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Control of Dogs Policy 

Date – 18 December 2017.  

Scope 

This policy relates to the enforcement of the provisions of the Control of Dogs 
(Scotland) Act 2010, including: 

• The use of Dog Control Notices (DCNs); 
• Destruction of Dangerous and Out of Control Dogs; and 
• Dogs dangerously out of control in any place. 

Guidance 

Final Guidance was published on 17th February 2011. It is available online at 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/254430/0114020.pdf. 
Under Section 12(3) of the Act, local authorities must have regard to any guidance 
issued Scottish Ministers under Section 12(1). 

Application 

1. Dog Control Notices (DCNs). These are a provision under the Act and relate to 
dogs which are or have been ‘out of control’. Main points to note are: 

• Local Authorities must appoint at least one officer for the purposes of the Act; 
• One DCN is required for each dog concerned; 
• It is no defence for a DCN recipient to contest a notice on the basis that 

someone else was in charge of their dog at the time it was ‘out of control’; 
• ‘Out of control’ is defined in the act and expanded upon in Appendix 2; 
• The intention is to emphasise the importance to the proper person of the need 

to control their dog before serious incidents happen 
It is an offence under Section 5 to fail to comply with a DCN, even if the dog is 
under someone else’s control at the time. Policy is detailed at Appendix 2. 
Procedure relating to DCNs is detailed in Dog Control Notice Procedures 

2. Dangerous and Out of Control Dogs. A local authority may make a summary 
application to the sheriff for an order to destroy such a dog. This may only 
happen where serving a DCN or further DCN would be inappropriate. 
Policy is detailed at Appendix 3. 
Procedural matters are dealt with under Dog Control Notice Procedures. 

3. The extension to places other than public places, including private homes, 
gardens, estates and industrial / commercial premises is likely to give rise to 
complaints. 
Likely sources of complaint. These will come from: 

• Members of the public and neighbours; 
• Tradespeople and others servicing or visiting premises (e.g. Royal mail or 

other delivery staff); 
Policy is detailed at Appendix 4 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9?timeline=true
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9?timeline=true
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/254430/0114020.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/12/enacted?timeline=true
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/12/enacted?timeline=true
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/5/enacted
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Appointment of Officers 

4. The legislation is specific and prescriptive on the requirements for at least one 
Authorised Officer in each local authority to serve Dog Control Notices. These are 
outlined in Appendix 2, paragraph 1 
In relation to matters other than DCNs, the act simply refers to the ‘local authority’ 
rather than the Authorised Officer. This permits, for example, some elements to 
be carried out by other than the specifically appointed Authorised Officer. Whilst 
the guidance does not explicitly express this, it consistently talks about both 
authorised officers and local authorities, indicative that it does not view the two as 
the same entity. 
Advice received from Legal Services on this matter is at Appendix 2b 

Complaint Investigation 

5. Due to the need to have a complainant who is willing and able to identify the dog 
and to explain their reasons for being reasonably apprehensive, anonymous 
complaints will not be investigated. We will also require details of dog and owner 
involved in alleged incident. 
All concerns regarding bites or serious injury must be reported by complainant to 
Police Scotland. On receipt of appropriate information from Police Scotland we 
will consider the appropriate level of investigation and intervention. 

6. Where there is insufficient evidence to warrant or permit service of a DCN, it will 
be normal practice to advise the dog owner of the outcome in writing. 

7. Where mediation has a reasonable chance of resolving a matter, this should be 
offered. However, for this to work, both parties must be: 

• Willing to abide by the outcome; 
• Willing to move their position during the mediation; and 
• Capable of remaining civil to each other during mediation. 



Control of Dogs Policy 

Page 3 of 18 

Appendix 1: Other related legislation 

Links with other existing dog-related legislation are detailed in the guidance to 
accompany the Act. In summary: 

• No changes are made to the current provisions for stray dogs under the Dogs 
Act 1906 and the Environmental Protection Act 1990; 

• No changes are made to the current Civic Government Act 1982 (Section 49) 
provisions relating to causing injury or danger to anyone in a public place, nor 
to those relating to alarm or annoyance to a person; 

• The offence in the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 to allow any dog to be 
dangerously out of control is extended to any place by Section 10 of the Act; 

• No changes to the current requirement in The Control of Dogs Order 1992 for a 
dog to wear a collar with the owners details when in a public place; 

• No changes to the noise provisions of the Antisocial Behaviour etc (Scotland) Act 
2004 relating to noise1; and 

• No changes to the provisions for a ‘disposal order’ under Section 34 of the Animal 
Health and Welfare (Scotland) Act 2006 in relation to animals seized under 
Section 32. 

• The Microchipping of Dogs (Scotland) Regulations 2016 make it mandatory to 
have all dogs microchipped (with certain limited exemptions) 

                                                
1 The accompanying guidance suggests the legislation can be used to deal with dog barking 
problems. However, the noise levels from dogs barking compared to those stipulated in the 
legislation make this unworkable in all but the most extreme examples. 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Edw7/6/32/contents
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Edw7/6/32/contents
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/43/contents
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1982/45/section/49
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1991/65/section/3
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/10/enacted?timeline=true
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/1992/901/article/2/made
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2004/8/part/5
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2004/8/part/5
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2006/11/section/34
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2006/11/section/34
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2006/11/section/32
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2016/58/contents/made
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Appendix 1a: Dog Control Notices and Stray Dog Seizures 

Two broad situations can arise: 

• A dog is uplifted whilst straying and returned  to or collected by its owner, or 
• A dog is uplifted whilst straying and not collected by its owner. 

Legal Position 

1. The Dog Control Notice is served on the ‘Proper Person’, usually the owner of the 
animal. It is on the Proper Person on whom the legal duties lie following service 
of a DCN.  It would be incorrect to describe a dog as having a DCN ‘served’ on it. 
However, section 1(8) talks of DCNs ‘relating’ to dogs and it is reasonable to 
describe the dog concerned as being the ‘subject’ of a DCN. 

2. Section 2(1)(d) specifies that a DCN must require the Proper Person or an 
entrusted person (S 2(3)) to ‘be present and in charge of the dog whenever it is in 
a place to which the public have access’. As EC&DH (or any subsequent owner, 
if the dog is re-homed by EC&DH) has not been ‘entrusted’ (S 2(3)(b)) by the 
Proper Person with charge of the dog, the Proper Person is in breach of the DCN 
and remains liable for those breaches and any subsequent problems under new 
ownership. 

3. Section 4(1) requires the Local Authority to monitor and record and update 
information relating to DCNs served by the authority. With this duty in mind it is 
reasonable that any re-homing information relating to the dog is requested of 
EC&DH. However, there is no duty on ED&CH to provide this information. 

4. Section 4(3) requires that the local authority co-operates with the Police and other 
local authorities. It is therefore reasonable to pass on any re-homing information 
to the local authority for the area to which the dog has been re-homed. 

5. No facility exists for ED&CH or any new owner to request discharge or variation 
of the DCN. Only the local authority (S6) or Responsible Person (S7) can do so. 

In summary, then 

• There is nothing to prevent ED&CH re-homing the dog if not claimed. 
• There is no legal duty on ED&CH to inform any new owner of the DCN. That duty 

remains with the Proper Person, on whom the DCN was served. 
• There is no legal duty on ED&CH to provide re-homing details for the animal, 

although it is reasonable for the local authority to request this information. 
• Once an animal has been re-homed, whilst it technically remains the 

responsibility of the Responsible Person (on whom the notice was served), the 
interests of natural justice would not seem to be met to continue this situation. In 
such a case we must reasonably unilaterally discharge the DCN under Section 6 
procedures. This would be best done to coincide as closely as possible in timing 
with the dog’s re-homing. (None of this precludes us from reporting the matter to 
the Procurator Fiscal if we believe it to be warranted). However, in notifying the 
Responsible Person under Section 6(2), the letter should make it clear that if the 
dog returns to the same owner or household without evidence of behaviour 
changes, a new DCN will be served based on the initial incident which led to the 
DCN in the first place. 
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Agreed Actions 

EC&DH’s manager, has confirmed that: 

• ED&CH will write to the owners advising that it is taking ownership of the dog and 
advise them of their legal requirement under the Act to write to us advising that 
they no longer own the dog; 

• ED&CH will, in the knowledge of the DCN, do all they can to find an owner who is 
capable of dealing the dog and keeping it under control; 

• ED&CH will advise us of re-homing arrangements 
We will then: 

• Discharge the DCN; and 
• Notify the local authority for the area to which it has been re-homed (for 

information only). 
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Appendix 2: Dog Control Notice (DCN) Policy 

Appointment of Officers 

1. Appointment of at least one ‘Authorised Officer’ (AO) is required by Section 1(6) 
of the Act. Such officer or officers must be: 

• Skilled in the Control of Dogs; and 
• Have the capacity to instruct and advise in dog control matters 
In West Lothian, authorised officers will be: 

• The Animal Welfare Officers 
2. Where any doubt exists, the staff involved will be trained in accordance with the 

recommendations of the Scottish Government guidance.  

‘Out of Control’ 

3. Section 1(3) of the Act deems a dog to be ‘Out of Control’ if Under the Act, a dog 
is deemed to be “out of control” if: 

• It is not being kept under control effectively and consistently (by whatever 
means) by the proper person (generally the proper person is the owner of the 
dog) who is in charge of the dog), and 

• Its behaviour gives rise to alarm, or apprehensiveness on the part of any 
individual, and the individual’s alarm or apprehensiveness is, in all 
circumstances, reasonable. The apprehensiveness may be as to (any or all) - 
(a) the individual’s own safety, (b) the safety of some other person, or (c) the 
safety of an animal other than the dog in question. 

The definition of “out of control” is crafted so that both elements of the test must 
be met in order for an authorised officer to be able to serve a DCN. 

4. Regard will be given to the example scenarios provided in the Scottish 
Government Guidance. 

5. In determining whether a dog is not being kept effectively and consistently under 
control, matters we will consider may include: 

• How often the problem is reported to be occurring; 
• How likely the problem is to recur; and 
• Whether informal intervention would resolve the matter effectively, including 

the attitude and ability of the owner to control the dog humanely. 
6. In determining whether a dog is giving rise to alarm, or apprehensiveness, 

matters we will consider may include: 

• How often the problem is reported to be occurring; 
• How likely the problem is to recur; 
• Whether the person affected by the problem is unreasonably sensitive 
• Whether the demeanour of the dog combined with its alleged behaviour 

during an incident is such that it could pose a foreseeable risk to safety; and 
• Whether informal intervention would resolve the matter effectively, including 

the attitude and ability of the owner to control the dog appropriately; 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/1/enacted?timeline=true
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/254430/0114020.pdf
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/254430/0114020.pdf
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Initial Approach 

7. Unless there is significant concern (see “Determination of whether to serve a 
DCN” below) on the part of the AO about the behaviour of the dog and a 
corresponding lack of control by the owner, an informal approach will be made 
first. Where possible, this will be done face to face and will make the owner 
aware that: 

• A complaint has been received; and 
• The powers available to local authorities 
• Statements will be obtained from those in charge of dog at time of alleged 

incident 
This will be followed up in writing with a warning letter, outlining the owners 
responsibilities and the local authority’s powers, as well as recommendations to 
control the behaviour of the dog and avoid future incidents.   

Determination of whether to serve a DCN 

8. The service of a DCN will be limited, generally, to incidents of significant concern, 
e.g.: 

• attack cases referred by police to assist future case pursuance (needs to 
involve serious attack which is proven), 

• physical harm to another animal (broken skin, bites) evidenced by vet 
report, 

• physical contact with person sustaining injury (not bite injury – should be 
referral from Police only for bite investigation). 

 
(In other circumstances where a DCN is not pursued, a letter outlining the 
incident and the controls required will be sent. In all circumstances the dog owner 
remains responsible for the behaviour and control of their dog(s).) 

9. To ensure appropriate evidence has been gathered we will, wherever possible, 
gather statements from both the complainant(s) and the dog owner. We will either 
send statement forms to be completed and returned, or arrange for statements to 
be taken in person. For interviews and statements taken in person, up to two 
appointments at times suitable with the interviewee will be arranged. 

• If the complainant(s) fails to make themselves available for interview, the 
presumption will generally be that the matter will proceed no further. 

• If statements are not provided or returned by complainant(s) the matter will 
proceed no further. 

• An interview with the dog owner should include an assessment of the dog, 
ideally in its own environment. If a dog owner fails to make themselves 
available for the appointments, or does not respond to attempted contact by 
authorised officers, this will not necessarily preclude service of a DCN. 

Evidence for Service of a DCN 

10. The serving of a DCN is a civil matter and therefore there is no requirement for 
corroborated evidence for the serving of a DCN .Corroboration of evidence is only 
required in respect of a criminal prosecution. However, see point 16 and 17, 
below 
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Form of DCN 

11. We will use the prescribed form of DCN laid down in The Control of Dogs 
(Scotland) Act 2010 (Prescribed Form of Notice) Order 2011. 

12. Where the DCN requires dog and owner training to be undertaken, a list of known 
training opportunities willing to undertake DCN related training will be provided to 
the notice recipient. 

Specific Content of DCN 

13. Neutering. Evidence suggests that: 

• Sexual behaviour or aggression in males will be reduced by neutering; 
• Male aggression is less likely following neutering; 
• Roaming is likely to be reduced by neutering;  
• Territorial aggression is not likely to be affected by neutering; and 
• It will not work if aggression is related to anything other than sex-related 

hormones, e.g. fear. 

Service of DCNs 

14. DCNs can be served on any dog owner (16 years of age or older). 

• Where it is claimed that a dog is owned by someone younger than 16, we will 
serve the notice on a person who has parental responsibilities for the dog 
owner. 

• If it is not clear to the authorised officer, after making reasonable inquiries, 
who the dog’s owner is, we will serve the notice on anyone who is 16 years of 
age or older and appears to have the day-to-day charge of the dog. 

• If the authorised officer does not consider it would be reasonable to serve the 
notice on the dog’s owner in the circumstances, we will serve the notice on 
anyone who is 16 years of age or older and appears to have the day-to-day 
charge of the dog. 

These all satisfy the Act’s requirements for ‘proper person’. 
15. Where required to do so by a court under section 5(4), we will serve a DCN as 

directed by the court, subject to being satisfied that it lies within our powers to do 
so. 

16. DCNs will be generated using the APP case managment system and served 
subsequently by two officers (only one of whom need be an AO) for 
corroboration. 
The content of these notices needs to be carefully considered and it is not 
generally thought appropriate or practical to attempt ‘on the spot’ service of 
DCNs.  

17. Notices are hand served by two officers. 
The operational procedures relating to DCNs are detailed in Dog Control Notice 
Procedure 

Information Sharing on DCNs 

18. Information on DCNs may only be shared with other local authorities or the 
Police. (Other organisations or agencies may be provided with information in 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2011/39/contents/made
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2011/39/contents/made
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order to fulfil their statutory obligations. This will be done in accordance with data 
protection legislation.) 
Information may not be shared with the complainants or neighbours. See Control 
of Dogs Police, Appendix 2a 

Assessing DCN Compliance: General 

19. Installation of transponder. We will accept this from those outlined in regulation 
3(5) of The Microchipping of Dogs (Scotland) Regulations 2016: 

• a veterinary surgeon, or a veterinary nurse acting under the direction of a 
veterinary surgeon; 

• a student of veterinary surgery or a student veterinary nurse and in either 
case acting under the direction of a veterinary surgeon; 

• an individual who has been assessed as meeting a satisfactory standard in 
the implantation of microchips in dogs on a training course for that purpose 
approved by the Scottish Ministers; or 

• an individual who, before the day on which these Regulations come into 
force, received training on implantation which included practical experience of 
implanting a microchip. 

Where there is no information or insufficient information to show that the dog has 
been chipped by any accepted source, above, we may report the matter to the 
Procurator Fiscal. In addition, the matter should be reported to the Scottish 
Ministers where it appears that someone other than an ‘implanter’ chipped the 
dog. 

20. Where a DCN is being complied with, but appears to be ineffective, we may 
chose to serve a further DCN. Before doing so: 

• The requirements for a DCN must be met; and 
• It must be clear that a further DCN would have further benefit. 

Where animal health or welfare concerns exist, these will be dealt with in conjunction 
with Trading Standards and / or the Scottish SPCA. 

Assessing DCN Compliance: Monitoring  

Monitoring is a legal requirement under Section 4 of the Act. The principal reasons 
for monitoring are: 

• To assess compliance with the DCN; and 
• To assess whether the steps specified in the DCN are effective in brining the dog 

under control. 
However, there is no power of entry under the Act. 
21. Monitoring of active DCN will be managed through exception reporting, although 

it may also include assessment of notice criteria compliance within 12 months of 
service, or time period specified in notice. Any exception reports of non-
compliance will be pursued by routine means of investigation and evidence 
gathering outlined in this policy. 

22. Monitoring will be overt. However, where the authorised officer(s) has reason to 
believe that overt monitoring and visits provide a misleading impression, covert 
monitoring will be considered. Covert monitoring will require authorisation under 
the Regulation of Investigatory Powers (Scotland) Act 2000. The procedure and 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2016/58/regulation/3/made
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/4/enacted?timeline=true
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2000/11/contents
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associated paperwork for this are detailed in Appendix 2 of the Dog Control 
Notice Procedures. 

Assessing DCN Compliance: Information received from third parties 

23. Where information is received that a DCN is being breached, we will follow the 
procedures detailed in the Control of Dog Procedure document. 

Assessing DCN Compliance: Uplifting Dog as stray 

24. Uplifting a dog as a stray is a failure to comply with the requirement of a DCN for 
the animal to be accompanied by the Responsible Person or ‘entrusted person’ 
when in a public place. This may be used as evidence in a report to the 
Procurator Fiscal. 
See Appendix 1a for policy on dealing with dogs subject to a DCN which are 
uplifted as strays. 

Assessing DCN Compliance: Failure to comply 

25. It is a criminal offence under Section 5 to fail to comply with a DCN.  
Where there is a failure to comply, a report to the Procurator Fiscal will be 
considered in line with: 

• The Scottish Government Guidance, which highlights the authorised officer’s 
discretion in terms of what action to take; and 

• The existing Environmental Health Enforcement Policy. 
There is no option for a Fixed Penalty Notice. 

26. No report to the Procurator Fiscal will be made until both: 

• The appeal period has passed (21 days2); and 
• The compliance time specified in the notice has expired. 

Amending and Discharging a DCN 

27. Under Section 6 of the Act the local authority can amend or discharge a DCN . 
This cannot be done if an application under Section 7 from the proper person for 
a DCN to be discharged or varied has been received. 
We will: 

• Amend or discharge a DCN as soon as we are satisfied that its terms are met 
and that the dog concerned is under control. In assessing ‘under control’ 
officers will use the criteria laid out paragraph 5 of this Appendix; and 

• Discharge a DCN where specific criteria has been met.   
 

28. If after 24 months from date of service there have been no notifications of 
concern and no breaches of DCN identified or confirmed then the officer can take 
steps to discharge the DCN. The officer will write to the owner and advise this 
has been done, and remind them of the general duties of control required. This 
does not prevent further formal action being taken and a new DCN being issued if 
further concerns are reported and established.  

                                                
2 The Appeal period at 21days is longer than the standard specified time to have a dog 
implanted with a chip. 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/5/enacted
http://www.westlothian.gov.uk/media/downloaddoc/1799514/1875233/2175001
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/6/enacted?timeline=true
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/7/enacted?timeline=true
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29. Under Section 7 of the Act the proper person can apply to the local authority to 
amend or discharge a DCN. Appeals information is included in the standard DCN 
We will: 

• Accept only written or electronic applications to amend or discharge a DCN; 
• Accept applications at no less than 3 month intervals3; 
• Fairly assess the information provided, examining the evidence to corroborate 

the information provided; 
• Amend or discharge a DCN as soon as we are satisfied that the legal 

requirements for amendment or discharge are met. In the case where it is 
claimed that that the dog concerned is under control, officers will use the 
criteria laid out paragraph 5 of this Appendix; and 

• Notify the proper person of the outcome of their application. 
Such applications will be determined by the authorised officer. 

Appeals against a DCN 

30. Appeals must be made directly to the Sheriff within 21 days of receipt of the 
notice. Appeals information is included in the standard DCN. 

                                                
3 The legislation does not place a limit as to how many applications can be made. To prevent 
unnecessary applications, our policy is to accept them at no less than 3 month intervals. The 
local authority can, however, amend or discharge the DCN under S6 if it feels appropriate at 
any point. 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/7/enacted?timeline=true
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Appendix 2a: Legal Advice concerning sharing of information 

The following advice was received from Carol Johnson, Legal Services on 11th March 
2011. 

Status of Dog Control Notices 

The notices are not public documents and their terms should not be disclosed to 
complainers or wider members of the public. There can be no objection to release of 
statistical information in response to an FOI enquiry e.g. the number of DCNs issued 
either generally or in a specified area or the types of dogs in respect of which notices 
have been issued. Similarly there can be no objection to the publication of broad 
statistical information of that nature being published by us in an effort to avoid 
frequent FOIs. 
I see no justification for release of information to a complainer following service of a 
DCN. They have no interest in policing the notice or determining whether it has been 
breached. All they can do is continue to make complaints leaving us to determine the 
appropriate course to follow. If a complainer enquired as to whether a DCN had been 
served, I think that the line we should take is to inform them that the Council has 
taken appropriate action having considered matters, and that in the event of further 
incidents, the complainer should report them to whoever that happens to be. 
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Appendix 2b: Legal Advice concerning use of terms, 
‘Authorised Officer’ and ‘Local Authority’ 

The following advice was received from Carol Johnson, Legal Services on 11th March 
2011. 

Can local authority be any member of staff or should it be the Authorised 
Officer? 

An Authorised Officer has specific duties in terms of the legislation, but not all duties 
incumbent upon the local authority need be performed by the Authorised Officer.   
Where a task can only be undertaken by the AO, that is reasonably readily 
identifiable within the terms of the legislation.   Care has to be taken though, eg with 
S5(4) where the Court might impose a requirement that a proper person be subject to 
a further DCN "served by the local authority" - clearly that can only be read as being 
served by the AO since only the AO can issue the DCN.   Similarly in relation to any 
circumstance arising under S9(3).   That is clear from S1 of the Act.   The AO is also 
the only officer who can determine that a DCN is inappropriate in the case of 
dangerous and unresponsive dogs - S9(1). 
With the exception of these examples, the local authority has all of the administrative 
functions, and those may or may not be carried out by the AO, but there is no 
requirement within the legislation that these be performed by the AO.   The only issue 
in relation to those functions is the need or otherwise for any delegated authority in 
respect of particular tasks.   So in respect of the specific issue you identified - reports 
to the PF - that need not be carried out by the AO.   It could be done by any officer of 
the Council - whether they require delegated authority is not an issue I have looked 
at - but provided they had any necessary authority or training, then the reporting 
could be carried out by an officer of the Council who is not the AO. 
We have broad powers in relation to these notices and although the AO issues them 
and determines the content, there is nothing to stop the council from specifying 
matters which might be included in the notices when being issued by the AO.   I am 
thinking in particular in relation to the issue of implantation of transponders.   We 
have to be satisfied that the person carrying out the implant is appropriately qualified.   
I see no reason why we should not have eg a list of local vets that could carry out the 
implants so that if we require to be satisfied by way of letter - all we need do is check 
that the letter is from someone we consider to be appropriately qualified.   I don't 
suggest that we have a "pool" of vets, rather that we would put all local vets on the 
list. 
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Appendix 3: Destruction of Dangerous and Out of Control 
Dogs 
A local authority may make a summary application to the sheriff for an order to 
destroy such a dog. This may only happen where serving a DCN or further DCN 
would be inappropriate. 
Circumstances in which this provision will be used are very limited. We must prove to 
a Sheriff that: 

• The dog is ‘Out of Control’. This will be assessed against the legal and internal 
standard laid out at Appendix 2; and 

• The dog is ‘Dangerous’.  

Determining whether a dog is ‘dangerous’ 

Considerations should include: 

• Whether it has been involved in any form of attack on a person or other animal. 
(In the case a serious human or animal attack, this would normally be dealt with 
by Police Scotland); 

• Whether it has attempted to attack a person or other animal; 
• The dog’s assessed level of aggression; 
• The ease with which the dog becomes stressed; and 
• Whether in a situation of stress the dog is likely to be sufficiently aggressive as to 

foreseeable attack a person or other animal. 
• Where appropriate, officers should consider obtaining external opinion from a 

source which would hold credibility in court.  

Recovery of Costs 

There is no facility under the act to recover court related costs. 
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Appendix 4: Dogs Dangerously out of Control 

Background 

Section 10 amends section 3(1) of the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 to remove the 
reference to “any public place” and replace it with “any place” so that it becomes a 
criminal offence to allow any dog to be dangerously out of control in any place. 
The effect of the amendment to the 1991 Act is that the person who is in charge of 
the dog may be criminally liable should their dog attack an individual, even if this 
occurs within the person’s own home or other private place where the dog is 
permitted to be. An aggravated offence is committed if the dog injures any person. 
For example, if a person allowed their to dog to be dangerously out of control and the 
dog seriously attacked someone it would be appropriate for the complainer to report 
the matter to the police who are responsible for dealing with dangerous dogs 
(including strays) that are formally classed as dangerous under the terms of the 1991 
Act (this Act makes no changes to police responsibilities for stray and dangerous 
dogs). Section 5 of the 1991 Act allows for a constable or an officer authorised by a 
local authority to seize any dog within the boundaries of the 1991 Act.  
With regard to kennelling costs for dogs that are seized, the cost of keeping the dog 
will rest with the organisation that seized the dog until the court case has been 
accepted by the courts.  There after the courts will take on responsibility for 
kennelling costs.   

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2010/9/section/10/enacted
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1991/65/section/3
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Appendix 5: Enforcement Arrangements with Police Scotland 

Following an attack 

1. Police Scotland will initially deal with cases which give rise to: 

•  
• Any bite/puncture or other significant injury on a person;  
• Multiple attempted bites; 
• Any serious injury caused to another animal; 
• Attack carried out with particular aggression, frenzy or may require urgent 

action to prevent any potential repeat; 
• A dog acting dangerously out of control in any place where no contact has 

been made with a person or another animal; or  
• Incidents affecting assistance dogs. 
This is because a criminal offence on the part of the dog owner which may 
warrant a report to the Procurator Fiscal may have taken place under the 
Dangerous Dogs Act 1991, as amended by the Act. (See Appendix 4) 

2. Police Scotland will agree on a case by case basis with West Lothian Council 
which organisation shall handle cases which involve: 

• Any bite/puncture or other significant injury on a person;  
• Multiple attempted bites; 
• Any serious injury caused to another animal; 
• A dog acting dangerously out of control in any place where no contact has 

been made with a person or another animal; or  
• An animal was so badly injured as to need put down. 
This is because although a criminal offence on the part of the dog owner under 
the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991, as amended by the Act may have taken place, 
formal or urgent action by the Police less likely. 

3. Environmental Health and Trading Standards will deal with cases where: 

•  
• Apprehension of a dog’s behaviour; 
• Contact with a person but no significant injury;  
• Minor dog attacks on another animal including those that result in minor 

injuries (excluding assistance dogs); 
• Cases which do not have the evidence to proceed under the 1991 Act 

(provided reasonable effort has first been made to investigate it under the 
1991 Act); or 

• Cases reported by the police under the 1991 Act or the 1953 Act, but where 
the dog has not been seized (a DCN could be considered for public or 
livestock safety pending the outcome of any court proceedings). 

•  
4. Unless the dog(s) concerned have been destroyed as a result of the incident, 

there may be a requirement for a DCN to be served. In such cases, the relevant 
information should be sent by e-mail to  environmentalhealth@westlothian.gov.uk 
for follow up by West Lothian Council Authorised Officers. 

mailto:environmentalhealth@westlothian.gov.uk
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Where no attack has taken place 

5. Environmental Health and Trading Standards will deal with such cases. 

Information Sharing 

6. Information on DCNs may only be shared with other local authorities or the 
Police. 
It has been agreed that we will notify Police Scotland of any DCNs served and of 
their subsequent amendment or discharge.  
Information may not be shared with the complainants or neighbours. See Control 
of Dogs Police, Appendix 2a 
 


	This policy relates to the enforcement of the provisions of the Control of Dogs (Scotland) Act 2010, including:
	 The use of Dog Control Notices (DCNs);
	 Destruction of Dangerous and Out of Control Dogs; and
	 Dogs dangerously out of control in any place.
	Final Guidance was published on 17th February 2011. It is available online at http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/254430/0114020.pdf.
	Under Section 12(3) of the Act, local authorities must have regard to any guidance issued Scottish Ministers under Section 12(1).
	1. Dog Control Notices (DCNs). These are a provision under the Act and relate to dogs which are or have been ‘out of control’. Main points to note are:
	 Local Authorities must appoint at least one officer for the purposes of the Act;
	 One DCN is required for each dog concerned;
	 It is no defence for a DCN recipient to contest a notice on the basis that someone else was in charge of their dog at the time it was ‘out of control’;
	 ‘Out of control’ is defined in the act and expanded upon in Appendix 2;
	 The intention is to emphasise the importance to the proper person of the need to control their dog before serious incidents happen
	It is an offence under Section 5 to fail to comply with a DCN, even if the dog is under someone else’s control at the time. Policy is detailed at Appendix 2.
	Procedure relating to DCNs is detailed in Dog Control Notice Procedures
	2. Dangerous and Out of Control Dogs. A local authority may make a summary application to the sheriff for an order to destroy such a dog. This may only happen where serving a DCN or further DCN would be inappropriate.
	Policy is detailed at Appendix 3.
	Procedural matters are dealt with under Dog Control Notice Procedures.
	3. The extension to places other than public places, including private homes, gardens, estates and industrial / commercial premises is likely to give rise to complaints.
	Likely sources of complaint. These will come from:
	 Members of the public and neighbours;
	 Tradespeople and others servicing or visiting premises (e.g. Royal mail or other delivery staff);
	Policy is detailed at Appendix 4
	4. The legislation is specific and prescriptive on the requirements for at least one Authorised Officer in each local authority to serve Dog Control Notices. These are outlined in Appendix 2, paragraph 1
	In relation to matters other than DCNs, the act simply refers to the ‘local authority’ rather than the Authorised Officer. This permits, for example, some elements to be carried out by other than the specifically appointed Authorised Officer. Whilst t...
	Advice received from Legal Services on this matter is at Appendix 2b
	5. Due to the need to have a complainant who is willing and able to identify the dog and to explain their reasons for being reasonably apprehensive, anonymous complaints will not be investigated. We will also require details of dog and owner involved ...
	All concerns regarding bites or serious injury must be reported by complainant to Police Scotland. On receipt of appropriate information from Police Scotland we will consider the appropriate level of investigation and intervention.
	6. Where there is insufficient evidence to warrant or permit service of a DCN, it will be normal practice to advise the dog owner of the outcome in writing.
	7. Where mediation has a reasonable chance of resolving a matter, this should be offered. However, for this to work, both parties must be:
	 Willing to abide by the outcome;
	 Willing to move their position during the mediation; and
	 Capable of remaining civil to each other during mediation.
	Links with other existing dog-related legislation are detailed in the guidance to accompany the Act. In summary:
	 No changes are made to the current provisions for stray dogs under the Dogs Act 1906 and the Environmental Protection Act 1990;
	 No changes are made to the current Civic Government Act 1982 (Section 49) provisions relating to causing injury or danger to anyone in a public place, nor to those relating to alarm or annoyance to a person;
	 The offence in the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 to allow any dog to be dangerously out of control is extended to any place by Section 10 of the Act;
	 No changes to the current requirement in The Control of Dogs Order 1992 for a dog to wear a collar with the owners details when in a public place;
	 No changes to the noise provisions of the Antisocial Behaviour etc (Scotland) Act 2004 relating to noise0F ; and
	 No changes to the provisions for a ‘disposal order’ under Section 34 of the Animal Health and Welfare (Scotland) Act 2006 in relation to animals seized under Section 32.
	 The Microchipping of Dogs (Scotland) Regulations 2016 make it mandatory to have all dogs microchipped (with certain limited exemptions)
	Two broad situations can arise:
	 A dog is uplifted whilst straying and returned  to or collected by its owner, or
	 A dog is uplifted whilst straying and not collected by its owner.
	1. The Dog Control Notice is served on the ‘Proper Person’, usually the owner of the animal. It is on the Proper Person on whom the legal duties lie following service of a DCN.  It would be incorrect to describe a dog as having a DCN ‘served’ on it. H...
	2. Section 2(1)(d) specifies that a DCN must require the Proper Person or an entrusted person (S 2(3)) to ‘be present and in charge of the dog whenever it is in a place to which the public have access’. As EC&DH (or any subsequent owner, if the dog is...
	3. Section 4(1) requires the Local Authority to monitor and record and update information relating to DCNs served by the authority. With this duty in mind it is reasonable that any re-homing information relating to the dog is requested of EC&DH. Howev...
	4. Section 4(3) requires that the local authority co-operates with the Police and other local authorities. It is therefore reasonable to pass on any re-homing information to the local authority for the area to which the dog has been re-homed.
	5. No facility exists for ED&CH or any new owner to request discharge or variation of the DCN. Only the local authority (S6) or Responsible Person (S7) can do so.
	In summary, then
	 There is nothing to prevent ED&CH re-homing the dog if not claimed.
	 There is no legal duty on ED&CH to inform any new owner of the DCN. That duty remains with the Proper Person, on whom the DCN was served.
	 There is no legal duty on ED&CH to provide re-homing details for the animal, although it is reasonable for the local authority to request this information.
	 Once an animal has been re-homed, whilst it technically remains the responsibility of the Responsible Person (on whom the notice was served), the interests of natural justice would not seem to be met to continue this situation. In such a case we mus...
	EC&DH’s manager, has confirmed that:
	 ED&CH will write to the owners advising that it is taking ownership of the dog and advise them of their legal requirement under the Act to write to us advising that they no longer own the dog;
	 ED&CH will, in the knowledge of the DCN, do all they can to find an owner who is capable of dealing the dog and keeping it under control;
	 ED&CH will advise us of re-homing arrangements
	We will then:
	 Discharge the DCN; and
	 Notify the local authority for the area to which it has been re-homed (for information only).
	1. Appointment of at least one ‘Authorised Officer’ (AO) is required by Section 1(6) of the Act. Such officer or officers must be:
	 Skilled in the Control of Dogs; and
	 Have the capacity to instruct and advise in dog control matters
	In West Lothian, authorised officers will be:
	 The Animal Welfare Officers
	2. Where any doubt exists, the staff involved will be trained in accordance with the recommendations of the Scottish Government guidance.
	3. Section 1(3) of the Act deems a dog to be ‘Out of Control’ if Under the Act, a dog is deemed to be “out of control” if:
	 It is not being kept under control effectively and consistently (by whatever means) by the proper person (generally the proper person is the owner of the dog) who is in charge of the dog), and
	 Its behaviour gives rise to alarm, or apprehensiveness on the part of any individual, and the individual’s alarm or apprehensiveness is, in all circumstances, reasonable. The apprehensiveness may be as to (any or all) - (a) the individual’s own safe...
	The definition of “out of control” is crafted so that both elements of the test must be met in order for an authorised officer to be able to serve a DCN.
	4. Regard will be given to the example scenarios provided in the Scottish Government Guidance.
	5. In determining whether a dog is not being kept effectively and consistently under control, matters we will consider may include:
	 How often the problem is reported to be occurring;
	 How likely the problem is to recur; and
	 Whether informal intervention would resolve the matter effectively, including the attitude and ability of the owner to control the dog humanely.
	6. In determining whether a dog is giving rise to alarm, or apprehensiveness, matters we will consider may include:
	 How often the problem is reported to be occurring;
	 How likely the problem is to recur;
	 Whether the person affected by the problem is unreasonably sensitive
	 Whether the demeanour of the dog combined with its alleged behaviour during an incident is such that it could pose a foreseeable risk to safety; and
	 Whether informal intervention would resolve the matter effectively, including the attitude and ability of the owner to control the dog appropriately;
	7. Unless there is significant concern (see “Determination of whether to serve a DCN” below) on the part of the AO about the behaviour of the dog and a corresponding lack of control by the owner, an informal approach will be made first. Where possible...
	 A complaint has been received; and
	 The powers available to local authorities
	 Statements will be obtained from those in charge of dog at time of alleged incident
	This will be followed up in writing with a warning letter, outlining the owners responsibilities and the local authority’s powers, as well as recommendations to control the behaviour of the dog and avoid future incidents.
	8. The service of a DCN will be limited, generally, to incidents of significant concern, e.g.:
	 attack cases referred by police to assist future case pursuance (needs to involve serious attack which is proven),
	 physical harm to another animal (broken skin, bites) evidenced by vet report,
	(In other circumstances where a DCN is not pursued, a letter outlining the incident and the controls required will be sent. In all circumstances the dog owner remains responsible for the behaviour and control of their dog(s).)
	9. To ensure appropriate evidence has been gathered we will, wherever possible, gather statements from both the complainant(s) and the dog owner. We will either send statement forms to be completed and returned, or arrange for statements to be taken i...
	 If the complainant(s) fails to make themselves available for interview, the presumption will generally be that the matter will proceed no further.
	 If statements are not provided or returned by complainant(s) the matter will proceed no further.
	 An interview with the dog owner should include an assessment of the dog, ideally in its own environment. If a dog owner fails to make themselves available for the appointments, or does not respond to attempted contact by authorised officers, this wi...
	10. The serving of a DCN is a civil matter and therefore there is no requirement for corroborated evidence for the serving of a DCN .Corroboration of evidence is only required in respect of a criminal prosecution. However, see point 16 and 17, below
	11. We will use the prescribed form of DCN laid down in The Control of Dogs (Scotland) Act 2010 (Prescribed Form of Notice) Order 2011.
	12. Where the DCN requires dog and owner training to be undertaken, a list of known training opportunities willing to undertake DCN related training will be provided to the notice recipient.
	13. Neutering. Evidence suggests that:
	 Sexual behaviour or aggression in males will be reduced by neutering;
	 Male aggression is less likely following neutering;
	 Roaming is likely to be reduced by neutering;
	 Territorial aggression is not likely to be affected by neutering; and
	 It will not work if aggression is related to anything other than sex-related hormones, e.g. fear.
	14. DCNs can be served on any dog owner (16 years of age or older).
	 Where it is claimed that a dog is owned by someone younger than 16, we will serve the notice on a person who has parental responsibilities for the dog owner.
	 If it is not clear to the authorised officer, after making reasonable inquiries, who the dog’s owner is, we will serve the notice on anyone who is 16 years of age or older and appears to have the day-to-day charge of the dog.
	 If the authorised officer does not consider it would be reasonable to serve the notice on the dog’s owner in the circumstances, we will serve the notice on anyone who is 16 years of age or older and appears to have the day-to-day charge of the dog.
	These all satisfy the Act’s requirements for ‘proper person’.
	15. Where required to do so by a court under section 5(4), we will serve a DCN as directed by the court, subject to being satisfied that it lies within our powers to do so.
	16. DCNs will be generated using the APP case managment system and served subsequently by two officers (only one of whom need be an AO) for corroboration.
	The content of these notices needs to be carefully considered and it is not generally thought appropriate or practical to attempt ‘on the spot’ service of DCNs.
	17. Notices are hand served by two officers.
	The operational procedures relating to DCNs are detailed in Dog Control Notice Procedure
	18. Information on DCNs may only be shared with other local authorities or the Police. (Other organisations or agencies may be provided with information in order to fulfil their statutory obligations. This will be done in accordance with data protecti...
	Information may not be shared with the complainants or neighbours. See Control of Dogs Police, Appendix 2a
	19. Installation of transponder. We will accept this from those outlined in regulation 3(5) of The Microchipping of Dogs (Scotland) Regulations 2016:
	 a veterinary surgeon, or a veterinary nurse acting under the direction of a veterinary surgeon;
	 a student of veterinary surgery or a student veterinary nurse and in either case acting under the direction of a veterinary surgeon;
	 an individual who has been assessed as meeting a satisfactory standard in the implantation of microchips in dogs on a training course for that purpose approved by the Scottish Ministers; or
	 an individual who, before the day on which these Regulations come into force, received training on implantation which included practical experience of implanting a microchip.
	Where there is no information or insufficient information to show that the dog has been chipped by any accepted source, above, we may report the matter to the Procurator Fiscal. In addition, the matter should be reported to the Scottish Ministers wher...
	20. Where a DCN is being complied with, but appears to be ineffective, we may chose to serve a further DCN. Before doing so:
	 The requirements for a DCN must be met; and
	 It must be clear that a further DCN would have further benefit.
	Where animal health or welfare concerns exist, these will be dealt with in conjunction with Trading Standards and / or the Scottish SPCA.
	Monitoring is a legal requirement under Section 4 of the Act. The principal reasons for monitoring are:
	 To assess compliance with the DCN; and
	 To assess whether the steps specified in the DCN are effective in brining the dog under control.
	However, there is no power of entry under the Act.
	21. Monitoring of active DCN will be managed through exception reporting, although it may also include assessment of notice criteria compliance within 12 months of service, or time period specified in notice. Any exception reports of non-compliance wi...
	22. Monitoring will be overt. However, where the authorised officer(s) has reason to believe that overt monitoring and visits provide a misleading impression, covert monitoring will be considered. Covert monitoring will require authorisation under the...
	23. Where information is received that a DCN is being breached, we will follow the procedures detailed in the Control of Dog Procedure document.
	24. Uplifting a dog as a stray is a failure to comply with the requirement of a DCN for the animal to be accompanied by the Responsible Person or ‘entrusted person’ when in a public place. This may be used as evidence in a report to the Procurator Fis...
	See Appendix 1a for policy on dealing with dogs subject to a DCN which are uplifted as strays.
	25. It is a criminal offence under Section 5 to fail to comply with a DCN.
	Where there is a failure to comply, a report to the Procurator Fiscal will be considered in line with:
	 The Scottish Government Guidance, which highlights the authorised officer’s discretion in terms of what action to take; and
	 The existing Environmental Health Enforcement Policy.
	There is no option for a Fixed Penalty Notice.
	26. No report to the Procurator Fiscal will be made until both:
	 The appeal period has passed (21 days1F ); and
	 The compliance time specified in the notice has expired.
	27. Under Section 6 of the Act the local authority can amend or discharge a DCN . This cannot be done if an application under Section 7 from the proper person for a DCN to be discharged or varied has been received.
	We will:
	 Amend or discharge a DCN as soon as we are satisfied that its terms are met and that the dog concerned is under control. In assessing ‘under control’ officers will use the criteria laid out paragraph 5 of this Appendix; and
	 Discharge a DCN where specific criteria has been met.
	28. If after 24 months from date of service there have been no notifications of concern and no breaches of DCN identified or confirmed then the officer can take steps to discharge the DCN. The officer will write to the owner and advise this has been d...
	29. Under Section 7 of the Act the proper person can apply to the local authority to amend or discharge a DCN. Appeals information is included in the standard DCN
	We will:
	 Accept only written or electronic applications to amend or discharge a DCN;
	 Accept applications at no less than 3 month intervals2F ;
	 Fairly assess the information provided, examining the evidence to corroborate the information provided;
	 Amend or discharge a DCN as soon as we are satisfied that the legal requirements for amendment or discharge are met. In the case where it is claimed that that the dog concerned is under control, officers will use the criteria laid out paragraph 5 of...
	 Notify the proper person of the outcome of their application.
	Such applications will be determined by the authorised officer.
	30. Appeals must be made directly to the Sheriff within 21 days of receipt of the notice. Appeals information is included in the standard DCN.
	The following advice was received from Carol Johnson, Legal Services on 11th March 2011.
	The notices are not public documents and their terms should not be disclosed to complainers or wider members of the public. There can be no objection to release of statistical information in response to an FOI enquiry e.g. the number of DCNs issued ei...
	I see no justification for release of information to a complainer following service of a DCN. They have no interest in policing the notice or determining whether it has been breached. All they can do is continue to make complaints leaving us to determ...
	The following advice was received from Carol Johnson, Legal Services on 11th March 2011.
	An Authorised Officer has specific duties in terms of the legislation, but not all duties incumbent upon the local authority need be performed by the Authorised Officer.   Where a task can only be undertaken by the AO, that is reasonably readily ident...
	With the exception of these examples, the local authority has all of the administrative functions, and those may or may not be carried out by the AO, but there is no requirement within the legislation that these be performed by the AO.   The only issu...
	We have broad powers in relation to these notices and although the AO issues them and determines the content, there is nothing to stop the council from specifying matters which might be included in the notices when being issued by the AO.   I am think...
	A local authority may make a summary application to the sheriff for an order to destroy such a dog. This may only happen where serving a DCN or further DCN would be inappropriate.
	Circumstances in which this provision will be used are very limited. We must prove to a Sheriff that:
	 The dog is ‘Out of Control’. This will be assessed against the legal and internal standard laid out at Appendix 2; and
	 The dog is ‘Dangerous’.
	Considerations should include:
	 Whether it has been involved in any form of attack on a person or other animal. (In the case a serious human or animal attack, this would normally be dealt with by Police Scotland);
	 Whether it has attempted to attack a person or other animal;
	 The dog’s assessed level of aggression;
	 The ease with which the dog becomes stressed; and
	 Whether in a situation of stress the dog is likely to be sufficiently aggressive as to foreseeable attack a person or other animal.
	 Where appropriate, officers should consider obtaining external opinion from a source which would hold credibility in court.
	There is no facility under the act to recover court related costs.
	Section 10 amends section 3(1) of the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 to remove the reference to “any public place” and replace it with “any place” so that it becomes a criminal offence to allow any dog to be dangerously out of control in any place.
	The effect of the amendment to the 1991 Act is that the person who is in charge of the dog may be criminally liable should their dog attack an individual, even if this occurs within the person’s own home or other private place where the dog is permitt...
	For example, if a person allowed their to dog to be dangerously out of control and the dog seriously attacked someone it would be appropriate for the complainer to report the matter to the police who are responsible for dealing with dangerous dogs (in...
	With regard to kennelling costs for dogs that are seized, the cost of keeping the dog will rest with the organisation that seized the dog until the court case has been accepted by the courts.  There after the courts will take on responsibility for ken...
	1. Police Scotland will initially deal with cases which give rise to:
	
	 Any bite/puncture or other significant injury on a person;
	 Multiple attempted bites;
	 Any serious injury caused to another animal;
	 Attack carried out with particular aggression, frenzy or may require urgent action to prevent any potential repeat;
	 A dog acting dangerously out of control in any place where no contact has been made with a person or another animal; or
	 Incidents affecting assistance dogs.
	This is because a criminal offence on the part of the dog owner which may warrant a report to the Procurator Fiscal may have taken place under the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991, as amended by the Act. (See Appendix 4)
	2. Police Scotland will agree on a case by case basis with West Lothian Council which organisation shall handle cases which involve:
	 Any bite/puncture or other significant injury on a person;
	 Multiple attempted bites;
	 Any serious injury caused to another animal;
	 A dog acting dangerously out of control in any place where no contact has been made with a person or another animal; or
	 An animal was so badly injured as to need put down.
	This is because although a criminal offence on the part of the dog owner under the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991, as amended by the Act may have taken place, formal or urgent action by the Police less likely.
	3. Environmental Health and Trading Standards will deal with cases where:
	
	 Apprehension of a dog’s behaviour;
	 Contact with a person but no significant injury;
	 Minor dog attacks on another animal including those that result in minor injuries (excluding assistance dogs);
	 Cases which do not have the evidence to proceed under the 1991 Act (provided reasonable effort has first been made to investigate it under the 1991 Act); or
	 Cases reported by the police under the 1991 Act or the 1953 Act, but where the dog has not been seized (a DCN could be considered for public or livestock safety pending the outcome of any court proceedings).
	
	4. Unless the dog(s) concerned have been destroyed as a result of the incident, there may be a requirement for a DCN to be served. In such cases, the relevant information should be sent by e-mail to  environmentalhealth@westlothian.gov.uk for follow u...
	5. Environmental Health and Trading Standards will deal with such cases.
	6. Information on DCNs may only be shared with other local authorities or the Police.
	It has been agreed that we will notify Police Scotland of any DCNs served and of their subsequent amendment or discharge.
	Information may not be shared with the complainants or neighbours. See Control of Dogs Police, Appendix 2a

