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2. INFORMATION
2.1
Background
2.1.1
A report was submitted at the last meeting that informed members of the Committee of the work undertaken by Kettering Borough Council regarding animal welfare, notably
· Stray Dog Services

· Dog Control Orders

· Membership of the County Animal Welfare Officers Group; and

· Enforcement Activities
· Action to stop illegal grazing of horses on Council-owned land
2.1.2
Members noted that the Councils stray dog services have been recognised though the RSPCA Animal Welfare Footprint Awards, achieving the Gold Footprint in 2010, and 2011. The Award recognises stray dog services that have mechanisms and policies embedding dog welfare, responsible dog ownership, and staff training of their care.
2.1.3
Davina Chester, a member of the public, was in attendance at the meeting and addressed the Committee under the Council’s ‘Right to Speak’ policy. She asked members to review the Council’s existing policy in respect of :-

· identifying dead animals through micro-chips. It is currently only undertaken for dogs. It should be used for other animals especially cats, in order that they could be re-united with their owners when lost, injured or dead. 

· She also requested that the Council’s non-statutory role in relation to dog-on-dog attacks could be enhanced so that additional support could be provided for the owners of dogs who had been the victims of such attacks.
2.1.4
Members considered the above issues in conjunction with the existing policy as contained in the submitted report. They agreed that further consideration needed to be given to the matters raised by Mrs Chester. (Minute 11.RD.32 refers)
2.2
Micro-chipping of Cats and Dogs
The Council encourages owners to micro chip their animals as it helps ensure that if they go missing pets can be reunited with their owner. The Warden team offer this service at a discounted rate of £15 for both cats and dogs. However, not all owners use this service.  The service is promoted through the Council’s website and the warden team.  June is national micro chipping month, and as a result the Council will be reminding the public of the services available and the benefits to pet owners. 
2.3
Identification of Cats and Dogs 

2.3.1
Dead animals found on the roadside are removed as quickly as possible.  The numbers found in a typical twelve month period are relatively low.

	Average 12 month period



	Cats found

	Dogs Found

	11

	7


2.3.2
If the animal is chipped and identification if feasible, the Council will alert the owner.  However, often the animal is severely damaged and identification is not possible, even if they have been chipped.  This is particularly true of small animals.

2.3.3
Since the dead animals are potentially a health hazard, they are scanned for 
chipping and sent for incineration as soon as possible.  .  The Council informs the owner when the animal has been successfully indentified.  The Council does not have any means of storing the dead animals in order for the owner to be reunited with it. To provide such a service with appropriate facilities would be costly, and to keep the dead animals without specialist facilities would increase the health risks.  
2.4
The Council’s role in dog on dog attacks

2.4.1
Whilst dog on dog attacks are extremely distressing for pets and their owners, the action that can be taken following an incident is solely the responsibility of the owner. The Council can provide some informal advice on what steps to take, and to this end has produced a fact sheet attached at Appendix A which will be posted on its website.

2.4.2
The matter remains a civil matter which must be pursued by the individual affected, and whilst the Council is sympathetic to these issues they are not necessarily in a position to take action, and must take care not to adversely affect any legal position. However, if a member of the public has full identification details of the dog owner involved in an attack, we would seek to help them progress the matter through the courts.
2.4.3
Where a situation has also led to aggression to the pet owner, the police should be involved as there may be a criminal matter to pursue.

3. CONSULTATION AND CUSTOMER IMPACT
Informal advice and signposting will empower pet owners

4. POLICY IMPLICATIONS
The Council will always provide the best advice and support it can to local residents accepting that it may not always be able to deal with all matters.  The costs of providing a highly specialist, discretionary and untypical service to a minority needs to be balanced against the high demand for resources for council services which support the majority and for which the Council has a statutory duty.
5. FINANCIAL RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS
Should further work be required, this is likely to be a significant use of warden time as these matters are often complex and may also involve legal support
6. HUMAN RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS
Should further work be required, this is likely to be a significant use of warden time as these matters are often complex and may also involve legal support
7. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS
Significant resources may be used to take any cases through the legal system
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PURPOSE OF REPORT


To provide members of the Research and Development Committee with further information regarding the Council’s Animal Welfare Policy





RECOMMENDATION


That the Executive is requested to 


continue to promote the service of chipping of cats and dogs


makes all attempts to identify found animals in order to alert the owner (whether the animal be alive or dead)


develop and publicise guidance for dog owners regarding the law and best practice associated with ‘dog on dog’ attacks.









