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1
PURPOSE

1.1
To provide further options regarding the provision of additional dog waste bins.

1.2
Relevance to the Council’s ambitions and priorities

· 
Council Ambitions – This report relates to providing efficient and effective services based on customer needs and making peoples lives safer and healthier.

· 
Community Objectives – To promote and support the health, environmental, economic and social well-being of people who live, work and visit the Ribble Valley. 

· Corporate Priorities – To promote a healthier environment and lifestyle.

· Other Considerations – None.

2
BACKGROUND

2.1
A report was presented to the special meeting of Community Committee held on Monday, 4 December 2006, which set out the history and principles of dog waste bin provision within the borough and the cost implications of further provision.  Committee resolved that it wished to ‘seek in principle to provide additional dog waste bins and asked for a further report as to how to achieve’.  

2.2
In the report it was explained that any further increase in numbers of dog bins required a considerable step change in investment.  In particular, the Council's direct works department have indicated that they have no spare capacity to absorb any further introduction of dog waste bins within existing resources, particularly during the winter months, following the budget cuts which had to be found and have remained in place since 2004.  

2.3
A further matter of concern remains that any siting of additional dog bins in outlying villages and remote locations shall have considerable implications on travelling times and emptying.  Furthermore, the siting of bins in near proximity to residential properties is highly unpopular with the residents concerned.  

2.4
The investment considered necessary to handle an additional 20 dog waste bins was as follows:

· 
Purchase of a dedicated ‘open caged’ pick-up vehicle to collect dog waste – £15k.

· 
Employment of dedicated operative for winter months - £7.5k.

· 
Fuel and servicing of vehicle - £1k per annum.

· 
Provision and installation of 20 additional 60L dog waste bins - £5k.

· 
Annual repairs and ongoing maintenance of existing bins - £750.

2.5
The employment of an additional operative will provide capacity to allow some further extension of dog waste bin provision in the future.  Furthermore, this operative could be used to enhance amenity cleansing around the existing and additional facilities, removing nearby dog fouling and providing a rapid response to reported dog fouling complaints which addresses concerns contained within the Audit Commission’s recent ‘Environmental’ inspection.

2.6
Committee was also reminded of the likely transfer of stray dog responsibilities entirely to local authorities and that it was probably prudent to seek to make provision to enhance enforcement activities.  

3
ISSUES

3.1 The Council currently has a longstanding policy of retaining work in house where it is practical to do so and supporting the work of the directly delivered service teams. If additional resource is not to be provided, then any further provision of dog waste bins will require the reduction in other services elsewhere. 

3.2 Committee therefore has the following 2 options;

· Provide funding as set out later in paragraph 4.1, or

· Decide which services shall be reduced in order to achieve the required capacity to carry out the extended service. Committee is therefore asked to consider this and identify service provision that it considers shall be reduced.

3.2
I would remind Committee that there is no legal requirement for the provision of further dog waste bins.  Furthermore, the siting of bins in near proximity to residential property is highly unpopular with the residents involved.  Considerable opposition was experienced the last time with several locations, which resulted in bins being relocated.  

4
RISK ASSESSMENT

4.1
The approval of this report may have the following implications

· Resources – there will be a need to provide suitable funding to implement a scheme as set out above:

£5,000 non recurring – new bins;

£750 recurring – repair and maintenance;

£7,500 recurring – additional staff costs;

£1000 recurring – vehicle fuel, tax, etc; and

£15,000 capital programme for new vehicle.

· Technical, Environmental and Legal – the provision of additional dog waste bins will enhance current facilities provided for dog owners to behave responsibly.  Although the provision of additional facilities may not result in their use by irresponsible dog owners, without enhanced enforcement activity.
· Political – None. 

· Reputation – the Council is seen as being proactive in making appropriate arrangements to enhance current provision. 
5
RECOMMENDED THAT COMMITTEE
5.1
Note the content of the report.

5.2
Decide whether to proceed with the provision of additional dog waste bins, and if so, which option of provision, and the inclusion of suitable schemes within the respective service plans.  

5.3
Consult the Town/Parish Councils on the siting of additional dog waste bins within their respective areas.

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

For further information please ask for James Russell

, 01200 414466 or Graham Jagger, 01200 414523.
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