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1. Reason for the Report

1.1 On 13th February 2020, the Executive considered options for replacing, 
amending or terminating the Dog Control Orders that are in force across the 
Borough. The Orders will cease to have effect on 20 October 2020 and need 
to be extended or replaced if the Council wishes to continue to have the power 
to take enforcement action in response to dog fouling and nuisance behaviour. 

1.2 After considering the options, the Executive agreed that:
 Public consultation be conducted on the draft Public Spaces Protection 

Order (Dog Fouling and Nuisance) 2020 with a view to replacing the 
existing Dog Control Orders.

 The draft Order be subsequently approved by Individual Executive 
Decision, unless the responses from the consultation necessitate 
material changes to the draft Order.

 In the event of a new order being approved prior to 20th October 2020, 
formal notice of discharge of the existing Orders should be published 
simultaneously with the introduction of the replacement Order.

2. Recommendation

2.1 That the Committee notes the progress towards replacing the current Dog 
Control Orders and the responses to the consultation.

3. Executive Summary



3.1 The Community Select Panel recommended that the Executive approve the 
introduction of a new Public Spaces Protection Order (PSPO) to replace the 
Dog Control Orders which cease to have effect from 20 October 2020.

3.2 The Council has carried out a consultation on the proposed PSPO and the 
responses are outlined in this report.

3.3 It is suggested that none of the responses necessitate material changes to the 
draft Order and that the new Order can now be introduced by way of Individual 
Executive Decision.

4.        How this report links to Corporate Priorities 

4.1 The proposed Order would support Aim 1: Supporting our communities to 
create a healthier, safer, cleaner High Peak

5. Alternative Options

5.1 None.

6. Implications

6.1 Community Safety - (Crime and Disorder Act 1998)

The introduction of the Order would assist in preventing nuisance 
and environmental crime (dog fouling).

6.2 Workforce

None – the current officers already enforce under the existing 
Orders.

6.3 Equality and Diversity/Equality Impact Assessment

It is recognised that some groups may find it difficult to comply with 
the Order and hence exemptions are provided for people who are 
(i) registered blind or (ii) have a disability that affects their mobility, 
manual dexterity, physical coordination or ability to lift, carry or 
otherwise move everyday objects, in respect of a dog trained by a 
prescribed charity and upon which they rely for assistance.

6.4 Financial Considerations

None, enforcement of the Orders would be delivered within current 
budgets.

6.5 Legal



The draft Order has been reviewed by Legal Services. 

6.6 Sustainability

None.

6.7 Consultation

The draft Order was initially considered by the Community Select 
Committee on 5 February 2020 with the committee recommending 
that the Executive approve the actions set out in paragraph 1.2 of 
this report. The actions were then approved by the Executive on 13 
February 2020.

The responses to the subsequent statutory consultation are 
provided within this report

6.8 Risk Assessment

None
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6. Detail

6.1 Before making a Public Spaces Protection Order, the Borough Council must 
carry out the necessary consultation, publicity and notification as outlined in 
the table below.

Requirements under 
Section 72 Anti-Social 
Behaviour, Crime and 
Policing Act 2014

What we must do What we did

“Necessary Consultation” Consult with:
a) the chief officer of 

police, and the local 
policing body, for the 
police area that 
includes the restricted 
area’

b) whatever community 
representatives the 
local authority thinks 

Letters were sent to the Chief 
Constable of Derbyshire 
Constabulary; the Police and 
Crime Commissioner for 
Derbyshire; and the Chief 
Executive of the Peak District 
National Park Authority on 
11 August 2020. Consultees 
were asked to provide any 
comments that they have by 

6.4



it appropriate to 
consult; and

c) the owner or occupier 
of land within the 
restricted area (where 
reasonably 
practicable).

11 September 2020.

“Necessary Publicity” Publish the text of the 
proposed order.

The text of the proposed 
order was published on the 
Council’s website and a 
press release was issued on 
14 August

“Necessary Notification” Notifying any parish councils 
and the County Council of 
the proposed order.

A copy of the proposed 
Order was sent to all town 
and parish councils on 
12 August 2020.

A copy was also sent to 
Derbyshire County Council 
on 11 August 2020.

Responses Received

6.2 Derbyshire County Council provided the following comment:

“I have been asked by our Rights of Way Officer if it is intended to include 
Public Rights of Way in this Order.

The schedule refers to ‘...all footpaths, the footways and carriageways of every 
highway…’  He advises that strict reading of this precludes public bridleways 
and it is suggested that clarity on this point is required”.

6.3 The Order does apply to all public rights of way so, for the avoidance of doubt, 
it is suggested that public bridleways be added to the Schedule as a further 
example of the types of land covered by the Order.

6.4 The response from the Peak District National Park Authority (PDNPA) is 
provided at Appendix 2. In summary, the PDNPA suggest that the Order 
should be limited to only those areas where there is already a presence by 
Council officers rather than covering the whole Borough and that the Order as 
drafted could raise expectations and result in conflict.

6.5 As the response states, the PDNPA provided similar comments prior to the 
introduction of the 2014 Dog Control Orders, which do not vary significantly 
from the proposed replacement Order. We have no information to show that 
the 2014 Order resulted in conflict or placed an increased demand on the Park 
Rangers. 

6.6 The Enforcement Officers focus their patrol on areas frequented by dog 
walkers and/or where there are reports of dog fouling. This means that the 
officers will not routinely patrol areas of open countryside but have the 
flexibility to do so if the need arises.



6.7 Reducing geographic coverage of the Order would leave parts of the Borough 
without a legal requirement for owners to pick up any faeces left by their dog. 
This would potentially cause confusion and make it more difficult to carry out 
educational campaigns since it would be necessary to clearly communicate 
which parts of the Borough are covered by the Order and which are not. 


