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Cleaner, Greener, Safer Overview and Scrutiny Committee

Future work on Dog Control

Report of: Lucy Magill, Head of Public Protection

Wards and communities affected: 
All

Key Decision: 
Yes

Accountable Head of Service: Lucy Magill, Head of Public Protection

Accountable Director: Jo Olsson, Director of People Services

This report is Public

Purpose of Report: to put forward a proposal to engage ward councillors in 
identifying areas which may be suitable for Dog Control Orders.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Council has the ability to implement dog control orders relating to dogs on leads, 
or dogs being banned from certain areas as this is not an area which the Council has 
currently explored. The report suggests some further work in this area later in 2012. 

1. RECOMMENDATIONS:

1.1 That the Head of Public Protection engages with Ward Members in  
September 2012 to identify dog related issues in wards.

1.2 That the Head of Public Protection in consultation with Ward Members 
will assess the appropriateness of a specific dog control order and if 
appropriate commence consultation on implementation.

1.3 That a report is brought back to Cleaner, Greener, Safer Overview and 
Scrutiny in late Autumn 2012 with the results of the ward members 
consultation. 

2. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND:

2.1 A motion was put to Council stating “There has been an increase in the 
number of complaints involving dogs in public places, however the council has 
no borough wide strategy to deal with these issues. Therefore, council 
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requests that overview and scrutiny undertake a borough wide review to look 
at how Thurrock can develop such a strategy in the most cost effective way 
possible.”

2.2 Discussions have taken place with the Councillor who submitted the motion to 
discuss what the next steps may be.

2.3 The proposal with regards to next steps is to engage ward members to 
identify areas, if any, within wards where dogs are causing issues and where 
a dog control order may be appropriate

2.4 An order is already in place to enable the Council to take action against 
owners who do not pick up after their dog when it has fouled. 

2.5 Dog Control Orders can be made to control
 Dog Fouling
 Restriction of dogs from certain land
 Areas where dogs have to be kept on a lead
 Areas where dogs have to be kept on a lead when instructed
 Restrictions on multiple dog walking

2.6 Once areas have been identified by Councillors, consultation would be 
undertaken to assess whether there is support for a specific dog control order 
and whether it is a necessary and proportionate response to the problems 
identified. 
.

3. ISSUES AND/OR OPTIONS:

3.1 Before a Dog Control Order can be made any authority need to be able to 
show that it is a necessary and proportionate response to problems caused by 
dogs and those in charge of them.

3.2 Consideration should be given to both dogs and their owners to be able to 
access areas where they can exercise their dogs without undue restrictions 
and also people particularly children to have access to dog free areas in 
parks. Failure to give due consideration to these issues could make a Dog 
Control Order vulnerable to challenge in the courts.

3.3 Consideration should also be given as to how the order will be enforced. 
Particularly if dogs are to be completely excluded from certain areas.

3.4 If any land to be included in an order would affect open access land the 
appropriate agencies and authorities must be consulted.

3.5 As part of the process in making a dog control order a notice must be 
published in a local newspaper inviting representation of the proposal. The 
notice must:
 Identify the land
 Summarise the order
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 Refer to map of the area and where the map can be inspected
 Give the address and date to which representations must be made. The 

final date must be at least 28 days after publication of the notice
 At the end of the consultation period if the decision to proceed with the 

order the date that the order will come in force must be 14 days from the 
date it was made.

3.6 Due to current workloads in Public Protection it would not be possible to start 
the proposed piece of work on dog control until September 2012. 

4. CONSULTATION (including Overview and Scrutiny, if applicable) 

4.1 Discussion with Cllr who submitted the Motion to Council

4.2 Initial paper to Overview and Scrutiny

5. IMPACT ON CORPORATE POLICIES, PRIORITIES, PERFORMANCE AND 
COMMUNITY IMPACT

5.1 Work relating to dogs helps the Council achieve its priority of ensuring a 
clean, safe and green environment. 

6. IMPLICATIONS

6.1 Financial

Implications verified by: Mike Jones
Telephone and email: 01375 652722

MxJones@thurrock.gov.uk

There is not an identified budget for dog control work, beyond the 
enforcement already carried out by Community Protection. 

6.2 Legal

Implications verified by: Alison Stuart
Telephone and email: 01375 652 040

astuart@thurrock.gov.uk

The legal implications are set out in the main body of the report. 

6.3 Diversity and Equality

Implications verified by: Samson DeAlyn
Telephone and email: 01375652472

sdealyn@thurrock.gov.uk
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In the work carried out in relation to dogs, the Council should be aware of the 
reliance of some residents on dogs, such as guide dogs and this should be 
taken into account in relation to action taken, for example dog control orders.

6.4 Other implications (where significant) – i.e. Section 17, Risk 
Assessment, Health Impact Assessment, Sustainability, IT, 
Environmental

Not applicable

7. CONCLUSION 

7.1 There is a need to explore further options in relation to dog control such as 
dogs on leads within certain areas, however to ensure that the areas targeted 
are appropriate and consultation is sufficient this work cannot commence until 
there is appropriate capacity within Public Protection which will be September. 

BACKGROUND PAPERS USED IN PREPARING THIS REPORT:

APPENDICES TO THIS REPORT:

Report Author Contact Details:

Name: Lucy Magill
Telephone: 01375 652513
E-mail: lmagill@thurrock.gov.uk


