many people in our 
community feel this way and your policies should be representative of the people within the 
community.  

I can only agree because all of these things are happening regularly in Tottenham. I witness 
many of these things -- particularly the street drinking and cycling on pavements -- pretty much 
daily. There are definitely hotspots that never fail to attract this kind of behaviour. 

I cannot believe that instead of investing in community spaces and care you are fining people for 
things primarily linked to poverty and social exclusion! I'm honestly so frustrated with how 
social issues are only dealt with by criminalising vulnerable people. What we need to tackle the 



above issues is not fines but: community spaces and safe consumption rooms, better access to 
free mental health care, free bags and more bins for dog poo, BIKE LANES (how is cycling in 
Haringey still always a near death experience??), communal spaces to celebrate. All you're 
trying to do is cleanse the area to get more fancy developers in. Shame on you! "Anti-social 
behaviour" historically is a category that has been used to criminalise poverty and mental health 
issues, including by the Nazis! I cannot believe that instead of tackling root causes you take on 
such a category and criminalise the shit out of it. This is NOT what I want my council tax to be 
used for!!  

I disagree with increases in police power. We know that these measures will target Black people, 
people of colour, Roma people, disabled people, homeless people, drug users and people in 
mental health crises. Instead of using resources to prevent or alleviate the problems outlined, 
the council has decided to punish people who need support and funding specific to their needs. 
You are proposing to fine people, sometimes for behaviour that isn't harmful, £100 during a cost 
of living crisis. This could plunge people into a cycle of debt and criminalisation. Please 
consider alternatives to punishment and adopting a more systemic approach to creating a better 
Haringey for all its residents.  

I disagree with social behaviour being branded anti-social just because it doesn’t suit certain 
people. There are considerations ro take in terms of people living in overcrowded, poor or 
abusive conditions who rely on drinking etc with friends in public places. They should not be 
demonised. 

I disagree with stronger policing powers as this will discriminate against people who are living in 
tottenham and will be used to penalise primarily working class people of colour 

I disagree with the expansion of police powers. 

I dislike all of these behaviours but am strongly opposed to this method of addressing it.  

I do fully agree that dog owners should make sure to pick up their dogs faeces. However I fully 
believe that the use of signs and dog poo bins are what we need to encourage people to act like 
responsible members of society 

I do not agree with increasing police and council powers for behaviours that should be 
reasonably allowed on our streets. Some people have no other option than public defecation & 
urination. Some people have no other option than consuming alcohol or drugs publicly. We 
should support vulnerable members do these things and provide services not fine them. These 
powers target the most marginalised people in our communities. It goes against Haringey’s own 
council promise to not discriminate against people of protected characteristics.  

I do not agree with stop and search on the aspect of where the people reside. The police will use 
this to stop black youth,turkish youths etc. In our area. I don't want children I know being 
targeted by police. How many times will it be used to target young people who have rights.  

I do not believe PSPOs are required in Haringey. This money would be better spent investing in 
communities, specifically in mental health and addiction services. There is no need to 
criminalise people before we try to help them.  

I do not believe the PSPOs should be approved.  

I do not support restrictions on consuming alcohol in a public place other than as per Q3 in 
relation to harassment or distress. 

I do not support the expansion of police powers in Haringey at all. 

I do not think fines or the use of the police are effective ways of supporting a positive community 
environment. These measures are likely to be used in ways that disproportinately negatively 
affect and impoverish young black and brown people, those who are homeless, and those 
struggling with addiction or mental health issues. 

I do not think the council should enable powers to enforce arrests or fines for people who are 
thought to have commit these acts. This would disproportionately affect homeless and / or low 
income persons.  

I do not want increased policing in my local area. I am concerned by the evidence that increased 
policing of ‘antisocial behaviour’ has excessive effects on young and black people. I do not 
support policing of antisocial behaviour in my community.  

I do not want police powers increased at all. Police abuse their powers and exervuse them in a 
discriminatory way. Including racial profiling. All these problematic behaviours have alternative 
solutions. Eg more public toilets, safe places to use drugs for addicts, safe place to go when 



inebriated, refurb empty properties to provide accommodation for ppl who are homeless. To 
bring in poluce and criminalise these social problems is lazy and populist, lacking imagination 
and empathy.  

I do think fining people for these actions would make me feel very uncomfortable in my 
neighbourhood. Almost every time I have encountered someone doing these actions they have 
seemed vulnerable in some way. Giving them a fine would not make them any less vulnerable, in 
fact it would probably impact them really badly and therefore stop them from reaching a position 
to stop doing these things. For example if they had more stable housing they could drink or take 
drugs at home, and fining them would only hinder this. Spitting is common in my culture so this 
doesn’t bother me.  

I don’t agree with this order I would prefer to see more services going in to help people with drug 
and alcohol problems and. More public toilets  

I don’t see how criminalisation of our residents is going to help improve things in Haringey. It is 
now widely accepted that the impact of police overreach and increasingly harsh penalties 
disproportionately impacts black, racialised, and other minority groups. As a doctor working in 
Haringey’s mental health services I witness the devastating impacts of this on the lives of my 
patients every day. Our scant resources would be better spent addressing the underlying, 
extreme social deprivation and inequality that drives these behaviours, through investing in our 
community and public services (the ones that care - not the police and racist “justice” system).  

I don’t think increasing the police’s powers is going to help anything. The youngsters are already 
demonised enough as it is. This will just make it worse! We need to protect them. Surely you can 
use the money to fund the services the community need rather than do this.  

I don’t think PSPOs are generally a proportionate way of managing the behaviours they’re 
purported to regulate, particularly for those related to public urination and defacation where 
there’s not really an alternative for people living on the streets (I don’t recall seeing any public 
toilets in the borough?) 

I don’t trust haringey or the police to manage this and control use in a way that is proportionate 
and this feels like an increase in power that is unnecessary and will be abused by authorities  

I don't actually think that's a constructive response to many of these issues - given how 
overcrowded the justice system is at the moment, is it helpful to criminalise a bunch more low-
level antisocial behaviour? It's a disproportionate response to many of these behaviours - e.g. 
riding a bike on the pavement - and further, it will disproportionately affect street homeless 
people, who can't easily urinate anywhere else, for example. 

I don't care is someone smokes some cannabis in a park.  I don't like dealing and anti-social 
behaviour. 

I don't know how enforceable this will be but I would love to see something done about the sheer 
amount of dog faeces that are on the pavements in Seven Sisters - it's utterly disgusting and 
literally everywhere you go at the moment. 

I don't like any of the behaviours listed but I do not want police officers to have the power to 
issue fines as they see fit. I feel that it would create a hostile environment and hinder trust in the 
local police officers.  

I don't really understand what fining achieves. For instance, deliveroo drivers on e-bikes ride on 
pavements because they make money per order rather than having a hourly wage. It's no 
surprise they take shortcuts because it is often a financial necessity to make decent earnings. 
Fining these people only further incentivises that dangerous behaviour because they need the 
money even more. Working to enforce a decent hourly wage for riders makes much more sense 
in addressing dangerous driving than fining and criminalising working people trying to make 
ends meet. 

I don't support increased police powers in our neighbourhood.  

I don't think crack and cocaine should be in the same category as cannabis. I would say strongly 
agree to preventing crack cocaine pipes. 

I dont think its a good plan. These orders sound suss to me 

I don't think police powers are the appropriate way to address these issues  

I don't think PSPOs resolve any of these issues. the kind of people who do these things 
generally can't pay without it putting them in more debt and distress - which is what leads to the 
alcoholism and drug use in the first place.  



I don't think the police need any more power to engage in punitive action against the most 
vulnerable members of our community.  

I don't think the PSPO is necessary because most of these things it seeks to clamp down on are 
already criminal offenses. I don't believe in further criminalising people, the majority of whom are 
vulnerable. I particularly strongly disagree with any further criminalisation of drug use. Our drug 
laws are bad, broken, and exacerbate the problems they supposedly seek to control. There is 
widespread consensus on this among experts in health and policing, but national politicians to 
date have not had the courage to change course. 

I dont want more police and more patrols to enforce the pspos. budgets should go to properly 
fund public bathrooms, addiction services, safe spaces to consume drugs, housing for rough 
sleepers, more youth facilities, etc. this kind of investment would address the issues the 

I entered neutral for question 5 as there was no caveat around mental illness or disability 

I fear this might be a paper exercise as have Haringey Council and the police got enough officers 
on the streets to enforce the PSPOs ? I doubt it. I think the community would like reassurance 
that we will see more officers on the beat as there will be doubt there is the funding for it. 

I feel like of all of the concerns brought up in this survey are already covered by existing laws 
and existing police powers which should be used when perpetrators actually cause alarm, 
distress, or criminal damage. It is wholly unacceptable and draconian to form local powers 
where even acting in a manner that "might" or "is likely to" cause alarm or distress is entirely 
inappropriate. There should actually be offence caused for there to be an offence commited. We 
should legislate against actual actions and harm caused to others, not the potential for harm. I 
can't imagine any circumstance where a person urinates without a reasonable excuse apart from 
where they're urination is targeted to cause alarm, and this is already reasonably legislated 
against within the laws against assault and harassment. These proposed laws seem targeted to 
certain groups, particularly against those on lower incomes, and are discriminatory. We should 
be fighting the root causes of unacceptable behaviour, and the standards set here are far too 
broad setting a precedent for them to be abused. 

I feel like this will be used to specifically target certain groups rather than applied equally and 
fairly. 

I feel that a PSPO will undoubtedly hit our most vulnerable community members - homeless, 
migrants, substance users, mentally ill - hardest. I feel it will negatively affect people who are 
consuming cannabis for medical reasons who may or may not have legal prescriptions. 

I feel the best way to express my disappointment in this questionnaire is to address each 
question. But before I begin I must say that I find this overall an infringement on civil liberties, 
and an insult to people’s sensibilities. The manner in which these questions have been written is 
incredibly biased with each one leading the reader to sway towards a police state agenda. 

I feel unsafe walking around Bruce Grove with my 2 year old as there are a lot of alcohol and 
drug users in the vicinity. Also people ride bikes and electric vehicles on the pavement which is 
dangerous and my son has been knocked over. The pavements are covered in dog mess and 
empty alcohol bottles as well as general fly tipping.  

I find it distressing that in a lot of the questions, it’s suggested that residents could be 
prosecuted even without causing any harm, but “is likely to offend.” This kind of ambiguity will 
certainly lead to abuse. 

I find it very alarming that the behaviours listed above are indicative of mental health issues. I am 
at a loss as to how spending money on more policing will help these problems. we need public 
services and we need mental health services. the library will now operate at reduced working 
hours and it remains one of the few places for people to urinate for free. this makes no sense 
and there is a lack of joined up thinking in the proposal. the wording of these questions makes it 
difficult to disagree yet there is a lot of subjectivity in the wording. who decides what is 
behaviour 'likely to cause harm' 

I find that most antisocial behavior in my area is caused by drug use and the associated mental 
health issues  

I find the phrasing of a lot of the questions to be biased. 

I find these things to be somewhat pointless, because there is nobody actually ENFORCING 
them.  Even without a PSPO, the existing laws of the land would be sufficient if only Haringey 
Council or the Metropolitan Police would employ people to ENFORCE those laws.  The issue of 
dog fouling is a perfect example - there is an existing PSPO, yet (according to a Freedom Of 



Information request I made) NOBODY, not a single person, has ever been fined for dog fouling, 
and the streets of Harringay are utterly caked in dog poo, more than any other part of London I 
have visited.  So, whilst I'm happy to support the application for renewed PSPO, I would remind 
Haringey Council that what residents (taxpayers!) care about is actual enforcement, with 
published statistics, and naming-and-shaming of offenders. 

I have a felling this can be used by police and Haringey Council to restrict our freedom and to 
overpower people .  So the police and Haringey can use any of these as excuse to control people 
. 

I have been a resident in two wards in Haringey for the last 11 years. I have a physical disability, 
and two young kids. We have had our house broken into, our car broken into, someone defecate 
of our doorstep, and I have been harassed because of my muslim background. The complex 
needs of many individuals in the area - both rough sleepers, and those in precarious 
accommodation  - are clearly unmet by services. But there is simply too much crime against 
residents and visitors, shoplifting (I've witnessed countless incidents on Green Lanes), and the 
breadth, types, and occurrence of anti-social behaviour is shocking. Liberty (the National 
Council for Civil Liberties) has rightly raised awareness of the misuse of PSPOs by some 
councils across the country - I hope that Haringey can learn from this in order to be more 
humane than others in the implementation. We need change, and hopefully this will help. 

I have had to contact the council to arrange cleanup of over >10 piles of dog poop on my one 
block alone, and I've had to do so multiple times. We don't just need crackdowns on people 
leaving piles of poop, we also need dog waste boxes that provide emergency supplies of dog 
poop bags!  

I have lived here for about 7 years and don't think an order like this would improve things around 
e.g. drug use; surely it would be better to link up with local services and have them coordinate 
around people who are having difficulties? There are not many public community spaces 
anymore i would rather see places for young and unhoused people tp go than this 

I have lumped these two answers together because my response is the same. Who on Earth in 
reasonable physical and mental health would urinate or defecate in public. The only exemption I 
can think of is the unhoused, those who society has done so wrong by, that they do not have 
access to the appropriate facilities. In which the solution is to build free public toilets. What a 
weird question. 

I have no problem with bicycles on pavements; I do the same because the roads around here are 
too dangerous but I cycle with care and attention, and slowly. 

I have not seen evidence in my life living in Haringey that these are issues that require additional 
powers to address. I don't think that the police require more powers to deal with the worst 
behaviour. I am also concerned that some of the behaviours are just those associated with 
homelessness and there is a risk of penalising people who should otherwise be supported  

I have noticed car wash/polishing/body repair business in our estate (I assume no proper license 
for such business has been acquired). The business uses large amount of water/detergent which 
runs into the public drains. This might have big impact on the water bill of households on the 
estate. Youths have been hanging around the business and making lots of noise, even to the late 
night. These behaviour has not been dealt with by the authority even though they have been 
reported on many occasions. 

I have noticed many people riding bicycles on the pavement recently, especially the hire bikes, in 
the Harringay Green Lanes area. Especially the Ladder roads 

I have put neutral for most of my responses because I believe that there are alternative ways the 
council can approach these problems and also because the questions are all  "leading 
questions" For example, people who are alcoholics or drug addicts need support, not to be 
criminalised. Large parts of the borough are a toilet desert. Since they privitised the town hall, 
and Tesco has closed its toilets, my part of Tottenham is a toilet desert, except for the library. 
The council need to provide more toilet facilities. 

I have seen people using their dogs to scare and bully others.  

I have two children under aged ten. Public spaces in Haringey are often places where anti social 
behaviour outlined above means I am wary to take them. Riding of e bikes on pavements and 
setting off of fireworks are at high and dangerous levels. I agree with better provision of public 
toilets. I do not wish to see harassment of young people or the homeless merely for 
congregation in parks but need sanctions against anti social behaviour that stops residents 



being able to use public spaces. In absence of police patrols or council security staff not sure 
how this will be enforced. In terms of priority fireworks would be my initial focus. The council 
need to act against irresponsible suppliers. My own road experiences incidents regularly in 
September to November.  

I have yet to walk here without feeling harassed and worried, and the very open level of drug 
taking, public drinking and general anti-social behaviour is astounding, especially since it is 
probably 50m from the Police station. 

I hope i understood the wording of the questions right. Just to confirm: i strongly agree that all 
of the above should be included in the PSPO as it causea high levels of ASB. 

I hope that the Council sees the call from the community, as picked up in national press, to 
retract this plan and reconsider how they can help their communities in a more positive manner. 

I just don't think fines will improve anti social behaviours - some of the things listed people 
might have no choice but to do on the streets 

I live beside the small public garden on Fortis Green Rd opposite the Village Green pub. In the 
summer the smell of cannabis which drifts up from the garden is sometimes very strong in my 
flat. Also my sleep is regularly disturbed by people drinking alocohol or smoking cannabis in the 
garden late at night/ in the early hours of the morning  

I live in a mixed social housing estate in Gascoigne close N17 8BA. We have had residents in our 
blocks doing many of the above disgusting things. It would be great if you could bring the 
PSPOs into the estates. 

I live in Woodside and the local green spaces and outside local shops are made stressful for 
many residents because of the anti- social behaviour mentioned above. 

I live near Chestnuts park and loud all day events with amplified music,  defecation and littering 
ruin the summer for local residents  

I live next to Brunswick Park and every day we have drug sales, drug use, alcohol consumption, 
people urinating and defecating in the park, all of this during the day and in the presence of 
children who frequent the park.  We do not have police in this region, putting the integrity of the 
residents and especially the children who go there at risk. 

I live on Green Lanes itself, above a shop, and see all these things going on all the time. It's so 
depressing.  

I moved to the area with a young family (two girls aged 4 and 1) just last year. We love the 
community and the ward, however the drug and crime that we've witnessed in the past year is 
more than I've witnessed in my life in London. I moved to Elephant and Castle when I arrived 20 
years ago, and then Hoxton and Peckham before they became popular and the area where I now 
live feels like an epicentre out of The Wire. Work has been done lately which has improved the 
situation but there is still crime, gangs and drugs being dealt and consumed which I see or hear 
of on a weekly basis. 

I particularly feel that Downhills Park has become a hotspot for many of these instances  

I really hope that "Riding a bicycle, moped, e-scooter or e-bike on pavements and/or in a manner 
likely to cause obstruction, alarm, distress, or annoyance to members of the public or cause 
criminal damage by their use" can include these scenarios 

I recognise that the Council tries to circumvent this argument in the FAQs, but the FAQs are not 
the PSPO. If "The proposed order is not seeking to impose a blanket restriction on alcohol in 
public spaces", then write that into the wording of the PSPO. 

I reject a borough-wide PSPO. The things above that are already illegal dont need an additional 
PSPO. This PSPO covers other things that are perfectly legal regardless of the judgement from 
others. Please spend your time on sorting out issues in social care, housing and other welfare 
services that would steer people away from a life that leads to what you personally consider 
antisocial behaviour. Do not waste tax-payer time on thinking up new schemes to make more 
money out of residents, and scapegoat the most vulnerable residents you are failing to help. 
We're not stupid or blind to your lack of appropriate actions. 

I responded "strongly disagree" to "Urinating in a public space" because the lack of provision of 
public toilets in the borough is a disgrace. This measure would criminalise persons caught short 
due to their health alongside drunken public pissers. 

I see drunk and stoned people every day and most of them cause no harm to me or others. 
Conversely, there are many sober people fly tipping and littering. The focus should be on 
behaviour, not on intoxication, which I see as a personal choice. 



I spoke on behalf of Healthy Streets Alexandra - a group of local residents who affected daily by 
antisocial driving, be it speeding, parking on pavements, double parking etc etc.  

I still don’t agree with people who have a fireworks license can set fireworks anywhere, anytime 
because it would still cause injuries to member of public. 

I still think that ultimately there needs to be more investment in youth provision. Youth workers, 
public spaces for young people, investment in the arts and sports in school etc  

I strongly agree with all of the proposals to make Tottenham a more pleasant place to live in. I 
wish this proposal to include rubbish - digging our bins and messing up the area. This is most 
upsetting and embarrassing when inviting people around the amount of trash on the road and 
out of the bin and its always by the same people. These powers would be beneficial to combat 
this. 

I strongly agree with all proposed changes as these are things general common sense would tell 
you not to do, you wouldn’t do these things to yourself so don’t do it to others 

I strongly believe that if introduced, these police powers will disproportionately affect working 
class people, houseless people and those struggling with addiction. Instead we should be be 
investing in support for these people rather than criminalising and penalising them. 

I strongly disagree with criminalising people who are in need of community care and 
understanding. This money should instead go towards better cycle lanes, spaces to celebrate, 
public toilet facilities, safe drug and alcohol consumption areas, community and youth centres. 
More police does not make a safer community. 

I strongly disagree with greater punitive policing of our communities, and criminalising people 
rather than helping them. I think it's no coincidence that there has been an increase in these 
problem behaviours in the last 14 years, and they are a problem for our community but we 
should be addressing the root causes and increasing education, opportunity, and help across 
the borough not criminalising people who are already vulnerable. 

I strongly disagree with increased criminalisation of homeless communities, and while I do think 
that many of the actions within this could be considered disgusting, I think funding public toilets 
would solve many problems. 

I strongly disagree with more punishment for people, many of whom are experiencing poverty, 
who instead need care, investment and safe spaces. It is important for the council to put their 
resources into caring for people, not penalising them. 

I strongly disagree with prohibitions, I want more resources and funding for food programmes 
and public services 

I strongly disagree with PSPOs as a concept. Making police officers judge, jury and executioner 
is the Wrong way to go and will inevitably lead the the more marginalised in the community 
being more harassed and placed further in poverty 

I strongly disagree with the introduction of PSPO - i believe it will be used to target the most 
vulnerable in our communities. 

I strongly disagree with this proposal. It further harms those who are already marginalised, 
disenfranchised and victimised. These people need support services not more heavy handed 
policing and punishment.  

I strongly impose the imposition of PSPOs. They will not make this borough safer. 

I strongly support this, thank you for listening Haringey Council. 

i strongly support this, we have huge problems with ASB in the borough. 

I strongly urge the council to drop any plans for PSPOs and instead focus on evidence-based 
policies that actually address underlying issues without further criminalising and marginalising 
vulnerable groups in our community. 

I support this proposal but am concerned as to how it will be monitored  

I take issue with how question 3 has been posed - it lumps together 2 separate things - 
consuming liquor in a public place (not an issue in and of itself) and acting in a way that could 
cause harm. And even the latter is extremely vague. 

I think better community support should take priority rather than increasing threats of fines and 
policing  

I think it is a god idea. However I believe that the question around 'Behaving in a manner that 
causes, or is likely to cause, harassment, alarm, or distress to any person(s). Examples of such 



behaviour include use of offensive, threatening or abusive language', is irrelevant due to existing 
powers that the council and Police already have.  

I think it is ineffective to use punitive and fine-based approaches to dealing with any of the above 
behaviours or incidents. The council will profit off of fining people without addressing any of the 
underlying issues that might actually impact the safety and well-being of residents in the 
community. Data in Canada (where I grew up) has shown that these approaches to minor public 
order offenses do not tend to improve overall metrics in terms of community safety. Rather, we 
should be investing in local community services, education, public events, health provisions, 
and childcare provisions. I am disgusted that the council is proposing something like this.  

I think it is very good that the Council is looking at this. I find all these types of behaviour 
disgusting. I know a lot of people also find them very threatening and it contributes to why they 
do not go out or visit certain locations.  

I think it’s important we don’t allow the behaviour that f a few, to lead to the punishment of 
everyone  

I think it’s long overdue we have 100’s of feral children and this must be addressed without 
favour.  

I think it’s outrageous that you are proposing to criminalise ‘anti-social’ behaviours while failing 
to provide adequate social care in the community  

I think people using alcohol and drugs in the street should not be targeted as its a symptom of a 
bigger problem that fines are unlikely to solve. Plus it will likely lead to the targeting of the 
homeless which is not a good situation. I would like to see the inclusion of littering more 
aggressively and widen the authority of parking wardens to fine people who park of footpaths as 
at the moment they do not have the necessary powers. 

I think persistent fly tipping should be included.,it is a constant problem near me by one family 
who continually do it 

I think PSPOs are a terrible tool for improving an area. While homelessness, mental illness and 
extreme poverty are soaring, it is really disappointing that the council is looking to criminalise 
and punish people exhibiting behaviours associated with lack of access to resources.  

i think PSPOs will lead to unnecessary and potentially unsafe interactions with the for many 
vulnerable community members. 

I think swearing in general should be excluded as most people swear. It should be reframed to 
exclude the use of hate speech.  

I think that punishing addictions will not help, I would want the council to invest more in 
structural changes to support people. Enforcement is necessary at times, but all first responders 
should be accompanied by specialist ppl eg youth workers, social workers, counsellors. There 
should also be more proactive work to keep people who grew up here in the area, we cannot 
prioritise newcomers because of their social and financial affluence. 

I think that the PSPOs are a misguided attempt to patch up the council's failings. Fining as a 
punitive approach will only disadvantage marginalised people who are already in need of 
services and support. The council look greedy and unfair by pushing this narrative. 

I think the proposed PSPO is an excellent initiative. But it must also be enforced. 

I think the PSPO is a great idea and step in the right direction to let these people know it is not 
acceptable and it negatively impacting residents of Bruce Grove. 

I think the PSPO will hit and badly affect vulnerable community members the most. It’s a a 
violation of people’s freedom and privacy.  

I think these are Draconian suggestions. 

I think these measures are aggressive and illiberal 

I think these measures should be taken as soon as possible because we cannot allow these kind 
of behaviour in our neighbourhood. It’s totally unacceptable.  

I think they will only punish the most vulnerable people in our borough they go ahead. 

I think this consultation does not give enough consideration to vulnerable residents that need 
support. Some of these actions will increase the isolation of some residents and not be 
beneficial to the community  

I think this is a good idea as anti-social behaviour is rife in Bruce Grove 



I think this is a very good idea but there are more serious crimes taking place as well. These take 
place in very public places. Yesterday Friday 10th of May a man was lighting another man’s 
crack pipe on Tottenham high road across from Superdrug  

I think this is extremely dangerous to make these prohibitions and does not help the local 
community 

I think this new proposal is much too strong and punitive and I personally don’t think it would be 
appropriate. Punishing people creates resentments and can escalate to tension and conflict. 
Please restrain from introducing this proposal.  

I think this PSPO will unfairly target and impact our most vulnerable residents. These elements 
can be lessened and supported through education and building stronger community cohesion, 
not by punishment. 

I think we need to be very careful about financial punishments that affect the poorest most. 
Perhaps community service would be better. 

I think what is missing is the level of theft going on. I have witnessed 3 robberies from our local 
Tesco in the space of 3 months and the poor Tesco staff know there is nothing they can do 
about it. I am also concerned about the level of homelessness around the station and the level of 
mobile theft around the station. 

I think your ideas are classist and disgusting, it’s very clear that you intend to punish people just 
for existing whilst being poor 

I think you're missing playing loyd mysic and idling - which often we so go alongside 
drinking/drugs and keep people awake at night and pollute their air. 

I thought that riding a bike etc on a pedestrian doorway is an offense. 

I urge the council to take proactive steps to address these issues comprehensively, focusing not 
only on enforcement but also on education and community engagement.  

I want to stop the expansion of police powers in haringey 

I welcome moves to prevent antisocial behaviour.  

I will not agree for Haringey to squeeze the local people for more money or to increase the abuse 
of power which is used.  Bring back youth clubs and actually community events not just spurs 
event.  

I witness almost daily all of the above just outside my flat or even within my building (non 
residents gaining access). The situation has been getting increasingly worse as those who do 
these acts know that there are no consequences to them. The situation has got so bad that the 
same people are now causing criminal damages and can see drug dealing out in the open. These 
have been reported to the police but no action has been taken, which is why it will be useful to at 
least start addressing ASB before it leads to further crimes. 

I work in research and consultation and the framing of this questionnaire is unethical. People are 
being asked to respond to highly emotive statements in a leading way, without any explanation 
of how their responses will be used or by whom. You need to start again.  

I would also add littering. 

I would also like to see Vandalism - whether influenced by drugs/alcohol or not - specifically 
included in the proposed PSPOs. There is a lot of repeated low-level vandalism in the borough 
which people don't bother reporting. 

I would change number 10 to; 

I would change number 10 to; 'Riding a bicycle, moped, e-scooter or e-bike in a manner likely to 
cause obstruction, alarm, distress, or annoyance to members of the public or cause criminal 
damage by their use.' 

I would hate for our parks to be over-policed but I agree with some level of control. I think that 
the use of electric scooters and bikes on park paths is becoming dangerous as they go very fast 
and you can't hear them 

I would highlight that this doesn't apply to children, as mother or young kid they use scooters 
etc in parks and often need the toilet behind a bush!  

I would like more clarification on some of these points. What powers do the police have if say 
someone lights some fireworks for their children’s amusement or to celebrate Diwali or Eid or 
Guy Fawkes night in their garden?  

I would like something done about the homeless encampment at Harringay Green Lanes Station 
which blocks almost the entire pavement and causes a huge nuisance 



I would like the PSPO to put a priority on threatening or intimidating language of a sexual or 
propositioning nature, usually directed towards women, and usually in high street areas. This is 
clear harassment and prevents many from feeling seen or part of the community when little is 
done to tackle this. It most commonly occurs after dark, I have never heard of any action of this 
nature having been taken against perpetrators. We should all be able to enjoy our evenings free 
from harassment.  

I would like to know what measures are planned to be put in place to not only enforce but to 
challenge when the PSPO has been ignored. What would be the consequence? What information 
will need to be recorded over what period to ensure a PSPO is imposed? 

I would like to see the number of dogs allowed by professional dog walkers to be restricted to 4, 
or preferably 3. 6 is far too many. 

I would not be again the selling of those selling canabies on the Streets as some people use for 
medical reasons, as long as the crime rates, crime fighting and bad activity is kept at bay. If you 
remove one gang another would just setup causing more damage; it would be best that they 
avoid using younger children, try and get that agreement and that they don’t sell higher 
dangerous drugs in the borough with the gangs, and they keep yo Streets and to their areas and 
you would probably bring the issues to to bay. 

I would not like to see a total ban on alcohol in a social setting in public parks, provided people 
are behaving reasonably, even though I don’t drink myself. Many Haringey residents don’t have 
access to a garden and sociable drinking, eg with a picnic, does not cause much harm.  

I would not like to see them introduced I think will affect the already struggling members of our 
community the most. They offer punishment and not help and are extremely regressive  

i would prefer to see an investment in community support rather than a further criminalising of 
people, particularly poor people. 

I’m concerned that by bringing in this order people that use the park to relax and have fun who 
do not have access to a private garden will be persecuted for things they would otherwise do in 
their private garden if they had access to one. I feel it could be discriminatory towards people 
who have not got private outdoor green spaces. 

I’m concerned that riding bicycles has been bundled in with e-bikes and e-scooters. They are two 
very different things. If given the option, I would have said Strongly agree with banning e-bikes 
and e-scooters from parks, but pedal bikes should be allowed. I also think drinking alcohol 
should be allowed, but the aggressive behaviour should not be, and hope those two things are 
separate.  

I’m concerned that the provisions are vague and would allow the police to harass homeless 
people, those with mental illnesses or minorities even more than they currently do. Fines would 
be unaffordable for many vulnerable people. 

I’m concerned that the restriction on cycling on pavements is drawn far too widely and would 
create significant uncertainty about a large number of paths that are currently effectively shared 
use (though without signage to indicate this) and/or be used to definitively exclude cyclists from 
them.  Cycling in Haringey is a hazardous activity owing to the poor provision of cycling 
infrastructure (very few cycle lanes) and high traffic density.  The network of shared use paths 
compensates for this.  The majority of sensible cyclists should not be penalised by an 
excessively restrictive order aimed at the few misbehavers.  A more limited order adressing 
reckless behaviour would be preferable. 

i’m not sure what your intending to protect : the space or the people within it. and/or is far too 
overreaching and indiscriminatory 

I’m strongly opposed to the introduction of. PSPO in Harringay. We need support for vulnerable 
people in our borough not increased police powers which are likely to exacerbate existing issues 
like racist stop and search. Many of these proposals target homeless people. We need access to 
free public toilets, support for people with alcohol dependency, safe drug consumption spaces 
and medical support, free bags  for dog waste, improved cycle lanes etc not a PSPO. Please do 
not implement this harmful policy. I have lived in Haringey for the past 7 years and cannot 
understand how you could think this is a helpful solution. 

I’m surprised there is no mention of congregation of people, vehicles, loud music from vehicles 
on residential roads. Our pavements and roads are public property and why ASB continues. The 
peros know it is for the public and begace in an anti Sufism manner, so as they please. 



I'd also like to see something done about the number of people openly using class-A drugs like 
crack cocaine on the street. Again, I see it fairly regularly, we even had a drug house on our 
street last summer and there was no police presence in the area. 

I'd like to see more done to crack down on littering in our parks, and yes, that means more bins! 
Some popular Hackney parks have paladins for picnic detritus, we need them too. 

I'd look specifically at crack users lighting fires and squatting in groups, having apparently lost 
sense of where they are, in the early part of the Parkland Walk (Finsbury Park end). Also people 
dealing drugs in full view on the benches at the southernmost part of the park itself (along edge 
of path on the east side). Generally there is quite a lot of shady behaviour in the park, might be 
hard to stop though as sometimes just amounts to loitering sullenly in groups, which isn't a 
crime even if it's offputting and takes up the pavement. There's also too much urinating in the 
park, as well as excess improper discarding of litter such as chicken bones (which are 
dangerous to dogs). I don't know if the PSPOs can really help with any of this but if they can then 
great. 

I'd really like to a strongly enforced PSPO, particularly in parks and streets. For example, large 
groups of men drinking alcohol outside betting shops. The stretch where Lordship Lane meets 
Perth Road is particularly bad. Large groups of men, drinking alcohol, blocking the street and 
intimidating women and girls. 

If Haringey wants residents to respect their environment it must create a respectable 
environment first, like the Superblocks in Barcelona. They are brilliant for deterring anti-social 
behaviour. 

If I say I agree, am I saying that I agree it should be legal or illegal? If I say I Strongly Agree that I 
should be allowed to do that is that okay? The form is not clear. 

If police are meant to feel approachable and a voice of safety then they cannot be enforcers of 
petty fines that can ruin your life.  

If riding on the pavement causes alarm, make cycle paths or riding on the road more appealing, 
do they feel safe on the road? Were they riding along and felt confused and penned onto the 
pavement whilst moving at speed. If you believe these people are personally going out of their 
way to cause alarm, why? What has made them feel so detached from other members of their 
local community, do they feel abandoned by us? What sort of help can we give to younger 
members of Haringey so they never turn towards anti social behaviour? It certainly isnt a fine. 

If someone has committed a crime e.g. Harrassment then we already have laws in place for this. 

If someone is being violent in public or targeting another person, thankfully that's already illegal. 

If the cycle lanes end on unsafe intersections where should the bikes go? 

If the PSPOs can be backed by law, equipment and training, it will allow police to focus on a 
serious crime affecting the country. 

If there were toilets close by then I would understand, but until there are we should not 
criminalise human necessity. 

If this comes into law it will have an incredibly harmful effect on the most vulnerable members of 
our community, giving the police more power to target homeless people for the apparent crime 
of living and existing in public.  These powers will also be used to harass and harm migrants, 
people of colour, and working class people. 

If this happens near children’s play areas or schools then it can be restricted but I believe most 
people in the community are responsible and respectful enough to take considerations  

If urinating in public is an issue, have more public toilets, if you really need to go to the toilet and 
there is nowhere to go, I really do not see how a fine will help? 

If we really want to do something to make this area better, let's start by speeding cars, buglers 
and knife crimes.  

If you provided or reopened clean public toilets we would have an issue with people shitting or 
urinating in the street that would be problem solved instead of finding them.  In respect to other 
issues you raised I don’t really see that being a problem if you had community police visible 
again problem solved without dining your residents  

If you want to prevent people from cycling on the pavement, move all cycle lanes onto the street 
- and onto the correct side of the street, as these cycle lanes don't allow enough room to pass. 

If you would like members of the community to not deficate or urinate in public space perhaps 
you could focus on introducing more public toilets? And as for all other activities again 



investing in increasing community and youth spaces rather than punishing members of the 
public for using public space as they need to is what I would like to see. I want Haringey to 
support everyone in the community and not fine any members of the community in relation to 
their use of public space. 

Illegal parking on Moselle place next to the dr surgery. Cars are ALWAYS parked on pavements 
and double yellow lines. Trying to get past with a buggy or wheelchair is impossible.  

I'm a bit concerned by the DOG section.   Past consultations have gone large to suggest that 
dogs are a problem in themselves, and I don't think they are - there are hugely positive things 
around them that there aren't around (for example) taking drugs publicly.   It's right that owners 
should be made to clear up after them, but any other issues around dogs should be discussed in 
a different context 

I'm a bit concerned that the PSPO could be misused. I'm specifically turned off by preemptive 
clauses that stipulate "behaviour that is likely to cause this or that". 

I'm against providing the police with a blank check for harassing anyone they deem "antisocial", 
I don't think it's good for the community at large and it makes our streets less safe for youth as 
well as unhoused people. 

I'm bit concerned about the 'Harassment, Alarm and Distress' around behaviour. Who is defining 
what constitutes harassment, alarm and distress? 

I'm completely against PSPOs being brought in, jn Haringey! Please don't do this  

I'm concerned this is going to criminalise and further marginalise already struggling people.  

I'm really concerned about the potential for criminalisation of people who are already vulnerable, 
for behaviours which - whilst perhaps unpleasant - are not in themselves criminal.  I think some 
of these issues could be avoided by better provision locally and nationally e.g. more public 
toilets, more cycle lanes, better funded drug services that can support people with addiction 
issues. 

I'm strongly opposed to the creation of a borough wide PSPO, as it's a tool that I think generally 
serves to criminalise or encourage police surveillance and harassment of poorer neighbours 
who are more likely to be gathered in public spaces, and I don't think it's the best way of 
ensuring our public spaces are accessible and attractive to everyone. The one exception to this 
is dog fouling, where I do think the council should be more proactive in stopping this practice 
and punishing those responsible. 

I'm unsure about those categories that ask for a subjective judgement on what is likely to cause 
alarm/offence. I don't think fines should be handed out on that basis. 

I'm worried that these powers will mostly be used against people who are sleeping rough.  

Improve cycling facilities and people wont have to cycle on the pavement.  

In addition to the above i would like to add that the enforcement of 'pavement cycling' will be 
extremely challenging in this borough given the poor state of cycling infrastructure, much of 
which consists of poor or non-existently signposted shared footway. Evidence suggests that 
pavement cycling can be virtually eliminated by providing good quality cycling infrastructure, of 
which virtually none exists in this borough. 

In general I support these proposals. However, the caveat I would add is that there is a risk of 
any proposal such as this being used as a blunt implement to punish already marginalised 
people for their marginalisation. I think there need to be very narrow and well-understood criteria 
for their implementation (what does "in a manner likely to cause alarm harassment or distress" 
really mean?) The prohibition on drinking in a public place, for example, runs the risk of 
criminalising public drinking based on who's doing it rather than what's being done which is a 
concern.  

In my view the focus should be on behaviour that actually threatens the public rather than its 
potential to do so. For example, a possession of a pipe isn't causing a nuisance. On the other 
hand, riding a scooter at 20mph on a pavement is. 

In our local park, a dog owner got abusive when asked to pick up his dog's mess - his response 
was "I pay my taxes". How do you get through to people like that? It's a park children could step 
in it and catch diseases.  

In particular, the spitting and urination issues need dealing with as they are major health 
concerns. The alley way next to Boots has signs against public urination but there are ignored 
and the area stinks.  



In practice, giving police extra powers for these types of offences will cause more distress and 
harm to communities. 

In recent years public drug taking and homelessness has become a problem- even near my 
daughters primary school and our local park. It creates an unsafe and unpleasant  environment 
for us all. Haringey now has a terrible reputation and attracts anti social behaviour 

In relation to Prohibition 5 I would point out that there should be an equal obligation on the 
Council should provide public toilets.  As there are so few public toilets I consider that the 
proposal to make this an offence is unreasonable. 

In respect of dog poop, the wording is important - not having poop bags is not an issue unless 
your dog poops, then it is. The last consultation on this was badly worded, this one is not. 

In russel park there is alredy a closed area where dog can't go, but there are dog at every 
moment of the day 

In short, there is no recognition that Home Office guidance exists on the enforcement of cycling 
on the pavement. 

In short, this is a racist and ill thought through policy proposal which will only succeed in 
criminalising and persecuting vulnerable members of our community. It needs to be scrapped. 

In terms of cycling on the pavement, please take careful note of: 

In the appendix, Prohibition 1 (ii) prohibits an open container of alcohol but does not require that 
the user is acting in a manner that is causing or is likely to cause alarm harassment or distress.  
This means that a person quietly enjoying a picnic with an open bottle of wine would be 
committing an offence.  This is contrary to the FAQs and it seems to me that the wording should 
be amended. 

In the earlier consultation our action group, FLAG had added our concerns about car repair 
businesses being carried out in the street and occupying lots of parking bays, and your utter 
failure to do anything to take action on this serious antisocial problem. 

In the light of events condemning the police force for crimes varying from unreasonable use of 
force and miscunduct to rape and abduction, I don't think the way to offer safer neighbourhoods 
is by incrementing thier presence. These resources would be best employed offering social care 
and services that can help and support those in our communities who need it the most.  

In the past, orders like this have been enforced in an outright discriminatory way (which 
gatherings are considered rowdy or disruptive, or "make people uncomfortable"?). 

In theory I support PSPOs. In practice I am ver wary as I do not trusrt the police to apply them in 
a non-discriminatory manner. I think the problem of unconscious bias is underestimated and I 
fear the use of PSPOs as a convenient way to deal with people seen as 'troublemakers' leading 
to further alienation of segments of the community. I also fear it being used as a way to move 
homeless people on. I am strongly against defecating and urinating in a public space, but what is 
the alternative when there are no public toilets anymore? I don't like temts on the street, but 
where are people meant to go when even a homeless shelter requires money, and many are 
disbarred from the social support system. PSPOs cleanse a neighbourhood of problems for 
those lucky enough to have a settled life, and it is fair that they should expect to be able to move 
in their neighbourhood safely, but removing the problem from view doesn't solve the roots of the 
behaviour. Without alternative possibilities for people, PSPOs are in danger of becoming a way 
of criminalising the least fortunate. 

In Tottenham there is so often anti social behaviour, dumping of rubbish although not on the list 
is the number one issue in our area, would be great if this could be policed or controlled in some 
way as it’s ruining our neighbourhood. 

Include nos balloons and cannisters in the drug paraphernalia - they are everywhere and the 
balloons in particular are very dangerous for my dog 

Increased police presence always results in increased police brutality; police officers are more 
of a threat to civilians than other civilians are 

Increasing any police powers does nothing to control such behaviours. On the contrary, it will 
further marginalise and penalise already marginalised communities, and give the police even 
more power to brutalise, racialise and abuse with impunity. We do not want that in our borough 
or any other for that matter. 

Increasing police powers to prohibit the above listed behaviours will undoubtedly target the 
most vulnerable members of our community. Police cannot be trusted to keep our community 



safe. Instead we should invest in supporting our community's needs from a lens of care and 
wellbeing, with an understanding of how these issues arise, rather than punitive measures. 

Increasing police presence and powers in the area will not help make the area safer. What is 
ACTUALLY needed is community support and spaces by and for the community - better mental 
health support, more free public bathrooms, proper cycle lanes / fewer cars, better accessibility 
across the borough with the community and citizens in mind. Police presence has never made 
the community feel safer, and these proposed measures will only make the area feel more 
hostile. 

Increasing police presence only serves to dismantle communities.  

increasingly policing/punishing/c the community of Haringey invites many more harms than it 
prevents. Investment in community, care and improved public resources are what is needed.  

Instead of criminalising people for anti-social behaviour, address the root cause. Eg build public 
toilets; run youth clubs/activities; drug & alcohol addiction facilities. Fining people with no 
money—what’s the point? 

Instead of fining people for littering, we should have more bins. Instead of punishing people for 
using drugs and alcohol we should make sure everyone can access support they need for 
addiction. 

Instead of issuing fines, you should provide more public toilets, support people with drug and 
alcohol addiction, make roads safer, provide better cycle lanes, provide more dog waste bins.  

Instead of spending money and resources on implementing and enforcing this pspo, please 
spend it on tackling poverty and inequality. The powers proposed are draconian and will only 
serve to criminalise and will not solve the underlying causes of 'anti social behaviour ' 

Invest in communities in Haringey rather than destroy the community through neglect & 
knocking down council homes. Care for the people you want to vote for you, not follow the party 
line of the LP which is supporting genocide.  

Invest in communities, public toilets, addiction services, affordable homes, education, care and 
NOT further securitisation, I beg you! Let us be a community and not just eradicate certain 
behaviour that is often caused through poverty and mental health issues by violence! 

Invest in community, not oppressive police 

Invest in our communities instead of police. Provide public toilets instead of criminalising people 
who don't have access to those facilities! I feel so much less safe when there are more police 
around - I have witnessed too much harassment and use of unreasonable force against black 
and homeless people in our Borough and surrounding area, there's is so much institutional 
racism and sexism in the met police, I think it is dangerous go our community to increase police 
powers. Fund community services like community groups, mental health services, 
homelessness services and drug and alcohol support instead of criminalising and indebting 
some of our most vulnerable community members. 

Invest in people not police 

Is there any cost/benefit analysis of these available? I’ve not been able to find a breakdown from 
a quick look around. 

Is there some way please of including gatherings in the evening of men in vehicles who are 
noisy and loud and who leave rubbish on the street including gas canisters?  

Is there still going to be a separate PSPO covering parks and greenspaces?  

It is already illegal to ride a bike on the pavement, as is drug taking. Why not concentrate on 
enforcing the rules that already exist rather than virtue signalling like this?  

It is missing behaviours like leaving rubbish (harmful shattered glass bottles, junk food boxes, 
cans, etc.) and dumping food (bread or such to feed birds or squirrels) in public areas. 

It means that more police less freedom  

It might be helpful to expand on what constituents offensive, threatening or abusive language, 
and include gestures too; eg. if it's sexist, mysoginist, homophobic, transphobic, whether that'll 
result in a stronger responce, ie. a direct PSCO instead of a warning only. 

It should also be made a criminal offence for pedestrians to walk in a dedicated bicycle lane, or 
cross the road without due care and observation. 

It should be included: being loud in areas such as playground or squares close to residential 
buildings from 10 p.m. till 8 a.m 



It will have a disproportionate impact on homeless people, ethnic minorities, people with 
addiction issues, young people - I don't support that. I'm concerned about the Equalities 
implications. 

it would be good to control professional dog walkers by licensing them 

It would be helpful for women in the ward if large numbers of men congregating outside cafes 
and gambling places smoking and drinking coffee were not allowed to obstruct the pavement 
and intimidate women walking past.  

It would be unfair to persecute people who use drug paraphernalia who are suffering from 
addiction, without adequate support from the Council with housing and social care needs, and/or 
persecuting people who have known mental health problems. We need strong investment in 
rehabilitation and respite support services for drug and alcohol service users, and homeless 
communities who are disproportionately affected by drug addiction and lack of support.  

it’s evident that you’re criminalising the behaviours of vulnerable people, this is abhorrent.  

It's a good thing to want to combat anyisocial behaviour but one must be careful not to erode 
people's freedom and civil liberty by imposing rules that are too rigid. For example, allowing 
people to have a small firework display in a park is much safer than having it in their back 
garden, besides some people don't even have a back garden! If firework displays were free, it 
might encourage more people to attend those rather than have a display themselves in a public 
space. 

It's hard to argue that any of these behaviours are acceptable. I am glad to see that irresponsible 
dog owners will be considered alongside other offenders. I was nearly knocked over by an out-
of-control dog a week ago and the owner dismissed my objection with 'It's a public park.' 
Dumping rubbish is missing here. The pond in our local park is full of pallets, plastic and general 
waste. 

It's not just riding bikes, etc., on pavements that's the problem.   It's also parking/leaving them in 
ways that obstruct the public.  May be difficult to find/pursue the riders so target the hiring 
company instead. 

It's sad that this is necessary but given the behaviour I witness daily I support the proposal. 
Public urination on and around Philip Lane is a particular issue recently. However, the PSPO is 
only as effective as its enforcement, and given the crime and ASB going on unchallenged in 
broad daylight around the borough, I don't have much confidence.  

Just be reasonable if a homeless person if having to go to the toilet publicly do not punish  

Just to say I totally agree in all the above. We need to keep all our parks and public places safe, 
clean and welcoming to go in. 

Kitchener Road is constantly the site of drinking urination drug dealing contributing to an 
unpleasant and UNSAFE atmosphere 

Known drug houses on Scotland green where junkies que for drugs to be served at the door like 
a newsagents  

Kudos to the council for proposing a wider set of PSPOs to keep up with the times of declining 
public quality of life. I urge the council to also allocate incremental resources towards 
enforcement, as merely the threat of these PSPOs may prove insufficient  

Lack of public toilets in the area and continuous cycle paths to penalise certain behaviour. 

Large gatherings of people and use of barbecues in park using the park as though its their 
garden 

Leaving e-bikes that obstruct pedestrian pavements is also anti-social and so is leaving wheelie 
bins (in some cases permanently) on the pavements.  Another irksome problem is the recently 
increasing occurrence of cars and motorbikes with engines that have been made louder - either 
by tuning or removing silencer baffles or both. 

Leaving Lime and other bikes in the middle of the pavements as well 

Less police, less fines. 

Lettering is a big issue, which is not addressed here  

Life is too short, I think everyone should have the right to have a better place to live with their 
families. In this area, we just want to feel safe. Especially for children, we need to show them 
better behaviour. we want to be heard and the council should do something. This problem has 
accumulated for centuries and every day is getting worse. Lest us enjoy the most precious thing 



we have on this planet.  We just want to be safe the rest of us can work together and achieve 
more. Many thanks   

Listen to the people, don't just punish people. Provide safe spaces, provide care.  

Litter and dog fouling have become a huge issue in north Tottenham. The area is looking like a 
rubbish dump.  

Littering and dumping is huge problem for making healthy environment people want to exercise 
or be in. It's huge problem in Haringey. My daughters hate being outside due to this and prefer to 
exercise in their bedrooms rather than littered streets or parks. 

Littering and dumping should also be included 

Littering and fly tipping need to be prioritised in the borough as anti social behaviour as they are 
having a damaging effect on residents’ wellbeing, to the state of parks and playgrounds, and to 
wildlife.  

Littering and flytipping is a huge problem in the area. There are some usual suspects and I'm 
sure these people/houses can be tracked now. I for one can name a few houses that constantly 
litter on public spaces. Hartington Park needs more bins - groups of men drink beers, eat 
sunflower seeds and do not even take their rubbish with themselves. Every time the sun is out, 
the park is a mess. The whole area between Hartington Park and Tottenham Hale is covered in 
litter.  

Littering and flytipping should also be punishable  

Littering should also become an enforceable offense. 

Littering/flytipping/dumping should also be included 

Load of shit 

Loud music until the small hours of the morning in Brunswick Park in the summer  

Love this area have had more trouble in Camden  

Lumping pedal cycles in with motorised vehicles is completely stupid. The genuine problem of 
motorised vehicles including mopeds and electric scooters being ridden, often recklessly, in 
parks and on pavements is not comparable to a parent trying to safely ease their child into 
cycling.  

Making our neighborhood more secure and enjoyable to live in cannot be done at the expense of 
people for whom outside gathering is an essential part of social life, or for whom spending a lot 
of time on the street is an individual necessity. 

Many if these fines would have a serious negative impact on those experiencing homelessness, 
addition, and mental health issues. Imposing fines would make their situation worse and 
exacerbate the problem of antisocial behaviour. 

Many of the ‘concerns’ raised here are a matter for public health not the police & courts. PSPO’s 
really aren’t the solution, a council invests in housing rather than knocking down people’s 
homes & displacing people which destroys communities is what Haringey needs. Not this 
nonsense 

Many of the activities are already illegal, and could be addressed by having police on the streets 
- an old-fashioned concept, I realise. 

Many of the proposals are indirect ways to criminalise homelessness, which is unacceptable. 
Many of the others attempt to criminalise the symptoms/victims of social problems rather than 
trying to address the causes of the problems themselves. 

Many of these are already illegal / fineable. The problem is enforcement. 

Many of these behaviours and acts are exhibited by those who are experiencing mental distress, 
homelessness, drink and drug dependency. These overly effect those in poverty and people of 
colour. These are ableist and racist policies, which will NOT help the people experiencing a 
mental health crisis for example, only give them a fine they cannot pay and push them further 
into woe. You simply want to push these people out of the Borough, which is unacceptable, or 
make money of the people already experiencing hardship in Haringey. 

Many of these behaviours in their harmful forms are already covered by other legislation. The 
use of on the spot fines will target marginalised groups and worsen relationships between 
communities and the police. Introducing a PSPO will not address the causes behind some of the 
issues raised here - for example we need more public toilets and better cycle infrastructure, 
rather than to punish people.  



Many of these proposed offences can be resolved by  investing in amenities eg more public 
toilets. I personally suffer from prostrate problems which result in urgent need to urinate.  

Many of these seem aimed at homeless people, which feels unfair. I’d love to see you target 
actual criminals and thugs as opposed to people struggling with accommodation or mental 
health issues. Aggressive dogs, actual drug dealers (very easy to spot in our neighbourhood), 
illegal dumpers, drivers speeding in our streets - these are the people making life difficult for us.  

Many of these wouldn’t need to be implemented with proper services in place. Why don’t we 
have access to any public bathrooms in the area? This is an appalling approach to residents and 
the public. Be nice or say nothing. 

MASS STREET DRINKING IS NOT CHALLENGED WHEN THERE ARE EVENTS AT TOTTENHAM 
STADIUM. FANS WALKING TO & FROM EVENTS ARE OFTEN HILDING CANS 

Mental health should be a start . I know many residents who are having an awful time with 
neighbours suffering from poor mental health- it is seriously effecting their own mental health . 

Money needs to be spent to make accommodations, not criminalisation to make money  

More community space 

More community spaces! You cannot just criminalise being poor and marginalised! No one 
defecates openly out of malice --usually have mental health issues! We need proper toilets! Stop 
Gentrifying! Start caring for communities!!!! 

More cycle lanes 

More definition is needed regarding what would cause distress or annoyance in relation to riding 
a bicycle. Some people may be annoyed by a bike being ridden on a pavement, no matter how 
responsibly or slowly. I would not want people penalised for responsiblly riding a bike on a 
pavement particularly where the road is unsafe and there is no segregated bike lane. Therefore 
clarification should be added to the order that bike riding responsibly on a pavement is 
acceptable. This does not apply to e scooters as they are illegal to operate unless part of a trial 
which haringey is not part of one. 

More mental health workers supporting our residents, not cops policing vulnerable people. 

More power given to the police is a very bad way to attempt to manage these problems and is 
likely to be actively harmful and cause further resentment of police, and fear of police by 
residents. Police often abuse their powers and rewarding them with more, which won't actually 
help to solve the problem is indefensible. 

More public bathrooms for women, 

More public services rather than punishments 

More public toilets would remove the need for people to defecate and urinate in public. 

Moreover, it seems difficult to control (intentional or non-intentional) abuses by authorised 
officers. These officers do not have the training required to understand the social, psychological 
and medical causes underlying a large part of what is described here as "anti-social behavior", 
and this will most likely cause harm if the order is validated and enforced. 

Moreover, the feeling of insecurity when walking the streets, especially at night and alone, is a 
prevalent concern. This lack of safety significantly impacts the quality of life for residents. 

Most anti-social behaviour is committed by motorists who park illegally, drive too fast, park on 
double-yellow lines with idling motors, use their phone whilst driving, shout abuse at cyclists, 
close-pass or drive into cyclists and pedestrians. They vandalise traffic-counting tubes and 
make the air unbreathable. They cause serious delays to buses. 

Most concerned about scooters/bikes on pavements 

Most days I see some sort of anti social behaviour, mostly dealing or taking drugs around Green 
Lanes but I also see the majority of the issues raised regularly so I would really like to see action 
taken to prevent or stop this.  

Most importantly, we know that the people who are going to be penalised the most will be young 
black men in the borough, who are already constantly having to endure being picked up and 
searched by the police force. We all know and it has been accepted by the public and the police 
themselves that the Met is institutionally racist. I therefore have no idea, why a so called Labour 
council is willing to pour salt into the wound and set up a system which will make it so that 
young black men will have to endure even more oppression from a police force.  I personally 



think what you are planning to do is shameful! You need to think more creatively about how you 
can deal with problems in Haringey, rather than being so prohibitive and oppressive. 

Most of the proposals are already offenses in a book or another, they are simply not enforced. 
We are writing a PSPO to enforce things that should be enforced already but are not for 
whichever reason (probably money).  

Most of the street environment in Haringey is polluted and overrun by cars. Pavements are 
overparked and congested. Children cannot cycle in the street as long as Haringey does not 
make safe spaces available in the form of protected cycle lanes or filtered streets without 
through-traffic. Every day, congestion is so bad that motorbike riders take to the pavement - the 
council and police have erected notices that make no difference. 

Most of these issues are caused by underlying societal challenges - poverty, trauma, 
disenfranchisement, poor mental health. We can't arrest our way out of them. 

Most of these issues are public health issues not criminal ones, fining the poorest and most 
vulnerable does not make me safer 

Most of these problems aren’t endemic around here and I view it as council overreach to try and 
criminalise behaviour that isn’t necessarily criminal. The only issue we do have out of the list is 
very often people set off fireworks in the early hours of the morning. I suspect you won’t be 
enforcing these rules at that time so it’s probably a waste of time. It’s possible that the area of 
Harringey I live in doesn’t have the same issues as other areas but from my perspective these 
aren’t issues I come across at all so I don’t think the council should be trying to implement this 
borough wide and maybe should be attempting to be more targeted with their approach. 

Most situations given above are vague and out of context could harm homeless people that are 
not at fault for not having access to certain facilities. In other cases it could be people trying to 
enjoy their summer outdoors and some easily agitated neighbor could see this as fit to call the 
police and escalate a benign situation. Unless there are clear examples of dangerous behavior, 
targeting those for celebrating outdoors with friends is a slippery slope.  

Mostly disagree as this will most likely disproportionately affect marginalised groups, 
contributing to further institutional racism  

Much of this seems to target houseless individuals, especially considering the lack of public 
toilets available at night  

My answers mainly reflect my feelings around the criminalisation of already marginalised people 
and I don’t think that fining people for those behaviours stops them doing those behaviours. 
Many of them won’t be able to afford the fines. Addiction is a public health issue that often goes 
hand in hand with poor mental health and poverty and those people need help not fining. I 
understand that there will always be bad people who just don’t care about anyone or anything 
and those are probably the people you’re targeting, but there’s a risk that vulnerable people, 
particularly in St Ann’s ward, will be disproportionately affected. I realise that anti-social 
behaviour does impact many people in Haringey and it’s all well and good for me to say all this 
living in Muswell Hill where ASB is less of an issue but I don’t think PSPOs are the solution.  

My family and I experience ASB every day where I live and needs urgent action.  

My life is hell, my home and family are not safe because of the persistent ASB in the local area.  
police and council don't seem to be able to do anything as always more and new people 
appearing, it is never ending.  anything that can help the police and council can only be positive 

My major concern is that if there is a blanket ban in Haringey, the areas that need focus won't get 
the focus. I can see that the blanket rules are useful IF there will be other ways to prioritise 
hotspots and take appropriate action to micromanage it, so it's essential that those plans are in 
place. For instance Manchester Gardens was a lot better for a while but then both drugs and 
litter returned. I wondered why people were ignoring the drinking ban and then realised the signs 
had been removed. I mean this constructively but unless you are going to inspect for the 
presence of correct signage regularly it doesn't matter what you agree, it will be unenforceable in 
practice and you will also have trouble from casuals who simply don't know, in additional to the 
deliberate lawbreakers. 

My only concern due to the high level of homelessness is that with public toilets homeless 
people cannot help but have to go to the toilet which should not be criminalised. It is a necessity 
for them.  

My worry with these PSPOs is how they might be enforced. 



N/A 

National Policing Lead for Cycling Assistant Chief Constable Mark Milsom has commented: 

Need public toilets and community outreach to fix problems not stricter policing which divides 
the community further and drives brutality, unjust arrests and power dynamic 

Needs to define ‘reasonable excuse’.  

No expansion of policing  

No more police powers invest in community: youth centres, support for homelessness, support 
for drug rehabilitation, support refugees and asylum seekers 

No more police powers. Community support and funding now.  

No permission for people living at metro station or right in front of it. Where they accumulate 
loads of unknown items and leave them unattended which would normally be removed at the 
airport but it's acceptable at busy station.  

No person in Haringey should feel intimidated by another person's behaviour 

No PSPOs in Haringey 

No PSPOs in my borough  

No to more police power, yes to more community support. Police don't make people feel safe, 
the community does. 

NO to this cynical agenda aimed at criminalising behaviour and communities. 

Noise is quite a significant anti-social behaviour issue that hasn't been addressed here. For 
example, very loud music being played throughout the day, from idling cars or houses, affecting 
enjoyment of outside spaces. Haringey council's noise complaint service have not been able to 
help here - a noise complaint officer visited my property and said the complaint was only valid if 
the music/noise could be heard over the television, inside my house, with all the doors and 
windows shut. I love our neighbourhood and want to be able to sit in my garden / enjoy the local 
area in peace without this extreme level of noise disruption.  

Noise nuisance should be included - not listed anywhere 

Noisy behaviour walking back home middle of the night in residential areas and talking VERY 
loud to each other and/or on the phone keeping people awake is a massive issue so are parties 
with loud music going on into early morning 

NONE 

none 

None of these are inherently distressing without social bias being a huge factor in people's 
perceptions of so-called antisocial behaviour. Better resources for housing, mental health care, 
community social care, to ensure that people feel secure and happy in their community mean 
that they will not behave in 'antisocial' ways. This is the ONLY way to deal with this, not with 
heavy handed policing and incriminating. 

none of these behaviours should be fined - this makes them only restricted to poor people and 
criminalises behaviour that can be discouraged by actually providing alternatives instead 

Not before time. We need PSPOs because some people behave in antisocial ways with no regard 
for the community. I strongly support them. 

Not enough is done within Anchor Drive with all the questions within the questionnaire and 
especially the gathering of people mainly men and consuming alcohol and drug dealing 
especially as there is a sheltered housing building in the tiny road of Anchor Drive. It would be 
extremely interesting to know just how many fines have been given out within the whole 
borough and especially in West Green road and Anchor drive. 

Not sure fining people is actually going to change people’s behaviour. Very crude and simplistic 
policy making 

Not sure if a PSPO is the thing for that but who knows. 

Not sure what you are proposing as I can’t find information on how you propose to tackle this . 

Not the right priorities.  

numbers 7 to 11 are neither questions nor statements, i can agree or disagree with! 

Obviously some of these elements are not pleasant to experience or be around, however we as a 
society are becoming far less tolerant of eachother and it is a waste of resources, which could 
be spent on other community building projects and services. 



Of all these, in our ward, it is no. 4 causing the most persistent causes of harassment and 
distress. 

On a number of occasions I have had to jump out of the way very quickly of an electric bike on 
the pavement 

On fireworks, I appreciate the concerns but there might be times of year (Diwali, New Years) 
where it could be relaxed to allow people to celebrate  

On point 3, two things appeared to have been lumped together - drinking alcohol in public, which 
in most cases is perfectly innocuous, and 'acting in a manner likely to cause alarm harassment 
or distress', which is clearly not acceptable. 

On Stamford Road we especially have a problem with drug use and irresponsible dog owners. 

On the spot fines that people won’t be able to afford to pay are not the answer 

On the spot fining for petty crime in am area that is blighted with poverty should make you hang 
your heads in shame , but knowing what an awful council you are it come as no surprise  

One of the biggest issues is the contractor cleaning company "Veolia" they don't do a proper 
job. All pavements and most public spaces are filthy and dirty.   

Open drug dealing and consumption on and around Philip Lane / Dongola Road is evident on a 
daily basis as is alcohol drinking on street corners which in turn leads to urinating. There are 
many young families and residents in general that are affected by this unacceptable behaviour. 
At the moment there seems no deterrent at all?  

Or is policing wrong? 

Ordering on the spot fines of £100 puts vulnerable and marginalised people on a worse position. 
Instead of dishing out fines, Haringey council should focus their efforts on providing local 
people with safe area, resources, and support to overcome the issues above. 

Other than that, can we keep people from playing music in the street super late? Could we also 
enforce speeding, correct parking, idling engines? (so many cars are parked on yellow lines, it's 
infuriating with a pram / a bike). 

Our borough sorely lacks public spaces and toilets, cycle lanes. We also have a homelessness 
epidemic, so criminalising these behaviours is just attempting to fix these systemic problems by 
fining residents en masse. We should not be punished for the poor state of our city and the cost 
of living crisis! 

Outraged at the proposed solutions to these issues being increasing police powers and 
penalising & criminalising the already trampled on and austerity-laden working classes. We need 
more community help for drug users, more and safer cycle lanes for bikes/scooters/etc, more 
free-of-charge public toilets, more comfortable and free community spaces for people to exist in.  

Over- policing and fining is not the answer to the council underproviding.  

Over policing of our community only causes harm 

Overall, I am not in favour of increased police presence within our neighbourhoods.  

Overall, there is nothing wrong with the sentiment of wanting a cleaner, safer Haringey. However, 
many of the prohibitions directly impact people sleeping rough who may not have alternatives. 
For instance, prohibitions on public urination and defecation fail to consider the lack of 
accessible sanitary facilities for homeless individuals. Without provisions for additional support 
or alternatives, these prohibitions effectively criminalise homelessness. 

Overall, this PSPO reads as an exercise to show "progress" on tackling some of the issues 
facing Haringey - there are some good points in there - but poorly thought out, loosly drafted and 
will impact the wider, non-issue causing community by a overwhelmingly greater extent than 
those that are causing issues. This is even admitted by the Council in the FAQs - "The majority 
of residents, visitors and people who live and work in the borough choose to drink socially and 
behave responsibly" - yet they are still proposing blanket bans. 

Paper copy filled out at Mulberry Junction  

Paper copy filled out at Mulberry Junction  

Paper copy MJ 

Park Lane N17, near the stadium, has a lot of these anti-social behaviours and nothing has ever 
been done. People openly smoking weed and spitting is not on. 



Parking cars at night in residential areas and using them to play loud music, consume drugs, 
hold loud conversations, as happens frequently in Field rd N17, disturbing the sleep of residents 
in the adjacent roads 

Parks should be for everyone to enjoy. 

Particularly in relation to cars that park outside your home and show no regard for residents by 
booming base heavy music (often late at night and early hours); leaving their rubbish and gas 
canisters! 

Pavements are becoming unsafe and difficult to navigate for those with mobility issues and 
visual impairments because they are blocked by e-bikes, restaurant signage and pavement 
seating etc. you need to get grip on this issue  

People are living in parks, defecating, taking drugs. It is very unsafe. 

People in the borough are poor - how does the council expect them to pay fines of up to £1000?  

People should also be prohibited from leaving litter including cigarette butts and food waste in 
PSPOs  

People suffering from addiction are the victims of society and while some may want to paint 
them as problematic it is not them letting us down but rather the other way round. Rather than 
spending money on hindering society, money could be spent for example on drug amnesty bins, 
and targeting the issues that lead to drug use, such as better mental health services 

People urinating and defecating in parks is an antisocial activity, but the solution there is to 
build more public lavatories - our public spaces are sadly under-served in this regard. Giving 
police another power which they'll use to harass black youths is both more expensive and more 
harmful to our social fabric than just having more public facilities. 

People urinating in public places, dogs poo left behind, anti social behaviour, drug dealing and 
shouting in the middle of the night have happened way too often at Brunswick Park, 
unfortunately. It makes us afraid to pass by the area as well as being awaken in the middle of the 
night  

People use drugs at the end of my road on a daily basis. Nobody stops them. When I call the 
police they are not very interested.  

People with mental health issues and / or addictions need support not Draconian and punitive 
measures! 

Perhaps there is also more extensive explanation of what constitutes fineable “obstruction, 
alarm, distress or annoyance” to the public, but as it stands these proposals are so broadly 
ranging and ill-defined that there is a huge danger of over-policing the neighbourhood, which is 
likely to create further problems and civil unrest down the line.  

playgrounds, all benches are covered with spitted husk. it started about a year ago and now it’s 
everywhere  

Playing loud music both during the day and night  

Please add feeding birds or other wildlife.  This behaviour is leading to public areas being 
infested with pigeons and seagulls. This is anti social and off putting. Also, bad for wildlife.   
Why not add littering to this as well as dog fouling? We have a major problem with littering in the 
borough. 

Please can we also restrict bikes from our parks - they’re a health and safety nightmare! Bikes 
are for roads & across restricted spaces where they can learn to use a bike. Parks are for kids, 
people with disabilities and dogs to be carefree!  

Please do more to protect the existing community when football games are on. People who 
smoke weed don’t ever bother us but football fans make such a mess and fight!! It’s horrid to be 
around.  

Please include littering and flytipping as an offence. Haringey has a huge litter and flytipping 
problem.  

Please increase funding for community spaces and facilities, cycle paths, more public loos and 
bins. Rather than increasing police powers. 

Please provide free public bathrooms, safe spaces for drug use and alcohol consumption, more 
support services and rehabs for people with issues 

Please provide public toilets and community care, not punitive fines.  

Please provide the public with public conveniences if you do not want them to urinate/defecate 
in public places.  Some people have no other option available to them.  How would you conclude 



that someone was in possession of drug paraphernalia without searching them and why would 
you be searching them in the first place.  

Please put measures in for this as it will not stop without the proper intervention, many local 
people actively have to avoid and detour around this spot as they feel unsafe.  

Please put out more bins! People leave their rubbish everywhere because there's no bins 

Please regulate cyclists and delivery riders 

Please think of ways to address anti-social behaviour. Fines are one method but what if the 
person(s) involved cannot afford to pay for the fines? The borough (Islington included) requires 
more police presence and an ability to do more than give fines 

Police and security operatives are institutionally misogynistic, racist, ableist and the solutions to 
our problems need to come from providing appropriate amenities and care not carceral 
'solutions' 

Police do not need any further powers in Haringey in fact their powers should be restricted and 
their influence reduced. Fund mental health services, addiction services, education, and youth 
clubs instead with the money being wasted on this.  

Police do not need more powers to target the most vulnerable in our community. This is 
disproportionately affect homeless people, people living in poverty, people with mental health or 
additional needs. You need to spend time and money to support these people not trying to 
criminalise them.  

Police have enough power to deal with issues such as this as it is. Further powers are likely to 
be used disproportionately against minorities and those already in difficult circumstances. 

Police have not shown themselves to be capable of dealing faily and even handedly with 
minority, disadvantaged and vulnerable groups. These groups are likely to be negatively 
impacted by PSPOs. 

Police powers disproportionately impacts non-white people negatively, please do more to help 
all people and reduce all bias  

Police powers do not need to be increased. Instead we should fund the services that support 
people that actually address the root causes of crime. Please stop criminalising children and 
teenagers. 

police should be enforced only for serious crimes, using police force to give fines or even arrest 
for the minor crimes stated in this paper, will result in taxpayer money wasted, and once again 
not used for making better our community. 

Policing is not the solution to these problems. Police do not treat alcohol abuse. Police do not 
create proper bike infrastructure so that people don't have to cycle on the pavement. Police do 
not build public toilets so that people don't have to use the street. Do these things before 
bringing in more police, who will just put more pressure on the most vulnerable people in 
society. 

Policing people for cycling on the pavement does nothing but drum up fines for the council - 
often from people who can't afford a car or who are trying to be more green by cycling, which 
cleans our borough's air. Instead, prevent pavement cycling by providing proper safe provisions 
for cyclists as road users, where they belong. 

Priority should be if offences are commetted arpume children and at schoold traveling times. 

Proposed PSPOs risk criminalising and pushing further into debt the poorest and most 
vulnerable in Haringey. 

Proposed PSPOs will criminalize the most vulnerable members of our community and make 
public spaces less safe and accessible to community members. Many of the proposed Orders 
are tantamount to punishing homelessness - invest in local support services and community 
organizations.  

Provide a web portal to allow people provide evidence of breaches of the PSPO, similar to that 
used for traffic offences, and then prosecute based on them. This will increase the utility of the 
PSO as a deterrent. 

Provide actual public toilets before proposing to penalise people for urinating in public places 
when there is nowhere else to go  

Provide more bins & public toilets please! 

Provide people with public toilets, and treatment to drug addicts. We residents, citizens, and 
taxpayers,  who pay you to represent us, do not need patronising and authoritarian controls over 



our behaviour. We can deal with each other as equals, without calling in the state over minor 
disagreements. 

Provide social services instead of punishing poverty!!! 

Providing the police with more powers will only lead to further abuse of marginalised 
communities within the borough. I have seen some of the most disturbing oppressive policing 
tactics used in Haringey and the police that patrol Wood Green high street genuinely seem to be 
motivated by hatred and wanting to attack young black and brown bodies. The violence in our 
community is coming from the police themselves. No more powers they will only be used 
arbitrarily and to carry out the racist vendettas of officers.  

ps*o is disgusting, racist and fascist  

pspo claims to fix.  

PSPOs are an overstep into our civil liberties 

PSPOs are at best relocating the problem rather than addressing it. At worst, PSPOs are used to 
displace and further isolate vulnerable community members, often targeting those who are street 
homeless or substance dependent. Stop kicking people when they're down. Stop criminalising 
people who have and continue to be let down by our benefits and social care systems. Given 
that haringey adult social care currently has a waiting time of over 1 year between referral and 
initial care needs assessment, it seems pretty obvious that our community needs care, NOT 
more cops, and NOT more police powers.  

PSPOs are just a punishment, they do not address the causes of any of these problems. An 
increase in PSPOs only harms the community, and makes at-risk people feel more unsafe.  

PSPOs are not an effective or constructive response to people behaving in ways that can be 
problematic to others. They disproportionately affect homeless and mentally unwell people as 
well as young people learning to be part of a community. People with high incomes and stability 
just keep their drug paraphernalia at home. Pee and poop in their own toilets or are allowed to do 
so in cafes etc. With the sharp decline in public conveniences where can unhoused people or 
those with incontinence go to? Redirect resource to those being 'designed' into unsanitary 
situations. Housing first and MH support are far better use of public money  

PSPOs are not the solution to community poverty issues. They will allow police to 
disproportionally harass poor, disabled, racialised people. Invest in communities not these 
regulations.  

PSPOs are not the way to deal with these issues and I strongly oppose them. Instead of 
punishing behaviours, the council should be investing in: (1) safe consumption spaces and 
community care for alcohol consumption and drug paraphernalia; (2) free bags and more bins 
for picking up dog poo; (3) free public bathrooms so people can urinate, desacate and spit; (4) 
safer cycle paths for bikes and scooters so they don’t need to use pavements; (5) spaces to 
celebrate and let off fireworks. PSPOs will simply target those most in need of our community 
care and support and those racialised as not white.  

PSPOs by definition are punitive and follow in the logic of a carceral system. We know from an 
overwhelming body of evidence that these types of punitive measures disproportionately impact 
the most vulnerable of society while doing absolutely nothing to address the underlying social 
issues that plague our communities 

PSPOs criminalise houselessness and give too much power to police to arbitrarily judge what is 
and isn't appropriate behaviour in our public spaces. We don't need more police powers and 
criminalisation, we need more money for third spaces and support services.  

PSPOs do nothing to address root causes they merely penalise the most vulnerable for the 
consequences of societal inequality and governmental austerity. Anything that incurs a fine 
privileges the wealthy who are unbothered by fines they can afford while targeting the poor who 
will be devastated by fines they cannot afford  

PSPO's have been shown to be effective in reducing ASB, evidence from Brent for example has 
seen a reduction in ASB at football at Wembley.  

Pspos is targetting most vulnerable residents and is just a short term solution for making the 
borough look nicer when the problems will still exist. 

PSPOs result in a huge expansion of police powers (when the police are known to be inherently 
racist and sexist). These 7 behaviours will target the marginalised, forcing people into debt and 



exploitation, instead of funding community spaces and care, public bathrooms, and safer spaces 
for us all without surveillance and carcerality.  

PSPOs sounds like a dictatorship. PSPOs are against British values 

PSPOs undermine democracy. There are sufficient statutes to address these issues without the 
need to resort to such instruments which are a charter for jumped up jobsworths. Taking 
urination and defecation, how about the council provide adequate public toilets. There is a 
dearth of such facilities in Haringey and beyond.  

PSPOs will harm and discriminate against our borough most vulnerable members. Where are 
homeless people meant to go to the toilet if you have taken away all the public toilets? Where are 
people meant to drink alcohol if they can't afford to go to the pubs which have gentrified the 
local area? Our community doesnt need punitive monetry fines which lead to debt and poverty 
we need investment. 

PSPOs will not solve anything. The police don’t protect us. They are violent and abusive and 
have such a racist history in Haringey. Being more punitive against young people is not gonna 
help this! Please do not put this through. It will only harm the people that have already been 
harmed the most! 

Public drinking in parks isn’t causing any issues, neither is someone smoking in a small group 
not bothering anyone 

Public loitering, which is a big problem in the area 

Public spaces need to be - and feel - safe for everyone - intimidating behaviour is not acceptable. 
Not sure that fining people who have no money is the answer though. 

Public spaces orders are a disgrace incredibly fascistic 

Public toilets would be great for better hygiene 

Puitr Such  

Put resource into providing services that are preventive to the above issues eg youth services 
instead of increasing policing which only makes the public feel less safe after the government’s 
own report confirming how racist and sexist policing is in london - if given these powers will be 
misused against people of colour.  

Put the focus on care, not punishment 

Putting pushbikes with electric scooters or electric bikes in the bit about bikes qnd acooters on 
pavement is wring. Kids cycle in pavement to learn safely That's ok 

Q 10 does not distinguish between pushbikes and electrically powered bikes and scooters. It 
should do. Electrical ones ARE very dangerous because much faster and silent  and they ARE 
being ridden dangerously in many places e.g. Wood Green High Road. At 79 I'll confess to often 
riding a pushbike on the very many empty pavements alongside busy roads and I think many 
footpaths in such places should be shared by cyclists and pedestrians as in e.g. Amsterdam and 
Denmark. I resent a general regulation that would crimimalise me for cycling slowly and IMO 
safely for both fellow pavement users and myself. Pushbikes generally make a noise especially 
when freewheeling which makes them safer than electric things and they go at a speed fast 
enough to cause serious injury while pushbikes rarely do except if there is a head on collision 
between 2 cyclists. There should be a code for safe and considerate cycling on shared paths. I 
am mindful of a recent court case about a 77 year old cyclist who was run down and killed when 
told to get off the pavement by a pedestrian.  

Question 1 seems unfair in the sense that there is a difference between people enjoying g and 
drink in the park and causing disturbance. I would not be in favour of banning alcohol entirely, 
it’s the behaviour that follows it for some. 

Question 1 why not able to click live and work in Haringey? Which do you consider more 
important, one or the other or both together. I do both! 

Question 10 is too wide of topics covered and identifies several areas of problem and concern 
may be different modes of transport vehicle. I.e. moped as opposed to bicycle. 

Question 10 is very broad and it needs to specific. Most of the questions are broad, they need to 
be revisited  

Question 10 shouldn't include bicycles. It should only include motorised or battery powered 
means of transport 

Question 10: 



Question 3 are you saying you cannot drink alcohol or only if you are drunk and offensive? What 
about a birthday picnic in a park which may have alcohol? 

Question 4 are you saying that you cannot have any drug paraphernalia on your person? 

Question 5: 

Question 7 and 8:  

Question 9: 

Question four: 

Question six: 

Rather than fund police or expand police powers, I’d like my council to fund and deliver more 
clean, fit-for-purpose public toilets, more bike lanes, more drug and alcohol services, more 
public housing and better, ACCESSIBLE support for homeless people or people at risk of 
homelessness including housing, more and better mental health support that’s accessible to 
more than just suicidal people and accessible, meaningful support into sustainable employment 
including training and pathways into public services with sustainable wages. Introducing PSPOs 
attempts to treat the symptoms rather than the material issues causing them.  

Re: cycling on the pavement. I am a cyclist and pedestrian living in Haringey. 

Regarding drug paraphernalia - cannabis use vs. cocaine/crack use are very different. It would 
be more helpful to separate out the two. We have significant issues with Class A drug 
use/dealing in our ward, mainly addicts smoking crack pipes in people's doorways, outside 
schools, in local parks in the middle of the daytime 

Regarding point 10, yes, bikes/e-scooters are not supposed to be ridden on the pavement, but 
given that our borough lags so far behind its neighbours (especially Waltham Forest) in 
providing safe, fully separated cycle paths and protected junctions (the latter of which Haringey 
has ZERO of), I think you have to accept that people will sometimes be forced to use 
pavements/pedestrian crossings when riding, since our main roads are dangerous, littered with 
parked cars, potholed, lacking in any proper cycling infrastructure and not accommodating to 
even the most seasoned of cyclist/scooter users. 

Regarding the drug items: if they are stored in their bags, not a problem. If they are using them 
in public, it’s very different. A difference needs to be made between cannabis/being a bit drunk 
and hard drugs- I do not even drink, but if someone is peacefully smoking a joint, I don’t care 
(there is a guy on my street that goes up and down every day, NEVER has he been aggressive). 
It’s very different if someone is on crack cocaine or so drunk that they shout at me while cycling 
on the road or passing them by. And there is a lot of those, I think in my street we have 5 
characters that everybody knows. 

Regarding: 

Research has shown that LTNs result in lower street crime and improved health through cleaner 
air. There should be filtered roads, safe cycling infrastructure and clean air throughout Haringey, 
not the noisy, polluted environment in which we have been forced to live to date. 

Residents of Haringey should not be penalised for living especially those who are most 
vulnerable  

Respondent provided contact details but no part of organisation 

Riding a bicycle on the pavement should not be a crime!  

Riding a bicycle, moped, e-scooter or e-bike on pavements and/or in a manner likely to cause 
obstruction, alarm, distress, or annoyance to members of the public or cause criminal damage 
by their use. Could this be amended to include obstruction of pavements and pathways by these 
vehicles. On a daily basis across the borough pedestrians have to navigate these obstacles. 

Riding a bike is not illegal. Spitting is not illegal. If someone if peeing of defecating in public, 
then we need public toilets.  

Sadly, this is Haringey Council trying to paper over cracks with blanket bans, rather than put 
effort into the underlying issues. 

Secondly in your questionnaire you're basically conflating all drinking and socialising with anti 
social behaviour.. a broad brush. Target people who are actually causing problems, not the 
general public. What about those who have no or little outdoor space at home.. the homeless.. or 
just groups from multiple households. Are they not allowed a picnic and a drink together? 



Secondly the Philosophers' Garden in said park is now dog free again thank goodness but 
people persist in going in there with dogs. 

Seems like fining is not the way forward. Provide more spaces for people to hang out and I think 
you'd greatly reduce so called anti social behaviour. 

Separately, we've seen people openly dedicating on the end of the road by the high street. And 
other people peeing there too, especially around Whymark house. 

Should also be included. 13 Kitchener Road N17 6DU is one example. We have complained many 
times to the home owner letting agent to sort out the issue but no action taken.  

Should not be scared to confront people just cause of there colour  

Similarly, bike lanes to keep cyclists off the pavement. 

Similarly, I responded "strongly disagree" to "Riding a bicycle, moped, e-scooter or e-bike on 
pavements" because of Haringey's demonstrable near-total lack of interest in providing safe, 
segregated cycling facilities, unlike other boroughs which realised the necessity of it years 
earlier (a notable example being Waltham Forest, which used to be as bad for cycling as 
Haringey). This borough has the highest rate of injury to cyclists in all of north London and 
amongst the highest of the entire city. In places it's safer for cyclists to cut across the pavement 
- like the extremely wide pavements along Wood Green High Road - than it is to ride on the road. 
This measure will criminalise anyone doing so rather than choosing to put their life at risk in 
heavy traffic. 

Similarly, more dog poo bins. 

Since there is a lack of accessible, open public toilets in Haringey, it seems weird to prohibit 
people from urinating or defecating. What do you intend they do? 

Smoking  drugs outside nail bar barbers formerly the  Mbongo centre corner of Grove Park Road 
N15 blocking the  pavements  despite notice stating  no more than 2 people  can congregate  
there hopefully this will be  dealt with after 40 years of Congolese  drug dealers in the  area 

Some items listed are already against the law, such as riding a bicycle on the pavement or 
urinating in public, for example. Why does the council want additional PCSOs? 

some of our vulnerable substance misuse clients will carry drug paraphernalia and I feel they 
should not be targeted by ASBOS as there paraphernalia will help them not to contact other 
BBVs such as Hep C and has to be seen with a harm min approach instead of punishment 
approach,of course I would be glad to discuss these issues as case by case to the ASBO team 
as I don't want to generalise for all our clients  

Some of the homeless people have no where to go. some peoples language is what they think is 
normal while others might not like it. If you want cyclists to use the footpath less then make the 
roads safer for cycling. 

Some of the most antisocial behaviour I witness daily relates to cars: speeding, damaging trees 
with cars, playing loud music while parked for HOURS at a time, eating, drinking smoking, using 
inhalants in the car - then adding insult to injury by throwing the rubbish & canisters into the 
street. Also, I have to suffer through people idling their cars every night outside my bedroom 
window. 

Some of these are ridiculous and I’m suspended they’re even considered to be made offences  

Some of these issues could also be tackled if mental health services in the area were better 
funded  

Some of these may seem to be more 'serious' than others but in reality all of them cause a great 
deal of anxiety to different segments of the population.  It is also important that children have 
appropriate role models to follow so that they can distinguish between what is / is not acceptable 

Some of these proposed changes are likely to disproportionately impact vulnerable groups living 
in our community. Giving police further powers is not a solution I support for this 

Some of these questions are being asked in bad faith, there is no body who would choose to 
urinate or defecate in public without mental health or general health problems, no one is 
choosing the street over a toilet if they were given the choice. 

Some of these seem unnecessary as they are already illegal. Moreover, there is no enough check 
in place to avoid any unreasonable use of the order. In a perfect world, that’s okay, but in the real 
world abuse of power happens.  



Some things here seem to bundle up lack of public services with antisocial behaviour. If there's a 
public toilet then I'm not going to pee or poop in the street. If there's not, then sorry, we're all 
human. 

Sounds great, especially with cycling on pavements  

Spend your money on solutions that resolve the problem, not creating holes to fill in. 

Spitting - no problem if they spit into a drain or onto the road, but NO SPITTING on pavements! 

Spitting can be gross but it does not cause harm. What have we come to in society if we 
persecute people not for committing harm but because we dislike the manner in which they act? 

Sticking band aids on doesn't stop the bleeding. 

Stop fining poor people and taking money away from those who are already struggling and 
invest in the community - people are peeing on the street because there are NO bathrooms. They 
are using drugs because there are NO mental health services. We have witnessed the police 
behave in a manner that causes distress and alarm to the kids they harass in Haringey - fund our 
communities instead of taking money away from us.  

Stop giving police more power to unjustly fine and search innocent passersby  

Stop policing humanity out of existence, if you are against “antisocial behaviour” then give more 
money to mental health services, if you are against public urination/defecation than build more 
public loos! Policing is never the answer this is just a farcical attempt to gentrify yet another 
borough of London.  

STOP scapegoating poor people. 

Stop taking the piss 

STOP THE PSPO 

Stopping problem drinking is a great use of a PSPO, however i wouldn't want prohibition on 
drinking in public spaces (e.g. parks) 

Street drinking and drug use is a major issue and having spoken to Police we are aware fo the 
issues they face putting these in place due to offenders being unable due to inebriation or 
unwilling to provide their infromation. 

Street drinking and loitering needs to be dealt with. Blatant drug dealers standing around, 
literally on people's doorsteps causing all sorts of issues. Why are there not police in mugging 
hot spots? 

Strongly disagree with this whole proposal that will criminalise people existing in and using 
public space - we know this will disproportionately target people of colour, particularly Black 
men, who are disproportionately targeted by the police for stop and search already. Additionally, 
criminalising just having drug paraphernalia on your person will further exacerbate the 
ostracisation of people with addictions who need support and care, not a criminal record or fine 
they can't pay. This proposal does not tackle the root of the problem, which is the stripping of 
public services and health system, and instead criminalises people for living in the borough and 
using the public space. 

Strongly object to the proposed PSPOs  

strongly oppose pspo proposal.  i work in substance misuse (nhs) and feel our client group will 
be disproportionately targeted by pspo.  further, i feel it a poor use of public money to 
implement. 

Strongly support and hope to see rapid enforcement. Can you also clamp down on the 
evangelical/black preachers around TH station - I find it intimidating to be told I'm going to hell 
because I don't believe in thier Jesus. 

Strongly support the principle of creating a PSPO, though think there should be a grading to the 
potential offences as some are more serious than others. 

Strongly support the Protection Order 

Support/referral to an appropriate service eg alcohol, drug, housing support must be available in 
conjunction. They must be help for people to discourage the above 

Terrified of how this can be abused, blatantly classist, racist, ableist.  

Thanks for asking. These are all significant issues. Not stopping at a red light is also a problem, 
especially bikes and delivery motor-bikes 

Thanks so much for taking these measures and hopefully facing down opposition.  



That vague definition of what can be criminalised is ripe for abuse, and local councils up and 
down the country have used them to ban rough sleeping and begging so no. 

The above answers don't make any sense, this is not a legitimate form. Almost all of the above 
are statement that i cannot agree or disagree with that they'rer not statements - they're just 
sentences. I don't understand what agreeing or disagreeing with them means. 

The actual wording of the proposal is also purposefully vague so as to give the police and 
council officers broad discretion. We know that the Met is institutionally racist. There is no doubt 
that their interpretation of riding a bike 'to the annoyance' of the general public will differ 
massively if they are faced with a young, working class black boy than a middle-class, middle-
aged white woman. Or they will be much more likely to view behaviour as aggressive from a 
BAME person having a mental health crisis than a white person. We have seen this *many* times 
in Haringay's recent history, with members of community being murdered by the police when 
having MH crises. 

The alcohol prohibition is poorly drafted. Will the order be breached by consumption and 
disorder (etc) behaviour (known as a compound prohibition)? Or will is be breached by 
consumption of alcohol or disorderly behaviour. This is capable of clarification and should be. 
Finally, a borough wide prohibition on consuming alcohol and disproportionate and 
discriminatory. Not every resident is disorderly when consuming alcohol and not ever resident is 
privileged enough to own a garden. Drinking moderately during a picnic in a public park should 
not be criminalised and you know that. 

The basic idea of on-the-spot fines is fundamentally misconceived. Criminal conduct requires 
proper investigation. Fines also discriminate by wealth.  

The behaviours above around urinating and defecating are not ones that would be taken out of 
choice. Overwhelmingly those who do this would be homeless residents of the borough. 

The biggest concern is the impact on small children within the borough 

The council estate I live on and a neighbouring private estate both have a problem with a car 
repair business operating in the street, causing mess and using up parking bays. The ASBAT 
team have been unable to deal with this as current legislation doesn't appear to cover it. 

The council is simply using these PSPOs as a way to make money and to increase police powers 
around the area. Instead of criminalising this behaviour, the council should look into alternatives 
which would actually help the community. For example, more public bathrooms and more cycle 
lanes, as opposed to criminalising defecation and vehicles causing obstructions.  

The council needs to be providing support services for these disadvantaged people, not 
criminalising them. These are not police crime issues and are indicative of lacking public 
services not interventions that police officers are not trained to deal with. 

The council needs to invest in better mental health services and support as I believe that 
untreated and unsupported mental health issues are a major cause of anti-social behaviour in 
the borough. As is drug addiction. And why no mention of noise nuisance, which is increasingly 
a problem in public spaces and on the street - eg excessively loud music played through 
amplifiers and boom boxes. Furthermore, how does the council propose to implement or enforce 
the PSPO?  How effective are they likely to be?  

The council really need to think this through to prevent legal challenges on discriminatory 
grounds in application and whose views are accepted and whose views are not accepted in a 
civil dispute. 

The council should also get a grip on the number of delivery mopeds parked in pay and display 
places but which do not pay for their parking and prevent car users from parking and paying for 
their parking  

The council should provide a dedicated online or website page for residents to report issues of 
that nature. These behaviours are happening everywhere so we should be active in eradicating 
them. 

The cycling provisions around Tottenham are often dangerous for cyclists and scooters and 
they enable and even encourage cycling on the pavement with their layouts. The cycling lane on 
the pavement on Broad Lane from Mannions to B&Q makes it more dangerous for both cyclists 
and pedestrians by just STOPPING at the B&Q back entrance. Similarly, there are many small 
cycling lanes on the pavement by Tottenham Hale retail park and down lane park that encourage 
cyclists to whizz around corners on the pavement. Pedestrians frequently walk over these cycle 
lanes as the pedestrian lanes aren't wide enough. 



The draft proposed borough wide PSPO clearly goes far, far too far in section 4 prohibition 1.ii. 
Prohibiting the mere possession of open bottles of alcohol without the additional test of causing 
harm or distress is totally unwarranted.  

The drug use and defecation levels are very high in this area. 

The existing PCSO map and rules on the Haringey website is not accessible (broken link with 
403 error). How are residents meant to know the restrictions if the council doesn't publicise 
them? 

The fireworks one should have an exemption for Diwali/New Years 

The focus on ASB is welcome but please don’t let it be to the detriment of making public spaces 
for the community. Enforcement is a sticking plaster for a problem that can only be overcome 
with proper health support and employment programmes, but also crucially by overwhelming it 
with good community. That community only exists if it has the facilities to take ownership of 
piblic spaces. We need public seating, public toilets and bicycle infrastructure. Removing these 
facilities does far more harm to community than the ‘good’ of shifting ASB elsewhere. Better to 
provide enough seats for everyone, including problem users so that the issue is not 
geographically focussed on the few seats that exist and can be handled properly through other 
programmes.  

The Harringay passage is getting like an open sewer. These measures cannot come in fast 
enough for me, but how will they be enforced. Action is needed. 

The idea that we should criminalise people choosing a more ecological method of travel as in the 
bike, e-bike or e-scooter is ludicrous. If you do not want people to be cycling on the pavement 
make it safer to cycle on roads. Take as a positive example the cycle path on the high road that 
begins at crowland road, I often find myself walking down here and have never been disturbed 
by cyclists - this is because the designated space for them to use is available and convenient. 

The introduction of these restrictions through a PSPO would disproportionately target minority 
and disadvantaged communities through a system that is not accountable or transparent. 

The investment into managing this fairly without discrimination is not able to be guaranteed until 
police working in the area are retrained 

The is also so much litter and fly tipping on the roads around us.  It's awful. 

The issue of dog fouling is pervasive, particularly along St Ann's and Hermitage Rd. It's 
disheartening to see these areas consistently littered with dog faeces, indicating a failure among 
some dog owners to fulfil their responsibilities. 

The issues listed above may undoubtedly cause distress or concern to people in the borough. 
However PSPOs are not the answer - they merely result in the criminalisation and 
marginalisation of people who, in many cases, are already socially marginalised and require 
support, not fines and punishment.  

The language is too vague to agree. The police do not have the best record in using their powers 
correctly. A lot of the issues described above are rare and I don’t see it necessary to give the 
police more powers, to over police communities. Anti social behaviour is a direct result of lack of 
opportunities and poverty. The council would be best to focus on addressing those issues in the 
community and as a result anti social behaviour would decline. You are opting for an easy way 
out and to punish the impoverished in this community. I have had enough of the Tories victim 
blaming for the last 14 years, driving austerity, and you supposedly the ‘rebel borough’ Council, 
should do better! 

The main issue we face is large groups of organised football teams using the park all day, every 
weekend. These always descend into drunken parties going on late into the night.  

The main things I think are on point are dog poop, which owners must be responsible for, and 
fireworks in the street. One exploded right in front of my window years back and since then I still 
get stressed when I hear them too close to home. 

The measures proposed by the council will have no effect whatsoever but erode public 
confidence in authority. The Council should provide more facilities so people don't 
urinate/defecate in public spaces, for example.  

The met police are unreformably racist, the last thing they need is more powers, more 
authoritarian licence to brutalize and surveil communities of colour, lgbtq communities, working 
class communities and the youth. This proposal is an unacceptable empowerment of a 



dangerously racist police force. The solution to social issues is not more police violence it is 
investing in community health, education and welfare. 

The most anti social and dangerous behaviour experienced by and directed at myself in the 
borough is from drivers.  

The most anti-social behaviour of all seems to come from motor vehicle drivers who drive above 
the speed limit, or who pass too close to cyclists, who behave in an intimidating way towards 
cyclists and who regularly park in cycle lanes. 

The most anti-social issues are: car drivers in the adjacent roads travelling without due and 
attention and polluting our lungs; cyclists and scooter drivers going too fast in the paths; bikes 
just being left on the paths; no green space should be given over to docking bays or 'car parks' 
for bicycles, they should occupy only former road space. 

The most horrifying thing that happens in this area is the police brutality and racist profiling. We 
do not want more policing we want better funding and infrastructure.  

The most widespread intimidating, often life-threatening antisocial behaviour of all is the 
elephant in the room, not even mentioned in the survey – namely: antisocial driving, including 
illegal parking, pavement parking, speeding, close passes and shouting, intimidation, regular 
abusive behaviour particularly towards people cycling and especially towards women.  

The nuisance of balloons and gas capsules and canisters needs particular attention.  

The number of dogs allowed by a dog walker should be reduced to three or maybe four. It is 
impossible to control that many dogs and see where they defecate. It is threatening to other 
walkers  when faced with six dogs. Professional dog walkers should also be licensed. 

The pavement is where people walk pushchairs, dogs and where other vulnerable people are like 
elderly and wheelchair users. I am not a vulnerable person and find the cycle lanes on this road 
dangerous as pedestrians stray onto the cycle lanes forcing ebikes going at high speeds to 
circumvent onto the main path. Cycle lanes on the pavement are dangerous. 

The people who will most adversely affected by these punishments will be working class and 
marginalised people who are already facing a multiude of challenges and on the fringes on 
society. Rather than punishing the individual we should be support the individual. We need 
mental health support, public toilets, support for those who are dependent on alcohol or drugs 
and community spaces that are accessible to all.  

The police already have more than enough powers than they regularily abuse. This proposal will 
effect and crimalise The most vunerable people in the community who should be housed and 
propelly cared for. I strongly disagree and oppose this proposal. 

The police and the council need to do more to get the bikes and the e-scooters off the 
pavements in the South Tottenham area when there is a very good cycle lane in place that no 
one is using.  I would also like to see more control for all the abandoned Lime bikes.    Cyclists 
and scooter uses need to be aware that pavements are for pedestrians and people in wheel 
chairs not bikes and scooters.     RE question 13 please come to a Haringey Circle meeting to 
find out how older people feel about this topic 

The police are proving their interest in causing rather than reducing harm. 

The police brutalise and taunt our community, their 'welfare check' to my disabled housemate 
was aggressive and unnecessarily hostile, we do not need more police, or more policing. We 
need actual resources to support our community: food bank, warm space, community centers 
that are open, community spaces available for local projects, space to run the community dinner, 
a permanent location for our community fridge and library, more inclusive daytime activities, 
groups and opportunities for disabled, unhoused, elderly or otherwise vulnerable community 
members, invest in making st anns library a thriving community space. We will not thrive 
through furthering the police powers to control and punish the most vulnerable in our 
community.  

The police do not need even more powers 

The police have more than enough powers already. We need an approach that works with our 
community not by criminalising. We need more public services and facilities. 

The police should not be solely responsible to define what is considered “disorderly” or 
“antisocial”. It opens up the opportunity to abuse power and to apply accusation and conviction 
upon anyone who might want to contest the police or anyone person in position of power and 
privilege. 



The potential fine receivers are more likely to need local authority help and to avoid creating 
scape goat out out of the most vulnerable. 

The primary result of these measures would be to make the lives of homeless people more 
miserable. 

The proposal would subject those who are already vulnerable (eg because of substance abuse, 
mental health, lack of housing) to even more surveillance and potential damaging punishment. It 
would increase pressure on groups already subject to harms  authorities (eg BAME people) for 
behaviours that are not perceived as threatening in less marginalised groups. 

The proposals appear to be a drastic and overbearing expansion of police power to tackle issues 
which, while being inconvenient, do not necessitate police intervention. 

The proposed expansion of police powers is unacceptable. 

The proposed measures are draconian, are solving a non-existent problem, and would lead to 
unfair penalisation of the homeless, the poor, the young, and everyone at the sharp end of the 
Metropolitan Police's documented and self-admitted institutional racism. I would be 
extraordinarily keen to know how someone spitting on the ground in a park, or carrying a 
grinder, is such a problem that it would require this response. It is shameful that these stop-and-
frisk-esque powers are being handed to a violently misogynist organisation by a labour council 
against the interests of your constituents. These orders make me and many others in the queer 
community - who are regularly victimised in our interactions with police - less safe in haringey, 
and more fearful to walk the streets, knowing we could be persecuted at any moment by a force 
who have been handed the vague power to enforce the local petty authoritarian's view of what 
constitutes proper public behaviour. I will be raising the matter with my councillors, for so long 
as they remain such. I hope the electorate will demonstrate an equal enthusiasm to you for 
'crackdowns', in this case for cracking down on elected councillors spending their time foisting 
such racist, grim and unnecessary policies upon us.  

The proposed PSPOs give racist police even more reasons to stop and search someone. The 
police is not a neutral force. They are highly conservative and very often violent individuals. 
Their role is not to keep us safe. Their role is to maintain the status quo. The council’s 
propaganda for the proposed PSPOs is misleading and tries to fool the public to believe the 
police keep is safe which statistically they absolutely do not. They themselves admit to only 
solving 8% of crimes. Our communities need and deserve solutions to the that plagued our 
society and the police only makes matters worse. They are in charge of criminalising the effects 
of capitalism, austerity, neoliberalism and gentrification. Fuck the police! Free Palestine!! 

The proposed PSPOs target the most vulnerable members of our community and are explicitly 
racist, ableist and anti-homeless. They aid gentrification, pushing out the locals of this area and 
neglect our needs. We need safe community spaces and less surveillance- not increasing police 
powers in the area and exploitation of Haringey residents. 

The proposed PSPOs will criminalize the most vulnerable members of our community - instead 
of protecting Haringey residents, it will heighten inequality and alienate individuals in need of 
support and community connection. 

The PSPO needs to take an intersectional approach in their analysis of these behaviours. 
Section 5 - some disabilities may cause such an alarm, using abusive languages. For uninating 
in public, does the council offer accessible outdoors toilet and is working towards supporting 
those experiencing homelessness and so on? This can inadvertently fine those without an 
income on which we should be supporting  

The PSPO proposal is unnecessarily punitive, and will have a disproportionately negative impact 
on the most vulnerable in our community e.g. the unhoused. The proposal does nothing to 
actually address the issues we have in the borough, and will only lead to a spiralling debt for 
those who cannot afford to pay the extremely high fines. I have no doubt that the council will be 
very keen to bring in bailiffs against those who don't pay, as they have found this a very lucrative 
means of doing business in other areas (e.g. those in council tax arrears). The things we actually 
need in the borough are e.g. more public toilets (so people don't need to urinate or defecate in 
public), more dog poo bins with free bags available, more access to rehabilitation, mental health 
support and addiction services etc. Low-level criminalising of residents is not the way forward. 

The PSPO relies on subjective assessment and crystal-ball gazing, which is ripe for abuse. Even 
if there is an absence of evidence for these powers being abused, that doesn't mean we should 
put in place systems that make it easy to do so in future. 



The PSPOs are a disproportionate and harmful attempt to manage ASB, rather than looking at 
the underlying causes of behaviour by vulnerable people, they instead seek to fine people who in 
large part will be unable to pay.  

The PSPOs can be useful in targeting ASB within the wards on the Borough and would act to 
deter ASB. 

The question in relation to cycling is unclear with the and/or wording and is too extreme as safe 
pavement cycling may still cause annoyance to some individuals. 

The question on bicycles is very badly designed as it makes no allowance for children, young 
people, unconfident cyclists or anybody who doesn't feel safe cycling on Haringey's roads 
where there is almost no protected infrastructure for cyclist. Until this is available, I don't think 
this should be enforceable. To lump bikes in with mopeds is very unhelpful as mopeds should 
have been a different question as of course these should not be ridden on the pavement.  

The questionnaire has leading questions and sneakily joins unrelated scenarios. 

The questionnaire is highly loaded. The proposed PSPO is not the solution, it is an authoritarian 
approach to resolving difficulties.  

The questions are very biased, this seems overreaching but I do support stricter rules on anti 
social behaviour  

The questions make it difficult to answer anything but strongly agree. Seems like a foregone 
conclusion of results. Is this realistic consultation??? 

The real issue is not consuming alcohol, but breaking bottles, littering the parks, clustering in 
20+ men groups and disrespecting women and children passing by. Do not push religion bias 
anti alcohol laws into our society, but punish behaviour instead! 

The reason I ask though is because a lot of these seem like very minor “offences” which would 
require a larger degree of on-the-ground enforcement and administration to gather fines on. 
Furthermore, I’m dubious that introducing any of these as PSPOs will have any effect on 
mitigating behaviour, but will rather saddle certain sections of communities with what are likely 
to be crippling fines. 

The reason I put neutral is because I thought most of it was already forbidden. Yet I see it 
everywhere. Dog shit and shit with toilet paper on top so not from an animal. It is in all our parks 
near the bushes.  

The residents don’t feel safe in Most areas of HARINGEY we are worried about our children and 
the knife crime in general! 

The response to these social issues should not be to increase policing of public space, but to 
increase services for those using the public space in the manner described above- increasing 
services for drug users, people experiencing homelessness, more free public bathrooms, etc. It 
is an absolute disgrace that ‘annoyance or distress’ of some community members would be 
prioritised over safety and health of others. 

The solution to people peeing in public is to invest in more public toilets and the maintenance of 
existing ones so they are easily accessible and usable, not fining or imprisoning people for 
minor offences.  

The urination issue is only a problem because of the lack of public conveniences. If there were 
more conveniences and you reopened those that were closed, then it would be a different 
answer. 

The urination/defaecation issues I strongly agree with ONLY if there is sufficient provision of 
public toilet facilities in the area. Unfortunately, this is not always the case. 

The use and distribution of Crack Cocaine and Cannabis has become a real problem in the 
borough of Haringey. A PSPO would be an excellent tool to be used to enforce action against 
such individuals. 

The use of PSPO will be abused by officers 

The way these questions are framed is already concerning to me, very leading without the 
context of what a PSPO is. Of course I want to see action in these areas but punitive measures 
and extortionate fines are not the way to manage them. They will only reinforce marginalisation 
and push communities further away. We need much better community facilities and specialist 
care options in the borough. I would personally very much appreciate more public toilets etc.  

The way this "con"sultation is set up is disingenuous. Noone likes these kind.of behaviours. 
BUT there is already police power to address this. Many.of these issues are health issues and 



can be solved with better appropriate services for homeless.people, more.public toilets, etc. NOT 
criminalising the poor. 

The way to deal with these problems is not by penalising people who probably don’t have any 
resources in the first place. Why don’t you address the causes? Provide spaces for people to go, 
public conveniences, safe cycling infrastructure, great drug use as a health issue and target the 
source of drugs. Provide youth centres and services. None of this will go away under your plans 
- tackle the poverty of services Haringey offers. 

The whole thing feels too broad (both in area covered and scope) to be proportionate. Given that 
the alternatives cost money, it is hard to see this as something other than a grubby power grab 
to save a little bit of money 

The wording of the suggested ban on cycling on pavements takes no account of two factors-   

There are already laws in place which adequately deal with genuinely harmful behaviours in 
public spaces. The use of courts to deal with charges provides a necessary system to prevent 
abuse of powers and protect vulnerable people from police prejudice. 

There are already more than enough existing powers to deal with antisocial behaviour. Further 
measures will simply criminalise people who have no money to pay fines 

There are also too many drug users walking up and down the street on Phillip Lane and West 
Green road.  

There are better measures that can be put in place that support the community rather than 
criminalise them with extortionate fines. These measures will most likely affect the most 
vulnerable and marginalised communities. Please consider other methods such as providing 
more bins in the are and doggie bags, support for people suffering from alcohol addiction, 
teaching young people how to ride bikes safely, creating more public toilets etc.  

There are better ways to deal with these annoyances than this heavy-handed method!  

There are few public toilets in the borough and many have restricted operating hours. Will 
PCSOs be used to target rough sleepers that may not have alternatives?  

There are not enough places for homeless eople to be where they can rest & socialize 

there are rapists, murderers, missing people and child abusers out there, and you plan to waste 
our tax money of fining Mike for pissing on the road after a night out? Are you taking the 
absolute mick? Why are you wasting money and time on this? How about putting more money 
into cleaning our green spaces so people and children can enjoy? How about getting to the root 
of why someone might be drinking do much that they may get aggressive? Or maybe why 
someone chooses to smoke weed or use drugs? I have a friend who is schizophrenic and at time 
may act in a very alarming way. Does this mean they may be fined or even jailed for something 
for that is not their fault? Take your fingers out of your bum Haringey Council, people need help, 
support and we need to be uniting rhe community, not divding them and ostracising them. First 
of all we need money for a mental health team that can be a first point of call for people acting 
"aggressive", that is not the police or the hospital. Honestly, I don't know who bloody runs this 
place. 

There are real issues of drinking/drug-taking/loitering on kitchener road and dongola road where 
they meet Philip Lane. These are residential streets with families and people should be dispersed 
for anti social behviour quickly. 

there are so many things wrong with this approach. criminalising behaviour is punitive and as 
such is part of the carceral state apparatus. instead of criminalising behaviour we should 
address the causes of these behaviours. for ex instead of criminalising urinating in public build 
more public toilets. instead of criminalising driving a bike on the pavement build proper bike 
lanes. defunding the police would pay for this as well as taxing the rich. as well fines target the 
poor who cannot afford to pay them and are therefore driven deeper into debt. well-off people 
who can afford to pay fines are not impacted by them. fines are a classist punitive measure for 
dealing with societal issues. these pspos are the product of a right-wing council manifesto 
however its dressed up in its finest copaganda. cops dont keep us safe and cops dont solve 
crimes. defund and abolish the police 

There are very few public toilets in this borough. Fining people for defecating or urinating will for 
the most part target those who are already struggling. Will they have 100 pounds to give us? 
Focus on solving root problems for this community. 



There area lot of young people in my family. If the police or council officers fine them it’s us that 
will have to pay. But what if we can’t pay which is always? Then we have to borrow money on the 
street. 

There aren't public toilets, how are people without safe homes not going to urinate in a public 
place? This will only increase stop and search and police harassment at a grave cost. We don't 
want a police state.  

There has recently been a significant increase in antisocial behaviour in my Ward. As a woman 
with young children I find it really intimidating and I also don't have any power to tackle it. I'm fed 
up that the area where my children are growing is filled with dog mess, people drinking in the 
streets and people riding scooters at high speeds with their faces covered. It's scary. 

There is a great deal of anti-social behaviour that takes place on pavements, not just in parks 
and other open spaces.  I hope that regulations will cover this as well.  Cycling on pavements is 
becoming a real menace, with some cyclists aggressively maintaining that it is their right to use 
the pavement 

There is a huge difference between a bicycle and an e-bike, moped or e-scooter, some of which 
are already illegal. "Annoyance" is highly subjective and needs to be balanced against safety. A 
bicycle ridden carefully on a pavement on a dangerous street should never constitute an 
offence. Please make the roads safer before criminalising people who travel by bicycle. 

There is a huge homelessness issue in London including Haringey.  Many of these restrictions 
would very unfairly lead to prosecution of vulnerable people who have been abandoned by the 
government.  I cannot therefore support most of these 

There is about time to introduce the above proposal. Long overdue. 

There is currently a PSPO in place in and around Brunswick Park N15. Irrespective if this there 
continues to be antisocial behaviour ,  drug dealing loud bbqs and urinating. Residents and 
Friends of the Park are frustrated that the council and police don't seem to be enforcing PSPO. 
There needs to be greater commitment by Council and police onto the enforcement. Mote 
resources and greater visibility is needed. 

There is definitely the odd bit of bad behaviour around here but introducing these legal 
restrictions will only lead to more conflict and tension. I've seen the police in the area doing 
more harm than good by harassing young people and some of the local residents use them to 
settle grudges instead of dealing with real emergencies. There's already enough police powers 
to deal with the serious things in this proposal (unsafe driving, fireworks etc). The rest of it (like 
spitting in the street!) might not be pleasant but shouldn't be dealt with by the law. 

There is no good reason to give the police service that murdered Mark Duggan new powers, 
especially not powers that will obviously and clearly be abused to punish and harass people in 
our community who are already marginalised.  

There is no public bathrooms for people that may be street homeless to use, most businesses 
will not let them in and it's not always the case they can get into cafe to use the toilet. 
Criminalising them for a situation that is out of their control is not resolving the issue but placing 
those people at greater risk. 

There is not a specific enough understanding for what is considered threatening, disruptive, 
alarming or distressing. 

There is so much dog excrement on our road, Hermitage Road, it's vile. 

There is someone in the area who is also putting a slime/sticky substance on Lime bikes parked 
in the area. While I can understand the bikes being a nuisance when left inappropriately it's 
incredibly annoying to find a bike and discover it's rendered unusable because of some 
"vigilante" 

There must be rules attached to penalties for those who disobey  

There needs to be more public toilets for street homeless. 

There should be community spaces, so that these things don't happen in public: more public 
toilets, areas where BBQs and events that use fireworks can happen, free dog bags and more 
bins, safer cycle lanes, smoking areas, and indoor communal spaces, and safe spaces for the 
youth i.e youth clubs, academic spaces, career furthering activities. 

There should not be prohibitions in a borough wide PSPO 

There si a lot of antisocial behaviour that needs to be addressed. However, it is difficult to see 
how this can best be achieved as much of this already evident but not tackled. 



There will need to be clear pathways to refer people into drug and alcohol services when being 
enforced into an order from using substances. Also, consider if a person is street homeless, 
where will they be able to go to the toilet? I urge the council to consider the what next face to 
solve social issues, along with the enforcement of the orders. 

These acts will not be addressed by your proposals and giving such easily misused powers to 
individual police officers is very likely to increase abuse. Even if you try to use police powers to 
stop these acts (spitting? Being regarded as 'threatening') it is impossible to do this in an even-
handed way. Poor, black and brown communities will face the most intervention, often without 
proper evidence. Richer white groups will never be questioned or stopped. 

These are all forms of anti social behaviour that are common place around our school 
(Earlsmead) along with people walking dangerous dogs without a lead and it is of concern that 
current measures have not been successful in addressing them. I feel that the capacity to 
enforce rules is more of an issue than creating a further layer of rules. 

These are disproportionate, illiberal measures with poor specification e.g. spitting in a drain is 
not the same as defecating in a park.  These proposals are unstaffed and so will be enforced 
unfairly. 

These are just awful things to do and will make the neighbourhood worse not better. 

These are not the issues I hope and expect police to be involved with investigating.  

These are problems are due to people's  poverty and homelessness in the area. Fining people 
will make that worse, push them further into poverty. People need homes and health care. 
Addiction is an illness and those suffering need help and care. fining people will likely lead them 
into a further worse situation, increasing their liklihood to 'reoffend'. Would criminalise people 
unnecessarily and disadvantage those already prone to unfair targetting by police. The proposal 
will likely make issues in the area worse and the added tension this would bring to the area, 
particularly around Wood Green station where i live and this activity already takes place, as a 
woman would make me feel more unsafe.  

These are racist, classist, ableist and anti homeless policies which will in no way solve the actual 
problems we have in Haringey 

These are vague and can easily have a greater negative impact on those who actually need more 
protection and help.  

These fines will just punish people for haringeys lack of services 

These ideas are good but need to be enforced  

These increases powers will likely be used in discriminatory ways against people who are 
unhoused, suffering from mental health issues, addiction issues etc. Instead of criminalising and 
punishing people, something the council do is try to help create a safer environment by taking 
care of EVERYONE in the community. Creating accessible spaces for vulnerable members of our 
community would be a start, for example, the existence of public toilets would mean people 
don’t have defecate on the street.  

These issues should be approached from a position of community care, not punishment. 

These laws have the significant possibility to be used to harass and intimidate people that don't 
have access to much space at home. And to people with limited or no fixed abodes. 

These measure would make Haringey feel like a much safer and enjoyable place to live and work.   

These measures are clearly designed to discriminate against the most vulnerable people in this 
community, such as my brother.  

These measures seek primarily to criminalise homelessness, mental health and addiction. They 
are racist and will exacerbate poverty and homelessness in the borough. Please redirect these 
funds into support services. 

These measures will disproportionately impact members of our community who are homeless, 
asylum seekers, mentally ill, or otherwise marginalised. More money should be invested in 
supporting these individuals, rather than punitively punishing them. 

These orders seem targeted at vulnerable people with precarious housing, mental health issues 
and other compound problems. This plan would exacerbate those vulnerabilities (eg worsening 
housing, immigration and family issues through quasi-criminalising people) and therefore likely 
be ineffective in solving the issues.  

These prohibitions are highly racist, ableist and classist. They target and criminalise people who 
are most economically disadvantaged and vulnerable to being harassed and brutalised by police 



as shown by the Met’s own internal reports. These PSPOs won’t resolve these problems because 
the root of the issues come from inequality and poverty.  

These proposals are disproportionate and will hit the most vulnerable members of the 
community the hardest 

These proposals are too all encompassing and may affect people who are not causing any anti-
social behaviour. They need to be reworded.  

These proposed orders are discriminatory  

These proposed restrictions are too vague, and the wording gives rise to the potential for these 
laws to be exercised in a way that disproportionately affects the most vulnerable and 
disenfranchised in our community. These behaviours are not in and of themselves antisocial, 
and increasingly criminalising those at risk does not sit right with me 

These protection orders are against the basic freedoms we should all expect as residents. We 
have  laws already in place to deal with the environmental and health issues of public human or 
animal waste, and harassment, and threatening behaviours. Criminalising drug use and 
dependency is absolutely the worst approach possible as proven by every metric and outcome. 
The loss of the commons has been one of the great transfers of power and wealth in the modern 
era. In short, get to fuck.  

These PSPO’s will lead to cycles of debt and poverty. Invest in our community, don’t punish us 

These questions and the information provided are too narrow. Who decides if consuming 
alcohol in a public place is going to cause harm. This seems like more state control  

These questions are very poorly drafted and at first, I did not know what you were asking. 

These should be the standard, and we should not have to even think about having to control 
peoples actions. 

These should not be used to target homeless people 

These sort of regulations unfortunately is not for everyone as we well know police punishes 
almost only vulnerable citizens, so it's only for those minorities that aren't really minority but 
actually the majority of people living in the edges of society  

These survey questions are poorly designed. For example question 3 '3.Consuming intoxicating 
liquor (alcohol) in a public place and acting in a manner that is causing or is likely to cause alarm 
harassment or distress.' 

They don't address the problem  

They should definitely not be introduced. I oppose them in the strongest possible terms. There 
are many positive solutions that could be introduced to address these behaviours and the 
causes of them that don't involve giving the police more power. 

They won’t actually prevent harmful behaviour, they’ll push people further towards prison and 
crime because they won’t have the money to pay the fines. There should be more bins, youth 
centres and public parks to fix this instead. Or a scheme to get people riding bikes so they aren’t 
using lime bikes. 

They're needed and can only result in positive change.  

Things like peeing/defecating in public spaces is often more of a result of the lack of clean 
accessible loos than anything else 

This all seems very vague and risks becoming a mechanism to penalise homeless people 

This appears to be an attempt to victimise and displace homeless people.  how is someone who 
is homeless going to avoid the need to urinate or defecate in public places and who decides 
what is a reasonable excuse?  Cannot trust council officers or police to do this fairly. 

This consultation does not allow for an effective response to the proposals. Museum of 
Homelessness, Release and Liberty have collaborated on a formal response as a coalition 
encompassing local services, homelessness expertise, human rights expertise and drug policy. 

This does not strike me as an effective way to forge our communities  

This does not take into account the very dangerous and annoying driving habits that are now 
happening in my neighbourhood. It seems that the drivers who were once speeding down the 
A10 before the speed limit was lowered and cameras installed have now taken their behaviour to 
the side streets. Some more speed bumps might fix this. We are hearing "donuts" around the 
traffic circle performed at high speed 40 meters from our house. Just lovely. 



This feels like a money grab attempt, with fines being issued based of 'likely' and lack of 
'reasonable' excuse.  By letting the officer in charge decide who to give this fine to, you allow for 
people's own biases and suspicions to lead. Black young boys are disproportionally stopped 
and searched, in this same way it seems like they'll be fined for no reason. 

This gives far too much power to the council where many the judgments involved are far too 
subjective. These powers will inevitably be used disproportionately on already marginalised 
groups such as teenagers and ethnic minorities. This would be a disastrous policy. 

This is a disappointingly biased survey. There is no mention at all of the most persistent, 
dangerous and glaringly obvious antisocial behaviour in Haringey - that of drivers. Local police 
have this as one of their ward priorities but neither they, or Haringey have done anything to 
address this constant risk to the safety of my community in the 15 years I've lived in this 
borough. In fact Haringey has deliberately made it worse, by flattening out speed bumps 
because you institutionally value the comfort and convenience of drivers over the safety of the 
general public. 

This is a horrendous policy which targets poor and vulnerable members of our community with 
punitive sanctions. It's outright social cleansing and I am disgusted that public servants in my 
borough are even considering it.  

this is a racist and ableist proposal that just seeks to speed gentrification 

This is a really terrible feedback form - not only is it poorly worded but there is zero mention 
within this form of the disproportionate fines that could be given for some of these things, if it 
was stated within this form (I received a direct link) that would make a big difference in the way 
people respond so this form is biased and the results should not be considered valid. I may not 
like people spitting in the street but it does NOT mean I want haringey to act like robocop and 
enforce draconian and unnecessary fines if they see someone spitting. This all seems so 
ridiculous and over the top, the fact you have even included people who swear?!! So I could get 
a fine for swearing in the street if enough people fill out this stupid biased form? Absolute 
madness. I’m actually disgusted.  

This is a very good idea 

This is a very poorly defined question, it allows for an incredible amount of interpretation. 
Harassment is a very serious thing and should be treated as such, we mustn't hasten to conflate 
behaviour that we do not like with behaviour that is detrimental to society lest we live in an 
orwellian dystopia. 

This is all too restrictive and brings unnecessary policing into the community where the money 
to enforce should be spent on youth services and social care. This will be a really annoying and 
petty experience for the community at large and people with the least resources will likely be the 
most affected by fines they cannot pay. This means we’ll have an overly criminalized local 
population in a way that helps no one at all. I say this as a mental health professional who has 
worked in the community and finds legislation like this really obstructive and disruptive 

This is all very racist and classist honestly ! Unless the council provides 24/7 accessible, public 
toilets, safe and bollarded cycle lanes on every street, housing for our homeless neighbours, 
youth clubs and social centres then these orders are not reasonable. This just creates a 
segregated, two tier society. Please do better. 

This is all well and good but how are you going to police it when I can't get the police to look into 
a stolen bike let alone someone spitting 

This is an awful idea. It results in extra-judicial criminalisation. 

This is an excellent initiative. Haringey is blessed with wonderful green spaces and the 
popularity of using these spaces has only increased, especially during the pandemic. We want 
the green spaces to be welcoming and friendly to women and children.  

This is an incredibly poorly designed questionnaire and totally misleading, perhaps intentionally 
so. It gives no information to the respondent on what a PSPO might involve and questions 
presenting unpleasant behaviours without context or explanation will trigger positive responses 
that are meaningless without the proper context. I find this disgraceful.  

This is an unhelpful way to deal with social problems. We should be investing in communities 
not cops. 



This is consultation is welcome. The riding of bikes and scooters at speed on busy pavements is 
widespread and dangerous. Offenders should be prosecuted and the vehicles (particularly 
“stolen” Lime bikes) seized. 

This is desperately needed on Phillip Lane - it has deteriorated badly over the last 12 months.  
Open drug dealing and users, the same alcoholics drinking there every day.  It is not a 
welcoming or nice place especially for children and the elderly    

This is far too wide ranging and a blunt instrument. For example, what if a dog owner forgets a 
poo bag? Riding a bike on the pavement includes distress and annoyance, an ASBO for 
annoyance is wholly disproportionate. An ASBO where there is an argument and someone 
swears? There are many drug users who need help. Rather than punishing them, they should be 
supported and the dealers should targeted (very little done in our road despite multiple reports). 
Many homeless people have no choice but to defecate in the road.  Please think again.  

This is great as there is many notices but thing like penalise dog fouling, littering etc has hardly 
been reinforced.  

This is just an excuse to gentrify Haringey because it's a good excuse to push out homeless and 
low economic people from the area. You are ignoring root causes of 'anti-social' behaviour and 
taking the lazy option.   

This is not a ggod consultation as there is no nuance. I don't think people should pee in puplic 
but I don't think they should get a massive fine. Kids behaving in some of these ways needs 
dealing with differently from adults. Spitting can be cultural so needs thinking about. I have no 
idea what fines you are suggesting and how they would be decided. We need to tackle the root 
causes of these problems, put things in place for young people, make places nice so people take 
a pride in them Build community. Do better please. 

This is not an appriorpriate consultantion as it is not clear what the question is asking. For 
example 

This is not the way to encourage "good behaviour", it merely ends up punishing those who are 
poor and deemed unacceptable; the definition of "nuisance" is incredibly loaded against those 
whose appearance and behaviour is viewed as outside of the majority's comfort and norms. 
Increasing police powers does not improve things or make people safer. When people are 
already struggling, giving them a fine they can't pay does not help. I might not like dirty streets 
or people yelling near me, but I don't want people bullied or intimidated by the police. This is one 
of the ways in which councils go about criminalising the homeless. Putting more at risk people 
into the criminal justice system makes things worse and more desperate. I don't want to live in a 
world where we are punished and not allowed to lie down in the street, for instance. "Behaving in 
a manner that causes, or is likely to cause, harassment, alarm, or distress to any person(s). 
Examples of such behaviour include use of offensive, threatening or abusive language."? It's not 
going to be those who speak in an RP accent who are prosecuted for swearing or being loud in 
the street, we know that. Have some compassion, please. Address people's needs and 
understanding and consideration grows. 

This is ridiculous and unnecessary. Why not spend money on things that will actually improve 
the quality of life of residents? 

This is very needed in Haringey thank you  

This is wrong and will further penalise people from marginalised communities or the homeless. 
The council should stop and think before putting this forward. 

This misses one of the biggest issues for me - modified cars. These cars rev engines day and 
night, have regular car meets on residential roads, and use Haringey as a racetrack. 

This proposal is absurd and pointless. 

This proposal is extremely authoritarian and will inevitably be used to further repress vulnerable 
and marginalised people. Instead there should be positive services set up to tackle ASB issues, 
such as rehab and community mental heath support  for those with addiction issues 

This proposal is ludicrous. Protecting the public from anti-social behaviour works in a good 
environment with clean air. But in Haringey, most residential roads and pavements are 
overcrowded with motorists driving, parking or idling, driving whilst on the phone, racing, close-
passing cyclists and other anti-social behaviour, and the pavements are also congested with 
cars, rubbish bins and street furniture for E-cars. 



This proposed over the top policing will disproportionately affect the more vulnerable members 
of our community, and I am worried that some of the purposefully vague language in these 
proposals is very open to being abused or taken advantage of by officers 

This proposed regulation carries a heavy penalty for annoying nuisance behaviour and gives 
power to people who will probably  abuse it.  

This PSPO would only have the effect of further disenfranchising the most marginalised 
members of the local community. I do not support any such punitive measures, the focus should 
be on community support not policing!  

This questionnaire appears rather classist. I live in an area that would be more targeted by the 
prosecution of the behaviours above, when it comes to public spaces, those with larger private 
spaces can live freer lives. If you have a large private garden then why not spend your fireworks 
night there, or on a summers eve you can have a barbecue and a few drinks with friends. If you 
come from a more working class background and do not have the same access to private space 
ergo the public space becomes your sanctuary. It is part of the community that every fifth of 
November we have tiny little firework displays around the neighbouring estate, or that we can go 
and sit in the park to celebrate a birthday with a bottle of fizz. There is something 
quintessentially British about sitting in the sun (the few days a year we get sun that is) with 
some cans and some picky bits. In this cost of living crisis where the price of a pint has for many 
become extortionate, it is nice to still be able to partake in tradition. It seems to me like the ones 
that would be punished are those who society has already cheated. 

This risks being yet another way of oppressing the most vulnerable people in the borough. 

This seems like a real restriction of freedoms and given that the Met are notorious for abusing 
police powers why are you giving them more powers that will be used on the most vulnerable? 

This should also include cars blasting music at 3am.  

This sounds like it's designed to target homeless people  

This survey is loaded ie written to ensure a certain response is given. Whilst we might deplore 
some of the behaviours it's not right to give individual officers of an institution that is clearly 
racist, sexist and homophonic additional powers in a borough as diverse as Haringey is. The 
police are the most anti social group IE RACIST, SEXIST AND HOMOPHOBIC GROUP in the city 
thats why they are in SPECIAL MEASURES.  Are is the lame duck council going to monitor their 
performance ? 

This survey is not clearly worded- the wording of the response options is confusing. 

this will be mostly be used - as it currently is on my estate- to harass local community members 
existing where they live. kids firing fireworks at each other at midnight doesn't get the police out, 
parties of 100 people doesn't get the police out, some old lad enjoying a can of beer on a bench 
in the afternoon 50m from a pub does.  

This will disproportionately affect poor people  

This will impact the most vulnerable people in our community, we need more support not 
punishment. 

This will need to be carefully administered, how are homeless people supposed to manage some 
of these issues. For things like riding bikes on pavements, are these not already subject to the 
Highway Code? 

This would simply punish and criminalise the least privileged members of society 

Thorald Road in Bounds Green had a real issue with dog poo on the pavements. 

Those with incontinence or caring for others who cannot go into a public urinal with them may 
be too embarrassed to explain their "reasonable excuse" to a stranger and risk criminalisation or 
a fine. There are not enough functioning public toilets in Haringey for criminalising public 
urination to be lawful! It's not dignified to wet yourself because you didn't want to risk breaking 
the law by having a pee in the bushes. 

To conclude, I fully believe that this questionnaire has been put to the public in bad faith. I now 
feel worried about the state of our public spaces and parks after reading the tone and 
implications presented in this questionnaire. Invest in public spaces, not in policing those who 
use it.  

To me, this seems like it could be used in a very anti-homeless manner so I have concerns that 
this would be used in a non constructive way 

To much drug dealing and abuse  



To re-iterate my response to each question- I DO NOT want PSPO powers to be broadened to 
include any of the above "prohibitions". Fining members of my community and neighbourhood 
is not a solution to any of the problems faced. More investment in the strengths and assets of 
Haringey and fewer police would do far more to improve "local community’s quality of life" than 
any of the things put forward in this consultation.  

To stop these actions the community needs more support and trust not more fear and debt, 
more investment not more poverty through fines  

Too many peting shops. also too many fast food restaurants. 

Totally support the proposal. 

Tottenham Central is currently riddled with areas that would benefits from stronger 
enforcements. 

Tottenham does not need more restrictive policing. The proposals in this consultation would 
have an adverse effect on the area's most vulnerable residents. I have lived and worked around 
Bruce Grove for almost ten years and I have never been made to feel especially alarmed, 
distressed, or threatened. I was once robbed of my wallet by men wearing ski-masks, but the 
proposed order would do no nothing to stop this. Haringey needs to hire more people to clean 
the streets, it needs to close down betting shops, it needs to provide better funding to its 
schools, and it needs to expand the services it provides to support vulnerable adults, children, 
and young adults. 

Tottenham High Road, around Bruce Grove is a magent for anti social behaviour especially 
street drinking, drug taking, loud music and intimidating behaviour. 

Try to deal with the root causes of 'anti-social' behaviour rather than criminalising people 
already at the end of their rope.   

Tyson McVey@gmail.com 

Unnecessary over policing of our local area  

Unreasonable to penalise urination when there are very few public toilets.  You need to install 
many pissoirs, like the one at Vauxhall Station, & also provide safe toilets for women which no 
man may enter.  The question of reasonable excuse seems poorly defined. 

Until Haringey provides borough wide safe cycling infrastructure then I don’t mind people riding 
carefully along pavements. However riders of e-bikes that are unregulated who ride on 
pavements should have their ebikes confiscated as they are illegal.  

Urinating in public: sadly inevitable given that so few public facilities remain. Some years ago 
Haringey even held a widely publicised event to celebrate (your words) the restoration of 
Hornsey Clock Tower in Crouch End - said restoration included the permanent closure of the WC 
facilities beneath.  

Verbally attacked today by woman riding bicycle on pavement - refused to admit she was in the 
wrong, no one else would offer me any support - just looked at their phones... 

Very bad alcohol and drug use in the area.  

Very difficult to enforce  

Very much required and needed for the whole of the borough 

Very pleased that this initiative is being considered. 

We all want cleaner and safer streets but the community needs the services to look after it’s 
people not police them.  

We also get a lot of litter on the road which I think comes from the big commercial and 
residential bins on the end of the road not being closed and things just blowing out rather than 
people littering. 

We are experiencing increasing number of alcohol and drug use, anti-social behavours such as 
people people screaming and fighting at night (near Brooklyn Apartments N17 8DG) in our area.  

We can't trust a police force that's been repeatedly shown to be institutionally racist to enforce 
these policies fairly. If you want to reduce drug use then provide the resources and help to stop 
people turning to them in the first place 

We do not need further policing 

We don't need more punitive measures that help no one. We don't need more police on the 
street.  



We don't need restrictions on behaviours, we need support and services provided for those that 
are behaving in that manner. Don't blame the people, blame the environment. 

We don't want PSPO's to expand police powers in our community  

We get a lot of families being really loud out on the street late at night on Whymark avenue. They 
let their kids urinate on the streets. 

WE have a huge issue locally with drunks, people with mental health issues being verbally 
abusive and a lack of local mental health funding 

We have a huge problem with dog faeces in the Hermitage Rd/Vale Rd area. We also have a huge 
problem with fly tipping on the corner of Vale and Hermitage Roads.  

We have some issues with low level ASB, including mopeds riding on pavements and down 
pedestrian alleyways, dog fouling, public urination, drug dealing. There is an alleyway next to 
our house, which is generally safe, well lit, cleaned, maintained and widely used by residents 
and visitors to Ally Pally, but this does not stop these incidents occurring both in the alleyway 
and other areas nearby. Where there's an opportunity to crackdown on more dangerous activity 
like vehicles driving on pavements, that would be welcomed. 

We need a more robust system of reporting and a number to call when we see issues happening. 
I don’t want to call 999 when a more local option should be available.we also need a better way 
to police pubs that do not respect their neighbourhoods 

We need more community and social services and less police criminalising vulnerable people 

We need more community spaces, more safe places for addicted drug users to consume and 
more support for them in getting clean, more bins + free bags for dog poo. We need more 
community-orientales places for people to gather and celebrate together, less expensive pubs + 
bars. These new restrictions would penalize the vulnerable. I think measures need to be put in 
place to make haringey a stronger community that can support its vulnerable residents, not 
criminalize them 

We need more controls to keep the area clean 

We need more education on how to build a peaceful community and not more police 

We need more effective solutions not prohibitios and fines, e.g. fix the public toilets at Turnpike 
Lane station so people have somewhere to urinate 

We need to invest in harm reduction and drug user support, housing, mental healthcare and the 
root causes that lead to drug abuse and offensive behaviour. Fining is not a long term solution 
and these PSPOs just provide an illusion of addressing social problems. 

We need to stop giving police more power. They are racists, xenophobic, sexist and more often 
than not abuse the powers they have. 

We need to tackle ASB related to drink and drugs, before we start going after dog owners who 
may have forgotten to take a poop bag with them.  

We need to tackle the causes of this behaviour- people so alienated from one another because 
they and the world around them are so shit. THEN I might agree with some of the above but not 
while people's basic needs are going unaddressed. We need kindness not even more aggression 
and bullying and like as not it will be Black people and the homeless who will bear the brunt of 
such prohibitions. It's a racist charter. 

We need to work together in this rebel borough to oppose the government cuts and austerity 
policies which are undermining civil society - and the new cuts which are likely to follow after 4 
July. 

We operate a community run public house on the fringes of Bruce Castle Park - the Antwerp 
Arms. We are concerned that a prohibition on alcohol consumption in parks could impact on our 
sales. We are a marginal business and rely on trade in the summer months connected to people 
using the park if we are to survive. People carry drinks from our pub into the park. We have not 
experienced any instances of anti social behaviour and do make an effort to manage our 
boundary with the park. Other cafes connected to parks in the borough may wish to sell alcohol 
in a responsible way and a blanket ban would prevent this.. 

We oppose the proposed PSPO and this submission should be read in conjunction with our 14 
page joint response, which has also been shared with the relevant councillors and officers. 

We should be looking at community care and support options, not punishment! 

We should be very cautious about giving the police extra powers, which seem to predominantly 
target vulnerable people and ethnic minorities. 



We should be very concerned about giving the police more powers considering not enough has 
been done to address the institutional racism, Sexism and homophobia  

We should keep streets clean using public toilets, not by arresting people. I don't want my 
neighbours arrested for drinking or playing music in the park. Let people be. 

We should not be giving biased police officers in an unjust legal system the power to fine or 
detain citizens. This would harm the community, aid the gentrification that is pushing out 
members who have lived here their whole lives, and shows a distrust and disrespect to the 
people who make this community.  

We urgently need policing in the Brunswick Park area. 

we’re broke enough as it is.  

Weeing is fine as there are NO public toilet facilities and MANY people cannot hold on. 

Weird to lump crack cocaine and weed use together. I don't mind about people doing downers. I 
do care about people doing uppers. 

West Green road is being a waste ground and constantly has people drinking, urinating and 
dumping rubbing there. 

What a load of shite, do something meaningful instead of fining people for living you weirdos  

What about Consuming intoxicating liquor (alcohol) in a public place but without acting in a 
manner that is causing or is likely to cause alarm harassment or distress? The pspo should be 
clear if this is allowed as at present this looks like a subset of PT.5 

What about exhaust boosters on cars and bikes and racing them on public roads, especially at 
night?  

What about littering? So many people litter all across London, why not crack down on that also? 

What about powers to move on rough sleepers who have been in the same spot for weeks and 
have refused help from outreach teams such as those in Chestnuts park and under the bridge ar 
Harringay Green Lanes 

What about van/ car  drivers parking on pavements ruining grass verges over night and 
weekends. 

What are you going to do about the many motorcycles that park opposite Waitrose in Crouch 
End and in muswell hill they are a dangerous to cyclists and pedestrians sre a menace and 
jeopardise road safety and dominate parking bays  

What constitutes a 'reasonable excuse'?  

What is a reasonable excuse for carrying a crack pipe? Aren't there other laws that cover many 
of these points already? 

What is 'distress' or 'harrassment'? Suggesting that Israel is committing war crimes is now 
deemed distressing or harassment by some. This is too vague and open to abuse.  

What is this actually meant to achieve? As is well documented, complex social issues like 
homelessness can’t be solved by criminal punishment. Instead it's just cheap authoritarian 
populism - far from the commitment to social justice I want from a Labour council. 

WHEN THERE ARE EVENTS AT Spurs stadium busses are divered, last rugby event Bruce Grove 
station was closed causing me inconvenience & distress.  

When we walk through the square with our children we feel fear and embarrassment. 

Where i live (really close to Bruce Grove station), basic illegal stuff is not enforced at all - what 
will it change to have these in place? 

While dog faeces are disgusting and should be picked up by dog owners, providing more dog 
waste bins is a better way to deal with the issue than policing the owners. 

While everyone will have different opinions on the most anti-social activities, drugs and 
scooters/bikes ridden too fast always feel the most antisocial. Dogs defecating is also very high 
on the list. 

While many of these issues are important to address, I disagree with these prohibitions being 
included in a borough wide PSPO as I believe policing and punitive solutions to do not solve 
social problems. I constantly see police in Tottenham apprehending and causing distress to 
poor, racialised, migrant and/or unhoused people, which is extremely distressing to witness and 
I can't help but think this is doing more harm than good. I can't even comprehend what good it is 
supposed to be doing at all. I can easily see these prohibitions being used to target and harm 
these very groups, causing a lack of safety within our community. 



While people riding e-bikes and e-scooters on the footpaths can be dangerous, many people 
such as myself don't feel safe riding our (not electric) bikes on the roads. We need more cycle 
lanes that are well designed that are not just a few meters that end in busy traffic. 

Whilst I agree with the idea of a PSPO to create more safety and improve the area, I think there's 
nuance that must be considered. These questions are vague and don't allow for elaboration or 
solutions as some instances are more acceptable than others rather than a blanket ban.  

Whilst I can see these are negative social issues, I do not believe that fines and increased 
policing powers are in anyway helpful to the safety of residents here. If residents have turned to 
drugs or alcohol then worsening their economic positioning is more likely to continue this 
behaviour, their anti social behaviour is a symptom of a social issue that has made them turn to 
drugs and alcohol. What we need is increased services, if there is too much dog poo everywhere 
then are there enough spaces for dogs to walk, are there enough bins, do people have access to 
affordable ways of cleaning this up or could they get caught out without any way to do anything. 
Do they feel like they want to do anything? These are not issues that will be solved with a fine, 
there still wont be the spaces to walk a dog, there still wont be enough bins, and there will be 
even less ability to afford dog bags. 

Whilst yes the above things can be seen in a negative light a PSPO order which is stricter is not 
the answer as it targets those in our community who are already marginalised and very 
vulnerable. You need to address the reason why people may be exhibiting these behaviours  

Who defines what constitutes threatening language as some may view simply complaining about 
a service in a Green space to amount to 'threatening language? 

Why are people paying fines when we should have more bathrooms, more funding for services, 
better facilities in the council?  

Why do the question start at no.3 and why have you not included dropping litter? 

Why has the Met police been found as institutionally racist? Why are sexual assault convictions 
so low but drug arrests so high? Why have so many people people died in police custody? What 
about Cris Kaba? Sarah Everett? Who in their right mind would know this and grant the Met 
police more power? 

Why is this necessary? Most of these are already illegal in one way or another, or can 
straightforwardly be alleviated by e.g. providing more public toilets. 

Why isn't playing loud music in the list of disturbances likely to cause distress? For years there 
have been overnight raves in Markfield Park and neither the council nor the police have stopped 
them occuring. Now Markfield is like the wild west with huge parties, mini festivals and people 
setting up large speakers blaring out their 'music'. 

Why no prohibition of noise nuisance? 

Will there be an appeal process? If so, will this be an internal process and will there be an 
opportunity to appeal to the County Court - especially if the person or persons being accused - 
may have a protected characteristic and may potentially be targeted via the new park asbos by 
those with potentially malicious agendas. 

Will you arrest these people? 

with reference to bicycles on the pavement, if the roads were safer and more was done about 
dangerous car driving, cars stopping at lights on a restricted bicycle space without any fear of 
prosicution and car doors being opened directly in the path of of on coming cyclists without due 
care and attention. 

with regards "Consuming intoxicating liquor" so long as it is not a ban on consuming alcohol for 
all. I don't agree with this, the minority ruining experiences for the majority. But if it's based on 
"and acting in a manner that is causing or is likely to cause alarm harassment or distress" then I 
agree 

Woodside Park, men always drinking and smoking dope. Urinating and making the park a dirty 
littered mess.  

Woodside Ward and the whole of Haringey desperately need the return of PSPO's . Woodside 
ward is a dumping ground for rubbish, multiple areas where people gather and drink alchohol , 
spitting a common site , even to the point where cases of TB returned to haringey its a 
dangerous and filthy habit . Groups parking up in cars all night drinking and standing on the 
pavements getting stoned and drunk . Its just standard practice now.  Dogs off leads in small 



parks and too many dogs of leads in the larger parks , there needs to be designated areas for 
dogs off leads.  

Would be keen to understand restrictions on bbqs that damage local wildlife and fauna in public 
parks  

would encourage more people to use parks and public spaces 

Would like to know the areas being proposed  

Yeah, I agree with most of these things being addressed, but they are crimes at the minute that 
aren't being policed properly. Why should I believe that the council rather than the police 
tackling this stuff (as they should) be the solution. I also worry that all the prejudice (especially 
racism) that the police bring to their role won't also be evident in how these issues are dealt with 
and how people are targetted. 

YES to a positive alternative of support, discussion and engagement. 

Yes, dog owners should be responsible for their own dog's poo just as parents are responsible 
for their children's poo. 

You don't invest in the community therefore the calibre of people in haringey is awful and trashy 
- just like the members running the council. 

You have closed all public toilets down people dont even hide the fact they are using the street 
as a toilet ,police take too long to respond to anti social behaviour or just ignore it it happens all 
day everyday on the high road we need more police on the street 

You have designed this survey to elicit agreement - i.e. you just want people to tick boxes 
because they agree "Yes these behaviours are bad". The crucial information you've omitted is 
that breaching behaviours listed in a PSPO carries on-the-spot fines of up to £100. If a person 
doesn’t pay, they face prosecution in the Magistrates’ Court and a possible £1,000 penalty. 

You just want to make money not prevent the problem greed  

You need to act on this issue and show some guts. 

You need to provide toilets for people to use 

You should distinguish between being in possession of drug paraphenelia and openly using it, 
they are different things in terms of public space. 

You should not be giving the police these powers, it is inevitable that vulnerable people will 
suffer as a result. You should be investing in supporting vulnerable communities not 
encouraging antagonism and division.  

Younger children riding bikes on pavements, assuming respectful/considerate behaviour 
towards pedestrians should be expempt 

your consultation is heavily biased and worded in a way as to only achieve one result. You list a 
number of social problems, that any reasonable minded person would be opposed to and take  
no responsibility for providing solutions other than to criminalise people with social problems 
often caused by excessively authoritarian police and politicians. 

Your consultation is insufficient as it does not explain the consequences of each action. Being 
fined £100, rising to £1000 should be explained, because while I personally do not like humans 
defecating or urinating in public, Haringey council has done NOTHING to ensure adequate public 
access to toilet facilities across the borough. In fact it has removed public toilet facilities. This is 
just one example of why I say that your consultation is inadequate, corrupt, ridiculous, and 
obviously you are not going to take seriously the responses or understand generally why these 
"behaviours" occur. I am therefore left no choice but to strongly disagree with all the statements. 

Your terms are vague; it is impossible to know how you would target the provisions of the PSPO; 
it creates the possibility of subjective and discriminatory action; it does not tackle the problem 
of homelessness and drug use but on the contrary risks further victimisation of people who are 
homeless or who use drugs. 

You're increasing police powers without supporting those that need support. Instead of 
criminalising you should provide toilets, bins, water, support for those who are addicted and 
spaces for children and young people to be in safely. 

You're trying to rob the public 

Zero tolerance should be applied to the cars on watermead way jumping red lights; speeding; 
using horns for non-emergencies (this would also bring you a huge revenue stream!) 

 
 



 

 


