
EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE

COMMUNITY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE

HELD ON 18 OCTOBER 2006


COS.112/06
   DOG CONTROL ORDERS – CLEAN NEIGHBOURHOODS



AND ENVIRONMENT ACT 2005

The Executive on 25 September 2006 (EX.210/06) had considered Report CS.46/06 detailing new legislation under the provisions of the Clean Neighbourhoods and Environment Act 2005 with regard to dog fouling and the control of dogs.

The Executive had decided:

“1.
That the Executive supports proposals to make Dog Control Orders under the Clean Neighbourhoods and Environment Act 2005 as set out in the report and to set the level of fixed penalty charge at £50 for the offences, and authorises the necessary consultation and notification procedures to be carried out with the relevant statutory requirements.

2.
That the Director of Community Services be requested to arrange for a road show to visit all neighbourhood forums to explain the measures in the Orders to the public.”

The Director of Community Services explained that the offences for which Dog Control Orders are proposed were:

· failing to remove dog faeces

· not keeping a dog on a lead

· not putting and keeping a dog on a lead when directed to do so by an authorised Officer.

The timescale for consideration of the Orders were that they were on deposit for consultation until the end of October.  A report would then be taken back to the Executive on the results of consultation, including this Committee’s views, with the Orders moving for final approval by the Council in January 2007.   One objection had been received to date.

In considering the report Members made the following comments and observations:

(a) In response to a Member’s question about what constituted an “authorised Officer”, Mr Battersby advised that this currently meant Dog Fouling Enforcement Officers, Environmental Health Officers and some of the Cleaner Neighbourhoods Team.  It was hoped that this could be expanded to other Officers and discussions were being held with the police regarding Community Support Officers also having this authorisation.

(b)
There was concern that there may be confusion over the exact areas in which different Orders would apply for example the Order regarding keeping dogs on leads.  Mr Battersby acknowledged that there needed to be plans attached to the Orders and suggested that this would be done before they are submitted to the City Council.  In response to a Members’ question, he confirmed that dogs could be off the lead in Bitts Park but not near the play area and would have to be on a lead in residential areas such as Botcherby Avenue.

(c)
The importance of a public awareness campaign was emphasised and Mr Battersby advised that this was being planned for January 2007.  There was a need to make people aware of what they could and could not do under these Orders.

(d)
In response to a question about the provision of bins for dog faeces,   Mr Battersby advised that currently bins are not provided specifically for dog faeces, but that it can be placed in existing bins if it is bagged. 

(e)
In response to a question, Mr Battersby advised that the Council was not proceeding with the Order limiting the number of dogs which could be taken out on leads.  A Member commented that this could cause difficulties as one area may apply this Order and another Local Authority area may not.  This could lead to confusion for dog owners.

RESOLVED – That the comments of the Committee as outlined above be forwarded to the Executive and it be emphasised that maps showing the relevant areas should be appended to the Orders which are submitted to the City Council for approval.







