
 
 
  
08 January 2019 
 
Dear Councillor 
 
You are invited to attend a meeting of the Environment Committee to be held in 
The Chamber, Magherafelt at Mid Ulster District Council, Ballyronan Road, 
MAGHERAFELT, BT45 6EN on Tuesday, 08 January 2019 at 19:00 to transact the 
business noted below. 
 
Yours faithfully 

 
Anthony Tohill 
Chief Executive   
 

 
AGENDA 

OPEN BUSINESS  

1. Apologies 

2. Declarations of Interest 

3. Chair's Business 

 
Matters for Decision   

4. 2018 Towns and Villages Awards  3 - 56 
5. Environmental Services Proposed Scale of Charges for 

2019/20 
57 - 60 

6. DfI Roads Proposals to Mid Ulster District Council – 
Provision of Disabled Persons’ Parking Bays 

61 - 68 

7. Dual Language Signage Surveys 69 - 86 
8. Renaming and Renumbering Existing Streets 87 - 90 
9. Street Naming and Property Numbering 91 - 100 
10. Decision Process for Building Control Applications 101 - 102 
11. Product Safety Incident Management Plan as per PAS 

7100: 2018 
103 - 118 

12. Dog Fouling across Mid Ulster Council District 119 - 166 
 
Matters for Information   
13 Minutes of Environment Committee held on 3 December 

2018 
167 - 172 

14 Disposal/Sale of Assets - Fleet and Plant 173 - 174 
15 European Week for Waste Reduction (EWWR) 175 - 186 
16 Annual NIEA Waste Management Statistics and NILAS 

Reports 
187 - 258 
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17 Building Control Workload 259 - 262 
18 Entertainment Licensing Applications 263 - 286 
19 Mid Ulster Travellers Working Group Update 287 - 292 
  
Items restricted in accordance with Section 42, Part 1 of Schedule 6 of the 
Local Government Act (NI) 2014. The public will be asked to withdraw from the 
meeting at this point. 
 
Matters for Decision   
20. Update in relation to National Fuel Framework Agreement (RM 

1027) operated by the Crown Commercial Service 
 

21. Tender report for the appointment a lift servicing contractor  
22. Tender Report for the Digitisation of Building Control Files  
23. Application for the Grant of a Mobile Street Trading Licence  
24. Implementation of Local Government Resilience Resourcing 

Model 
 

25. Magherafelt Alleyway Revitalisation – Capital Project  
26. Seamus Heaney Trail Experience – Capital Project  
27. Increased ICT Fees -  Davagh Forest Visitor Hub   
 
 
Matters for Information   
28. Confidential Minutes of Environment Committee held on 3 

December 2018 
 

29. Capital Projects Update  
30. Capital Works Update – Final Capping at Magheraglass Landfill  
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Report on 
 

2018 Towns and Villages Awards  
 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

Terry Scullion, Head of Property Services 

Contact Officer  
 

Eunan Murray, Grounds & Cemeteries Manager 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 
If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To update members of local success at the 2018 town and village awards, to agree 
nominations for 2019 Awards. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
 
 
2.2 

 
Council submitted entries for the five largest settlements and a limited number of other 
villages, subject to community support, to both the NIAC Best Kept Awards and Ulster in 
Bloom in 2018. In addition, one settlement was represented in Ireland’s Best Kept Awards 
and Britain in Bloom awards.   
 
The annual awards that promote achievement and excellence in Horticulture, Amenity and 
Environmental Sustainability and is important in recognising high quality environments to 
live and work.  These awards encourage cities, towns and villages right across Northern 
Ireland to look their best, boosting civic pride through beautiful plant and floral displays.  
All competitions continue to attract great interest. 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.3 
 
 
 

 
Ulster In Bloom 2018  
Notably for Council in the 2018 Translink Ulster in Bloom Competition winner for the 
‘Village category’ was Donaghmore, with last year’s winners Castlecaulfield in a very close 
second place. This achievement for both Villages is recognition of the efforts of Council, 
local businesses and the local communities.  The awards presentation for this event was 
held on Thursday 20 September 2018 and appendix 1 outlines feedback from the Judges 
on all participating settlements in the district. 
 
Best Kept Awards 2018  
In the Best Kept Awards 2018 there was success again for Donaghmore winning the Best 
Kept Small Village category, with Castlecaulfield in second position. In the Housing 
Awards there was success for Lismore Avenue and Milltown in Dungannon received the 
Best Kept Medium Housing Area. The awards presentation for this event was held on 
Tuesday 16th October 2018 and appendix 2 outlines feedback from the Judges on all 
participating settlements in the district. 
 
Britain In Bloom Awards 2018 
The results of the 2018 Royal Horticultural Society Britain In Bloom Awards were 
announced in Belfast on the 19 October 2018.  Catlecaulfield achieved a Gold award in 
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3.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.6 

the overall Village Category.  This is a significant achievement for Council and for the 
village and appendix 3 outlines feedback from the Judges 
 
Awards Nominations 2019 
There is lots of useful feedback to consider for areas judged this year to work on for the 
2019 season. Nominations for the Best Kept Awards and Ulster in Bloom 2018 are 
proposed as follows under the appropriate category for the five area largest areas based 
on population size: 

1. Dungannon, 
2. Cookstown, 
3. Magherafelt,  
4. Coalisland, and  
5. Maghera 

Other nominations for both awards follows council nominations for last year, and were 
local Community input was evident in the 2018 growing season: 

6. Tobermore, 
7. Castlecaulfield, and 
8. Donaghmore  

 
In addition, there has been interested expressed from the following areas for Council to 
include the following entries in 2019: 
 

a. Caledon, 
b. Moy,  
c. Stewartstown, and  
d. Castledawson 

 
It is proposed that these areas are included in 2019 as a trial, subject to retaining resource 
commitments in line with the Council’s agreed Grounds Maintenance Settlements as 
detailed in Appendix 4 and were local Community input can be evidenced.   
 
Ireland’s Best Kept Awards and RHS Britain in Bloom 2019  
 
Following Donaghmore’s success in the Northern Ireland Regional awards this year 
it will go forward to be considered at the All Ireland Awards in May/June 2019.  This 
is the same approach for previous winners for previous regional winners. 

In addition, NILGA has submitted a request seeking the nomination of Donnaghmore as 
the Village Category winner for submission to Britain in Bloom.  Also, Castlecaulfield to the 
‘Campion of Champions’ category following their success in the awards over multiple 
years. See appendix 5 for details of the Britain in Bloom nominations.  

It should also be noted that RHS are considering changing the judging form and matrix for 
the 2019 awards. The current form is out of 200 marks (100 for horticulture, 50 for 
environment & biodiversity and 50 for community, the new form will be out of 100 marks 
(40 for horticulture, 30 for environment & biodiversity and 30 for community) reflecting a 
more balanced focus across the key areas judged.   An RHS BIB finalist event will be 
arranged in early February were further details on the judges scoring system will be 
conveyed.  This will be an important event for Council with two settlements from the 
district. 
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4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 
Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial: 
 

Entry to the regional awards is covered by an annual affiliation fee which will be 
included in budget estimates for the 19/20 financial year.  Seasonal planting and 
third-party maintenance has also been included in budget provision for in year and 
estimates for 19/20.  Work for all awards should be within existing directorate 
resource commitments. 
 
There may be some additional cost in support of the Britain in Bloom awards (e.g. 
seasonal planting, photographs/ publicity, hospitality, attendance at the finalist event, 
attendance at the awards event, etc). Cost in 2018/19 will be included in budget estimates 
for 2019/20.   
 

Human: 
 

Within existing Directorate resources, in conjunction with respective local 
communities in preparation for awards in 2019. 
 

Risk Management:  
N/A 
 

 
4.2 

 
Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  
 
N/A 
 

Rural Needs Implications: 
N/A 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
Members are asked to note the contents of this report and appendices, and recommend: 
 

a) Ulster in Bloom and Best Kept Award applications for the settlements outlined in 
section 3.4, plus the four additional settlements listed for a trial period of one year, 
subject to being able to evidence measurable Community input on the ground for 
the awards period, and   

b) RHS Britain in Bloom 2019 nominations for Donaghmore and Castlecaulfield into 
their respective competition categories. 

 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 
6.2 
6.3 
6.4 
6.5 

 
Appendix 1 – Ulster in Bloom Feedback 2018  
Appendix 2 – Best Kept Awards Feedback 2018 
Appendix 3 – RHS Britain in Bloom Feedback 2018 
Appendix 4 - List of Grounds Maintenance Priority Settlements 
Appendix 5 – BIB Nominations Letter 2019  
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1 

 

 

TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

 

 

 

 

Translink Ulster in Bloom  

2018 Marking Sheet 

 

 

Cookstown, Town, Mid Ulster District Council 
 
INTRODUCTION 
Cookstown plays on its status as a retail capitol for the area, and there are a good range of 
premises in the town.  Cookstown also has some very good public spaces tucked away from 
the main street, where the main concentration of floral colour has been targeted.  
 
HORTICULTURAL ACHIEVEMENT 
Areas of Achievement: 
Bedding, particularly Lobelia had weathered the drought conditions well and provided some 
very good shows along the main thoroughfare, including the deep red Begonia used in the 
schemes.  Beds were generally well maintained and provided good colour.  The central tree 
avenue on the main street is developing well and provides a lovely green roof for pedestrians 
on the main route. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
More planting for the signature beds on the approaches to the town.  The main roundabout on 
the Stewartstown side is becoming dated and could be reviewed for renewal.  The main council 
buildings and the curtilage could do with more floral colour was well. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY 
Areas of Achievement: 
The amenity site was well signposted.  The streetscape and hard landscaping were of good 
quality, including near the Burnavon centre. There was also a recycling facility at the 
supermarket. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
The local authority should consider replacing the miss-spelled sign for the amenity site; it’s 
been there quite some time now! Decorative Hoardings around some of the derelict properties 
were in need of maintenance as they were themselves falling into disrepair in some places.  
There were some areas of noxious weeds such as Hogweed seen during the visit. 
 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
Areas of Achievement: 
Some individual homes had splashes of colour from seasonal planting. The little Greenvale 
Hotel had some lovely splashes of seasonal colour outside its premises. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Explicit promotion of the campaign along with much more encouragement for local 
homeowners and businesses to get involved in using seasonal plant material to enhance their 
local area. 
 

Judging date: 8th July 2018           
Judges: C Mulholland and J Lockhart  

____________________ 
For information, based on the RHS Britain in Bloom scoring matrix,  

your 2018 Ulster in Bloom entry would sit in the following score band. 
 

Outstanding 
(Overall 170 – 

200 points) 

Very Good 
(Overall 150 – 

169 points) 

Good  
(Overall 120 – 

149 points) 

Average 
(Overall 100 – 

119 points) 

Fair  
(Overall 0 - 
99 points) 
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2 

 

 

TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

 

 

 

Translink Ulster in Bloom  

2018 Marking Sheet 

 

 

Dungannon, Town, Mid Ulster District Council 
 
INTRODUCTION 
The town of Dungannon benefits from the landscaping investment around the Hill of O’Neill.  
Dungannon Park is a wonderful oasis and is very well used and cared for, this is an excellent 
asset for the town. 
 

HORTICULTURAL ACHIEVEMENT 
Areas of Achievement: 
The planting choices around the council offices and in the main roundabout planting (using the 
metal-framed butterfly structures) were very good.  There was good evidence of maintenance, 
particularly around the Dungannon Park area.  The planting schemes viewed during the visit 
didn’t show much evidence of having suffered from the dry conditions at the start of the season. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Weed control in some planted areas was not completely successful, and some bedding 
containers were empty at the time of the visit; this might have been due to rescheduled planting 
dates resulting from the dry conditions.  The council offices did not seem to show the same 
level of horticultural input that other town areas seemed to have. 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY 
Areas of Achievement: 
On-street recycling was in evidence, which was good.  The Dungannon park area was well 
maintained, well run and well used.  This is an excellent asset for the town.  There was little 
evidence of litter around the town. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Some areas were showing some signs of dereliction. 
 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
Areas of Achievement: 
There was some evidence of community participation, but it was not clear if this was linked to 
the UIB competition.  The staff at Dungannon Park were very well-versed in what the town’s 
involvement with the competition.  The competition was being promoted by the Dungannon 
Park facility. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
More overt signage promoting the UIB competition would be of benefit, along with increased 
encouragement among local communities to participate in the campaign. 
 

Judging date: 1st July 2018           
Judges: C Mulholland and J Lockhart  
 

____________________ 
 

For information, based on the RHS Britain in Bloom scoring matrix,  
your 2018 Ulster in Bloom entry would sit in the following score band. 

 

Outstanding 
(Overall 170 – 

200 points) 

Very Good 
(Overall 150 – 

169 points) 

Good  
(Overall 120 – 

149 points) 

Average 
(Overall 100 – 

119 points) 

Fair  
(Overall 0 - 99 

points) 

     
 
,  
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3 

 

 

TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

 

 

 

Translink Ulster in Bloom  

2018 Marking Sheet 

 

Magherafelt, Town, Mid Ulster District Council 
 

INTRODUCTION 
Magherafelt has a good town centre and has been helped to an extent by the new ring 
road, which takes through traffic away from the centre.  There are plenty of retail 
opportunities as well as leisure and recreation facilities within easy reach of the town 
centre. 
 

HORTICULTURAL ACHIEVEMENT 
Areas of Achievement: 
Good to see a good attempt at some picture bedding around the town.  The plantings 
were neatly maintained in general.  There was a nice level of attention to detail.  Big 
planters using tree specimens were good too.  Roses in permanent planting beds (e.g. 
Killowen) were giving a good show this year. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Straddle and manger baskets, whilst neatly planted and well filled, perhaps could have 
been more plentiful for better effect. 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY 
Areas of Achievement: 
Plenty of good quality open space, for example down towards the cemetery.  Town 
centre hardscaping was very good quality.  There was little evidence of litter or 
dereliction. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Greater availability of recycling facilities built into the hardscaping for the town centre 
would be good. 
 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
Areas of Achievement: 
Some individual houses, and the Killowen estate had made some efforts to use 
seasonal floral colour to enhance the local area. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Much more promotion of the competition and its aims, including the encouragement of 
local community involvement in local horticultural initiatives to improve the area. 
 

Judging date: 8th July 2018           
Judges: C Mulholland and J Lockhart 

____________________ 
 

For information, based on the RHS Britain in Bloom scoring matrix,  
your 2018 Ulster in Bloom entry would sit in the following score band. 

 

Outstanding 
(Overall 170 – 

200 points) 

Very Good 
(Overall 150 – 

169 points) 

Good  
(Overall 120 – 

149 points) 

Average 
(Overall 100 – 

119 points) 

Fair  
(Overall 0 - 
99 points) 
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TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

 

 

 

Translink Ulster in Bloom  
2018 Marking Sheet 

 
 

Maghera, Small Town, Mid Ulster District Council 
 
INTRODUCTION 
Some good beds – particularly on Bellaghy Road, nice wall baskets.   

Walsh’s hotel has made a great effort and looks well.  
 

HORTICULTURAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Areas of Achievement:  
Nice bed of begonias opposite the Leisure Centre and on Cookstown Road with 
another good bed on Bellaghy Road.  
Wall baskets good and the hotel has made a great effort with lovely colour combination 
from Jacks to Helen’s coffee shop.  
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Need much more impact so more of everything. 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY 

Areas of Achievement:  
Rural area provides areas for wildlife.  
Town is free from litter. 
 

Areas for Improvement: 
More active measures could be taken to enhance wildlife and biodiversity.  
 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 

Areas of Achievement: 
Evidence of business support, more evidence of community participation needed.  
 

Areas for Improvement:  
Need community participation and promotion of Ulster in Bloom.  
 
Judging date: 19th July 2018           

Judges: Joan Hamilton and Pat Cameron  

____________________ 

For information, based on the RHS Britain in Bloom scoring matrix, 
your 2018 Ulster in Bloom entry would sit in the following score band. 

 
 

Outstanding 
(Overall 170 – 
200 points) 

Very Good 
(Overall 150 – 
169 points) 

Good  
(Overall 120 – 
149 points) 

Average 
(Overall 100 – 
119 points) 

Fair  
(Overall 0 - 99 
points) 

     

 

Page 10 of 292



5 

 

 

TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

 

 

 

Translink Ulster in Bloom  

2018 Marking Sheet 
 

 

Tobermore, Village, Mid Ulster District Council 
 

INTRODUCTION 
The town has some good planting; both beds and tubs. A number of private gardens 
have made a good effort and have lovely displays.  
The begonias along the wall in the main street add a lot of colour and are very effective. 
Unfortunately, there is a lot of weeds in some beds and others have not been planted. 
 
HORTICULTURAL ACHIEVEMENT 
Areas of Achievement:  
Impressive bed on Maghera Road in honour of the BB, some nice half barrel planters, 
good window bows and tubs.  
Lots of colour along top of wall in main street as well as in the sponsored bed. 
Some very colourful private gardens.  
Fake hedging is effective where it is used.  
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Ensure that beds are well maintained and weeded effectively. Also ensure that all 
planting has taken place before judging as some beds had not been planted.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY 
Areas of Achievement:  
The town was very clean, and the location gives good scope for wildlife.  
 

Areas for Improvement: 
Look for ways to increase areas of biodiversity (e.g. conservation area or an insect 
hotel) in order to attract more wildlife. 
 
COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
Areas of Achievement: 
Some evidence of sponsorship. 
 

Areas for Improvement:  
Encourage community participation and public awareness of Ulster in Bloom (ensure 
you are using the Ulster in Bloom posters). 
 

Judging date: 20th July 2018           
Judges: Joan Hamilton and Pat Cameron  

____________________ 
 

For information, based on the RHS Britain in Bloom scoring matrix, 
your 2018 Ulster in Bloom entry would sit in the following score band. 

 

Outstanding 
(Overall 170 – 
200 points) 

Very Good 
(Overall 150 – 
169 points) 

Good  
(Overall 120 – 
149 points) 

Average 
(Overall 100 – 
119 points) 

Fair  
(Overall 0 - 99 
points) 
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TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

 

Translink Ulster in Bloom  

2018 Marking Sheet 
 

 

Donaghmore, Village, Mid Ulster District Council  
 
INTRODUCTION 
Excellent effort by Donaghmore this year.  

The main street is awash with colour from tubs, baskets and window boxes and the 
display at the cross is very impressive. 

The quality of the floral exhibits is fantastic and it’s good to see the rabbits and the 
teapot!   

The cart and boat are good additions, the train is great and the overall effect of all the 
displays is WOW! 

Good information pack provided for judges.  

 

HORTICULTURAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Areas of Achievement:  

The extent and quality of the floral displays could not be better.  

All residences and businesses are involved, the community gardens are well planted 
and maintained, the wildflower areas are lovely, and the allotments are excellent.  

This is all complemented by the features throughout the village such as the soap vats, 
cart, boat, teapot and rabbits!   

The train for Translink’s 50 years is just great.  It’s good to see more innovation in the 
village displays.  

Areas for Improvement: 

Continue to be creative in thinking about how to present the displays.  

 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY 

Areas of Achievement:  

Good conservation and biodiversity, recycling and celebration of local heritage.  

A clean and tidy village.  

Areas for Improvement: 

Build on current programmes for recycling and celebrating heritage. 

 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 

Areas of Achievement: 

Excellent community participation and public awareness.  

Funding and sponsorship well sourced and certainly a visitor will be impressed.  

Areas for Improvement:  
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TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

Continue the good work. 

 

 

Judging date: 19th July 2018           

Judges: Joan Hamilton and Pat Cameron  

____________________ 

 
For information, based on the RHS Britain in Bloom scoring matrix, 

your 2018 Ulster in Bloom entry would sit in the following score band. 
 

Outstanding 
(Overall 170 – 
200 points) 

Very Good 
(Overall 150 – 
169 points) 

Good  
(Overall 120 – 
149 points) 

Average 
(Overall 100 – 
119 points) 

Fair  
(Overall 0 - 99 
points) 
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TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

 

 

 

Translink Ulster in Bloom  

2018 Marking Sheet 
 

 

Castlecaufield, Village, Mid Ulster District Council 
 
INTRODUCTION 
The creativity of the In Bloom Group in Castlecaulfield is amazing! This year they have 
created an Emeline Pankhurst figure to commemorate the anniversary of the 
suffragette movement, a train surrounded by yellow beds to celebrate Translink’s 50 
years and a house with ruby window boxes to signify 40 years of Ulster in Bloom as 
well as a market stall with knitted vegetables and a clock bed.  
 
Add to this Worzel Gummidge beside a bee, recycled pallet beds and a butterfly with 
excellent floral exhibits throughout the village and you have a wonderful entry in Ulster 
in Bloom. 
 
Excellent information pack for the judges.  
 
There is little to criticise except that, on the day of judging, some of the beds and 
features were not in place.  Even if we had judged a couple of days later the newly 
planted beds wouldn’t have developed to the standard expected.   
 
HORTICULTURAL ACHIEVEMENT 
Areas of Achievement:  
Innovation and presentation outstanding. The quality of the floral displays generally of 
the highest order, residential houses and business premises all had good displays and 
where there was a vacant property it was transformed. Sustainable planting was 
evident in the Pavilion bed and the housing association beds were very attractive.   The 
special features were all excellent - but the star, we thought, was the figure of a lady 
with a dog – representing Emeline Pankhurst – to commemorate the suffragette 
movement - it was wonderful.  
 
Areas for Improvement: 
We appreciate that unforeseen circumstances lead to the village not having everything 
in place by the time of judging, but this had to be taken into account resulting in the 
loss of a few marks.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY 
Areas of Achievement:  
The quality of environmental planting is high and there is a good example of 
environmental responsibility, recycling is practised, areas are available for wildlife 
including good wildflower areas. 
The use of pallets to create beds is excellent, local heritage celebrated and the village 
is extremely neat and tidy. 
 
Areas for Improvement: 
Continue to do what you are doing! 
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TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
Areas of Achievement: 
Community participation is high as is public awareness. Funding and sponsorship is 
evident and there is great impact. A visitor will certainly be impressed. 
 
Areas for Improvement:  
Just have beds planted and features in place a little sooner! 
 
Judging date: 19th July 2018           
Judges: Joan Hamilton and Pat Cameron  

____________________ 
 

For information, based on the RHS Britain in Bloom scoring matrix,  
your 2018 Ulster in Bloom entry would sit in the following score band. 

 

Outstanding 
(Overall 170 – 

200 points) 

Very Good 
(Overall 150 – 

169 points) 

Good  
(Overall 120 – 

149 points) 

Average 
(Overall 100 – 

119 points) 

Fair  
(Overall 0 - 
99 points) 
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TranslinkUlster in Bloom Marking Sheet 

 

 

 

Translink Ulster in Bloom  

2018 Marking Sheet 
 

 

Coalisland, Small Town, Mid Ulster District Council 
 
INTRODUCTION 
There is little effort made here. There are council baskets at places in the town but no 
sign of anyone in the community involved.  
 
HORTICULTURAL ACHIEVEMENT 
Areas of Achievement:  
Two nice begonia beds at entrance of town.  Open spaces are well maintained.  
 
Areas for Improvement: 
The main street is lacking floral displays, maybe add a few planters with a variety of 
plants, some tall, some medium and some trailing plants make a nice floral display, or 
use hanging baskets outside residential homes or businesses.  
Very overgrown area at Spring Island which should be maintained better. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY 
Areas of Achievement:  
Town is clean and tidy. 
 
Areas for Improvement: 
Look for ways of providing more for the wildlife e.g. insect hotel and more could be 
made of the heritage of the town. 
 
COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
Areas of Achievement: 
Floral display at entrance of town show council effort. 
 
Areas for Improvement:  
Encourage community participation and promote any community participation with 
signage. Ensure that competition is promoted e.g. posters. Try to get residents and 
local businesses involved and promote this with signage. Try to improve the overall 
impact of floral displays and any other initiatives within the town. 
 
Judging date: 19th July 2018           
Judges: Joan Hamilton and Pat Cameron  

____________________ 
 

For information, based on the RHS Britain in Bloom scoring matrix, 
your 2018 Ulster in Bloom entry would sit in the following score band. 

 

Outstanding 
(Overall 170 – 
200 points) 

Very Good 
(Overall 150 – 
169 points) 

Good  
(Overall 120 – 
149 points) 

Average 
(Overall 100 – 
119 points) 

Fair  
(Overall 0 - 99 
points) 
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List of Grounds Maintenance Priority Settlements (as per Grounds Maintenance 

Delivery Standards Outcomes) – July 2018 

Council will aspire to maintain roadside grass verges (approx. one swathe width) within  

towns and village 30mph limits where these are within the confines of the public road and 

with a population greater than 300 people based on Census data, subject to availability of 

resources.   

Council will seek to maintain prominent gateways on aertial routes to and from the five 

largest towns in the district based on population size (i.e. Dungannon, Coalisland, 

Cookstown, Magherafelt and Maghera).  It will endeavour to prioritise the general grounds 

maintenance standards and provision in these areas were practically possible. 

 

SETTLEMENT POPULATION 
SIZE (Census 
Data) 

Road 
Classification 
(aertial route ) 

Speed Zone 
in 
settlement 
(mph) 

DUNGANNON 14332 A 30 

COOKSTOWN 11620 A 30 

MAGHERAFELT 8819 A/B 30 

COALISLAND 5700 A 30 

MAGHERA 4217 A 30 

BALLYGAWLEY 2592 C 30 

CASTLEDAWSON 2292 A 30 

MONEYMORE 1897 A 30 

DRAPERSTOWN 1772 B 30 

MOY 1603 A 30 

FIVEMILETOWN 1243 A 30 

DONAGHMORE 1122 B 30 

BELLAGHY 1115 A 30 

AUGHNACLOY 1041 A 30 

TOBERMORE 823 A 30 

POMEROY 789 B 30 

BALLYRONAN 711 B 30 

CLOGHER 709 A 30 

ARDBOE 687 B 30 

KILLYMAN 682 B 40 

COAGH 662 B 30 

CASTLECAULFIELD 659 C 30 

STEWARTSTOWN 650 B 30 

GULLADUFF 593 A 30 

CLADY 567 A 30 

UPPERLANDS 561 B 30 

NEWMILLS 556 C 30 

MOORTOWN 521 B 30 

EGLISH 492 B 40 
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CALEDON 468 B 30 

SWATRAGH 438 A 30 

BENBURB 409 B 30 

GLENONE 403 A 30 

AUGHER 305 A 30 

BUSH 484 B/C 30 

CREAGH 308 U 30 
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Councillor Seán McPeake   
Chair  
Mid Ulster District Council 
Magherafelt Office 
Ballyronan Road 
Magherafelt 
BT45 6EN 
 

13th November 2018 

 

                  
 

RE: BRITAIN IN BLOOM 2019 
 
Dear Seán  
 
On behalf of the Northern Ireland Local Government Association, congratulations on 
your council’s continued success in the Translink Ulster in Bloom competition.   
 
To take the success further, we are planning - with your council’s support - to nominate 
Donaghmore to represent Northern Ireland in the ‘Village’ category of the 2019 Royal 
Horticultural Society, Britain in Bloom Competition. 
 
This is in addition to Castlecaulfield being selected by the RHS for the 2019 Champion 
of Champions category.  Please note - all nominations are subject to RHS approval, 
RHS nomination guidelines attached. 
 
We believe the Translink Ulster in Bloom Competition has made a major contribution 
to the environmental and economic improvement of Northern Ireland. In association 
with Britain in Bloom, it has generated hugely positive coverage for councils and all 
involved.   
 
It’s been a tremendous experience working with your communities, your officers and 
members on this In Bloom work, so renewed thanks and I look forward to your 
corporate decision. If this can be provided for decision to Full Council or an appropriate 
Standing Committee, we’d be most grateful.  
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Derek McCallan  
Chief Executive, Northern Ireland Local Government Association  
 
Enclosed: RHS Britain in Bloom nomination guidelines.   
 
CC. Mr Anthony Tohill, Chief Executive, Mr Andrew Cassells, Director of 
Environment & Property Services and Mr Terry Scullion, Head of Property Services - 
Mid Ulster District Council.  
 

Page 52 of 292



 

 

RHS Britain in Bloom UK Finals 2019 

 

1. The Nomination Process 
 

 Each Region or Nation may nominate up to five entries.  
 

 Nominations can be into any category, but not more than one entry into each. 
 

 Nominations must be from a corresponding Regional category. 
o BIDs, and Town Centres & City Centres can be from any of these three 

corresponding Regional categories. 
o London Village and Town entries can be entered into the Village or Town 

category that reflects their electoral role numbers.  
 

 All nominations are provisional until confirmed by the RHS. 
 

 The management of the balancing of entries into categories shall be in the hands of the 
RHS. 

o No category shall run with less than three entries.  
o Where a category has less than three entries, a second round of nominations 

may be offered. 
o Second round nominations into undersubscribed categories will be offered out to 

Regions and Nations based on the total number of core category entries for the 
previous year, with priority given to those Regions with the highest number of 
entries. 

o If insufficient entries are nominated into a specific category in a particular year, 
that category will not run in the UK Finals in that year. 

 

 Category winners will be excluded from re-entering the UK finals for one year.  
 

 Champion of Champions is an invitational category, at the discretion of the RHS and the 
Chair of National Judges. In order to be considered a nomination must have: 

o Achieved an extremely high standard in the previous year;  
o Maintained a consistently high standard over the last three competitive years; 
o Not entered the Champion of Champions category in the last two years. 

 

 
 

2. The 2019 Categories & Judging Allocations 
 

Band/Category Electoral Roll Judging Allocation 

Villages  

Village  1 - 1,000 1 hour 
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Large Village  1,001 - 2,500 1 hour 30 minutes 

Towns  

Small Town 2,501 - 6,000 2 hours 

Town  6,001 - 12,000 2 hours 30 minutes 

Large Town  12,001 - 35,000 3 hours 

Cities  

Small City 35,001 - 100,000 3 hours 30 minutes 

City  100,001 and over 4 hours 

Urban  

Urban Communitya 0 - 25,000 2 hours 30 minutes 

BIDsb and Town Centres & City Centres N/A 2 hours 

Coastalc  

Coastal (12,000 and below) 12,000 and below 2 hours 30 minutes 

Large Coastal (12,001 and above) 12,001 and above 3 hours 

 
 

PLEASE NOTE: The above allocations do not include the 15-minutes press call nor the 15-minute 
presentation.  
 

a. A BID entry must be an official business improvement district; a business improvement district 
is a defined area within which businesses pay an additional tax (or levy) in order to fund 
projects within the district's boundaries.  For a list of bona fide BIDs please visit the UKBIDS 
website on www.ukbids.org. Town or City Centres are also welcome to enter this category. 

 
b. An urban community must be an identifiable community within a larger conurbation 

(sometimes described as an urban ‘village or town’).   It must have its own sense of identity 
and have its own “Bloom” group (a group dedicated to leading the “in Bloom” initiative locally).  
An urban community may not have its own Council, or be able to stand alone, but it will have 
its own ‘sense of place’. 

 
c. A coastal community must be an area that actively encourages visitors with a resort, beach 

and/or harbour (which can be part of a commercial harbour), adjacent to or within easy and 
reasonable access of the local community.  

 
The area will have facilities providing varied recreational opportunities for visitors. The beach/ 
harbour will have some of the following: café or restaurant; shop; toilet; public transport; 
supervision; first aid; public telephone. A coastal resort is described as an area which has 
substantial visitor accommodation and tourism as an integral part of the local economy. 
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3. Support and Information   
 
If you require support or additional information about the 2019 nomination process then 
please do not hesitate to contact the RHS Communities Team via telephone 0207 8213122 or 
email communities@rhs.org.uk.  
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Report on 
 

Environmental Services Proposed Scale of Charges for 2019/20 
 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

Mark McAdoo, Head of Environmental Services 

Contact Officer  
 

Mark McAdoo, Head of Environmental Services 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To seek approval for a proposed scale of charges in relation to Environmental Services for 
the period 1st April 2019 to 31st March 2020. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 

 
The proposed charges for Environmental Services relate to: the collection and disposal of 
commercial waste; the sale of wheeled bins to domestic and commercial customers; the 
provision of bulky waste collections and acceptance of trade waste at Recycling Centres. 
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Commercial waste kerbside collection charges 
 
Proposed charges for the collection and disposal of commercial waste from 1st April 2019 
(at the kerbside) are shown in table 1 below.  
 
Table 1 
 

Bin Size  
Cost per Collection (2019-2020) 

Residual Recycling 

  120 Litre    £3.05   £2.00 

  240 Litre    £5.50   £3.65 

  360 Litre    £8.15   £5.35 

  660 Litre  £14.45   £9.50 

1100 Litre  £23.75 £15.70 

 
The proposed residual (black) bin charges are based on a 5% increase on the existing 
charges (rounded to the nearest five pence). In order to further incentivise recycling it is not 
proposed to increase the charges for the collection of recycling bins (which will equate to 
approximately two thirds of the residual waste charges). It should be noted that VAT is not 
chargeable on any commercial waste collections. 
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3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Purchase of Wheeled Bins 
  
It is not proposed to increase the current prices for the purchase of wheeled bins as 
shown in table 2 below:  
 
Table 2 
 

Bin Size  Cost  Delivery Charge  Total (Exc VAT)  

120/180 Litre  £25  £9  £34  

240 Litre  £25  £9  £34  

360 Litre  £50  £12  £62  

660 Litre  £125  £12  £137  

1100 Litre  £170  £12  £182  

 
The charges for 240 litre wheeled bins will apply to black, blue and brown containers. 
However, when a householder is purchasing all three bins at the one time then the 
charge for the brown bin is reduced to £10 resulting in a total charge of £60 for all three 
bins (rather than £75).  Furthermore, where more than one bin is purchased and 
delivered to a property at the same time only one (£9) delivery charge will apply. 
 
Replacement Parts and Miscellaneous Items 
 
The proposed prices for wheeled bin replacement parts and other miscellaneous items 
are shown in table 3 below: 
 
Table 3 
 

Replacement part Cost  

120, 140, 240 or 360 litre bin wheels        £3.50 each 

120, 140, 240 or 360 litre bin axles            £3.00 each 

Complete bin axle with 2 wheels for above bins £10.00 per set 

240 litre bin lid with pins £10.00 

Individual bin lid pins - all sizes £1.00 each 

660 and 1100 litre castor wheels with brakes £15.00 

660 and 1100 litre castor wheels without brakes £12.00 

Miscellaneous item  

Food Waste Caddies Free of charge 

Home Compost Units Free of charge 

Caddy Liners (approx. 50 liners per roll) £1.00 per roll  

Re-usable garden waste sacks £2.00 each 

 
 
Bulky Household Waste Collection Service 
 
It is proposed that the current charge of £5 for the provision of a bulky household waste 
collection service (per three items) remains in place from 1st April 2019  
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3.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Disposal of Commercial Waste at Recycling Centres 
  
The proposed charges for the disposal of commercial waste at Cookstown, Drumcoo and 
Magherafelt Recycling Centres from 1st April 2019 are shown in table 4 below: 
 
Table 4 
 

Material Rate per Tonne VAT Total Per Tonne 

Residual Waste £140 £28 £168 

Wood £75 £15 £90 

Hard Plastic £100  £20 £120 

Plasterboard £150  £30 £180 

Fridges/Freezers £50 each £10 £60 each 

Oil filters & rags £750  £150 £900 

Green (garden) waste £50  £10 £60 

Paint (including cans) £500  £100 £600 

Rubble £20 £4 £24 

 
A minimum charge of £5 applies however commercial recyclable waste such as paper, 
cardboard, batteries, fluorescent tubes, electrical appliances, textiles, scrap metal, 
plastic bottles, glass bottles and cooking oil will continue to be accepted free of charge. 
 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial: 
 
The total projected income from the collection and disposal of commercial waste in 
2019/20 is estimated to be approximately £550,000 + VAT 
 

Human: 
 
Administration of trade waste invoicing and payments 
 

Risk Management:  
 
N/A 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications: N/A 
 

Rural Needs Implications: N/A 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 

 
It is recommended that the proposed scale of charges as outlined be approved for 2019/20 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 

 
None 
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Report on 
 

DfI Roads Proposals to Mid Ulster District Council – Provision of 
Disabled Persons’ Parking Bays 
 

Date of Meeting 
 

Tuesday 8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

Andrew Cassells, Director of Environment & Property 

Contact Officer  
 

Andrew Cassells, Director of Environment & Property 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To seek the agreement of Members in relation to proposals from DfI Roads to introduce 
measures to enhance the safety and development of the transport network with a range of 
transport proposals. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 

 

DfI Roads are consulting the Council with proposals to introduce measures 
designed to improve network safety, sustainability and efficiency to encourage 
safe and sustainable travel.  
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The following outlines the proposals to be brought to the attention of the Environment 
Committee: 
 
Proposed Provision of a Disabled Persons’ Parking Bay at the following locations: 

 Scotch Street, Dungannon 

 Dunavon Park, Dungannon 

 Hunters Park, Bellaghy 
 
DfI Roads are proposing to provide a disabled persons’ parking bay at the above noted 
locations. 
 
Consultation letters and location maps of the aforementioned proposals are attached as 
appendices to this report. 
 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial:  None  
 

Human:  None 
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Risk Management:  
 
The introduction of the proposals at these locations will assist in the management of road 
safety issues. 
 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  
 
The introduction of the proposals at these locations will assist DfI in the discharge of their 
duties regarding disability. 
 

Rural Needs Implications: None 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
That the Environment Committee endorses the proposals submitted by DfI Roads. 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 

 
Appendix 1 
 

a) Letter from DfI Roads dated 14th December 2018; Proposed Provision of a Disabled 
Persons’ Parking Bay at Scotch Street, Dungannon 

 
b) Letter from DfI Roads dated 14th December 2018; Proposed Provision of a Disabled 

Persons’ Parking Bay at Dunavon Park, Dungannon 
 

c) Letter from DfI Roads dated 12th December 2018; Proposed Provision of a Disabled 
Persons’ Parking Bay at Hunters Park, Bellaghy 

 
Appendix 2 
 

a) Drawing – Proposed Provision of a Disabled Persons’ Parking Bay at Scotch 
Street, Dungannon 

 
b) Drawing – Proposed Provision of a Disabled Persons’ Parking Bay at Dunavon 

Park, Dungannon 
 

c) Drawing – Proposed Provision of a Disabled Persons’ Parking Bay at Hunters 
Park, Bellaghy 
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Report on 
 

Dual Language Signage Survey 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2018 

Reporting Officer 
 

William Wilkinson 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To advise Members on the result of surveys undertaken on all applicable residents on the 
streets/roads in response to Dual Language Signage Nameplate requests.  
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
 
2.2 
 
 
 
2.3 

 
In accordance with the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) NI Order 1995 – 
Article 11 the Council is tasked with the responsibility to erect dual language signs or 
second nameplates, adjacent to the nameplate in English. 
 
The Policy for Street Naming and Dual Language Signage – Section 6.0, as adopted 
(See Appendix 1) forms the basis for considering requests expressing the name in a 
language other than English, to both existing and new streets.  
 
Members had previously agreed to canvass, by post, all occupiers as listed on the 
Electoral Register residing on the streets/roads as noted below seeking their views on the 
request to erect dual-language street nameplates in the Irish Language as requested in 
each case. 
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The Building Control Service within the Public Health and Infrastructure Directorate 
issued occupiers of the undernoted streets, correspondence seeking their views on the 
request to erect a dual-language street nameplate. 
 
Completed surveys were received by the return date and the outcome is as follows in 
each case: 
 

Name of Street Annaghbann, Coalisland 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 24/04/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

12/06/2018 

Surveys Issued 26/10/2018 

Surveys returned by  23/11/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 27 

Survey Letters Returned 24 

Replies in Favour 114 

Replies not in Favour 0 
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3.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.5 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 24 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at 
Annaghbann, Coalisland. 
 

Name of Street Willow Gardens, Dungannon 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 24/05/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

12/06/2018 

Surveys Issued 26/10/2018 

Surveys returned by  23/11/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 25 

Survey Letters Returned 10 

Replies in Favour 10 

Replies not in Favour 0 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 10 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Willow 
Gardens, Dungannon. 
 

Name of Street Clover Hill, Moy 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 04/06/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

02/07/2018 

Surveys Issued 26/10/2018 

Surveys returned by  23/11/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 118 

Survey Letters Returned 38 

Replies in Favour 28 

Replies not in Favour 9 

Invalid 1 

Valid Returns 37 

Percentage in Favour 76% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Clover 
Hill, Moy. 
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3.6 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.7 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.8 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Name of Street Springfield Crescent, 
Dungannon 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 25/06/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

11/09/2018 

Surveys Issued 31/10/2018 

Surveys returned by  28/11/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 51 

Survey Letters Returned 19 

Replies in Favour 16 

Replies not in Favour 1 

Invalid 2 

Valid Returns 17 

Percentage in Favour 94% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at 
Springfield Crescent, Dungannon. 
 
 

Name of Street Kirk Avenue, Magherafelt 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 18/06/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

11/09/2018 

Surveys Issued 31/10/2018 

Surveys returned by  28/11/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 15 

Survey Letters Returned 7 

Replies in Favour 6 

Replies not in Favour 0 

Invalid 1 

Valid Returns 6 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Kirk 
Avenue, Magherafelt. 
 
 

Name of Street Lower Meadow, Magherafelt 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 25/06/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

11/09/2018 

Surveys Issued 31/10/2018 

Surveys returned by  28/11/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 19 

Survey Letters Returned 14 
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3.9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.10 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Replies in Favour 10 

Replies not in Favour 1 

Invalid 3 

Valid Returns 11 

Percentage in Favour 91% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Lower 
Meadow, Magherafelt. 
 
 

Name of Street Chapel View, Bellaghy 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 25/06/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

11/09/2018 

Surveys Issued 31/10/2018 

Surveys returned by  28/11/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 42 

Survey Letters Returned 15 

Replies in Favour 15 

Replies not in Favour 0 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 15 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Chapel 
View, Bellaghy. 
 
 

Name of Street Orritor Crescent, Cookstown 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 05/07/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

11/09/2018 

Surveys Issued 31/10/2018 

Surveys returned by  28/11/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 50 

Survey Letters Returned 24 

Replies in Favour 22 

Replies not in Favour 0 

Invalid 2 

Valid Returns 22 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
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3.11 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.12 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.13 

 

 

 

 

 

 

consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Orritor 
Crescent, Cookstown. 
 

Name of Street Broagh Road, Knockloughrim 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 05/07/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

11/09/2018 

Surveys Issued 07/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  05/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 30 

Survey Letters Returned 20 

Replies in Favour 17 

Replies not in Favour 3 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 20 

Percentage in Favour 85% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Broagh 
Road, Knockloughrim. 
 
 

Name of Street Dunlea Vale, Dungannon 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 21/08/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

09/10/2018 

Surveys Issued 07/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  05/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 79 

Survey Letters Returned 30 

Replies in Favour 29 

Replies not in Favour 0 

Invalid 1 

Valid Returns 29 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Dunlea 
Vale, Dungannon. 
 
 

Name of Street The Willows, Dungannon 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 30/08/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

09/10/2018 

Surveys Issued 07/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  05/12/2018 

Page 73 of 292



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.14 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.15 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Letters Issued 53 

Survey Letters Returned 15 

Replies in Favour 12 

Replies not in Favour 3 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 15 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at The 
Willows, Dungannon. 
 

Name of Street Parknascull, Coalisland 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 05/09/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

09/10/2018 

Surveys Issued 07/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  05/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 31 

Survey Letters Returned 10 

Replies in Favour 9 

Replies not in Favour 1 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 10 

Percentage in Favour 90% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at 
Parknascull, Coalisland. 
 

Name of Street Glebe Court, Dungannon 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 24/09/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

13/11/2018 

Surveys Issued 14/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  12/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 33 

Survey Letters Returned 19 

Replies in Favour 15 

Replies not in Favour 4 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 19 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
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3.16 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.17 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.18 

 

 

 

 

 

 

consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at Glebe 
Court, Dungannon. 
 
 

Name of Street Ballygillen Road, Coagh 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 22/10/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

13/11/2018 

Surveys Issued 14/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  12/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 81 

Survey Letters Returned 39 

Replies in Favour 28 

Replies not in Favour 11 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 39 

Percentage in Favour 72% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at 
Ballygillen Road, Coagh. 
 
 

Name of Street The Glassan, Coagh 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 22/10/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

13/11/2018 

Surveys Issued 14/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  12/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 8 

Survey Letters Returned 2 

Replies in Favour 2 

Replies not in Favour 0 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 2 

Percentage in Favour 100% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at The 
Glassan, Coagh. 
 
 

Name of Street Killymuck Road, Coagh 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 23/10/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

13/11/2018 

Surveys Issued 14/11/2018 
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3.19 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.20 

Surveys returned by  12/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 51 

Survey Letters Returned 19 

Replies in Favour 16 

Replies not in Favour 1 

Invalid 2 

Valid Returns 17 

Percentage in Favour 94% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are in favour of the 
erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language nameplates at 
Killymuck Road, Coagh. 
 

Name of Street Ballynasollus Road, Cookstown 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 17/07/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

11/09/2018 

Surveys Issued 07/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  05/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 48 

Survey Letters Returned 28 

Replies in Favour 9 

Replies not in Favour 19 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 28 

Percentage in Favour 32% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are not in favour of 
the erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 
consider that the dual language street nameplate is not approved or erected at 
Ballynasollus Road, Cookstown 
 

Name of Street Cloverhill Road, Moneymore 

Language Requested Irish 

Date Request Validated 23/10/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

13/11/2018 

Surveys Issued 14/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  12/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 51 

Survey Letters Returned 31 

Replies in Favour 14 

Replies not in Favour 17 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 31 

Percentage in Favour 45% 

 
In accordance with the Dual Language Signage Nameplates Policy, where more than 
51% of the completed replies returned by occupiers indicate that they are not in favour of 
the erection of a dual language street nameplate, then the Members are requested to 

Page 76 of 292



consider that the dual language street nameplate is not approved or erected at Cloverhill 
Road, Moneymore  

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial:  Within Current Resources 

Human:  Within Current Resources 

Risk Management:  None 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  None 

Rural Needs Implications:  None 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
That Members note the results of the surveys and agree the application of Dual 
Language Nameplates in Irish for the streets/roads as noted below: 
 

1. Annaghbann, Coalisland 
 

2. Willow Gardens, Dungannon 
 

3. Clover Hill, Moy 
 

4. Springfield Crescent, Dungannon 
 

5. Kirk Avenue, Magherafelt 
 

6. Lower Meadow, Magherafelt 
 

7. Chapel View, Bellaghy 
 

8. Orritor Crescent, Cookstown 
 

9. Broagh Road, Knockloughrim 
 

10. Dunlea Vale, Dungannon 
 

11. The Willows, Dungannon 
 

12. Parknascull, Coalisland 
 

13. Glebe Court, Dungannon 
 

14. Ballygillen Road, Coagh 
 

15. The Glassan, Coagh 
 

16. Killymuck Road, Coagh  
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5.2 That Members note the results of the survey and do not approve the application of Dual 
Language Nameplates in Irish for the street/road as noted below: 
 

1. Ballynasollus Road, Cookstown 
 

2. Cloverhill Road, Moneymore 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 
 
 
6.2 

 
Appendix 1 – Street Naming and Dual Language Signage – Section 6.0 : Dual Language 
Signage Nameplates Policy 
 
Appendix 2 – Dual Language Nameplate Translation for each street/road 

 

Page 78 of 292



Appendix 1  

 
  
MID ULSTER DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Dual Language Signage Nameplates 
(Article 11 of The Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) (NI) Order 1995) 

Revised Policy and Procedure 
  
6.0 DUAL LANGUAGE SIGNAGE NAMEPLATES 
 

6.1 The Council will apply this policy when considering applications for dual language 
signage expressing the name of the street in a language other than English, to both 
existing and new streets. 

 
6.2 The 1995 Order gives the Council a discretionary power to erect dual language signs 

or second nameplates, adjacent to the nameplate in English.  In exercising this 
discretionary power the Council must have regard to any views on the matter 
expressed by the occupiers of premises in that street.  

 
 6.3 Criteria - General 
 

The Council in making arrangements and providing opportunities for dual language 
signage within street naming shall; 

 
1. Have regard to any views on the matter expressed by occupiers of the street  

 
2. For the purposes of the policy, “occupiers” shall mean any person who resides in 

a dwelling, including a house, flat, maisonette or house in multiple occupancy and 
which has its frontage immediately adjoining the street, hereafter referred to as 
‘property’. Only the views of occupiers aged 18 or over in each property that is 
occupied and listed on the Electoral Register at the date of survey will be 
considered. 

 
3. In relation to properties , the ‘occupier’ will include the owner and family members 

or tenants as listed on the current Electoral / Rates Register as residing at that 
address or tenants in actual possession of the premises, but not employees 
within such premises at the date of the survey.  
 

4. The naming of the street in a language other than English does not authorise or 
require its use as, or part of, the address of any person or the description of the 
land for the purpose of any statutory provision; e.g., Building Control applications.  
 

6.4  The provision of dual language Street Names will normally only be considered in the 

following circumstances: 

 

• In the case of existing streets, where the Council has been petitioned and/or 

consulted with the occupiers of premises in that street and other persons it 

deems appropriate, in accordance with these arrangements. 
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Dual Language Signage Nameplates: Procedure 

 
In deciding whether it should exercise its discretionary powers in relation to erection of dual 
language nameplates under Article 11 of the 1995 Order, the Council shall only do so after 
having regard to the views of occupiers of premises which has its frontage immediately 
adjoining that street.    
 
The procedure for seeking and assessing the views of occupiers and criteria to be applied in 
deciding whether to erect a dual language nameplate in a language other than English is; 
 
1. A valid petition or letter, signed by occupiers of the street must be made to Council to 

enable this matter to be considered.  Requests should be made to Building Control 
Service within the Public Health and Infrastructure Department.  A petition / letter request 
shall be valid if; it is from an occupier who appears on the Electoral Register as 
maintained by the Electoral Office for NI; the address of the petitioner is contained on the 
petition / letter and; the individuals name is clearly stated and the letter has been signed 
by the petitioner (who must be an occupier of premises on the street).  A petition / letter 
may be received by email but it must be attached as a file and signed. The Council shall 
not accept a request made within the body of an email.  
 

2. The Environment Committee will receive notification of submitted requests by way of 
valid petition as referenced at 1, above. A petition will be deemed to be valid where it is 
completed by a minimum of one householder on that street.  Approval will be sought 
from the Environment Committee to undertake the survey requested by the valid petition 
/ letter.   

 
3. Upon agreement, the Council will canvass, by post, all occupiers listed on the Electoral 

Register and the Pointer addressing system of that street; seeking their views on the 
request to erect a dual-language street nameplate.  Each letter will contain survey forms 
for the number of occupiers registered on the Electoral Register for that property at that 
time.  

 
4. The occupiers will be advised of the date by which completed surveys must be returned. 

Incomplete or illegible survey returns will not be counted. Completed surveys must be 
returned in the self- addressed envelopes provided for that purpose.  Only replies 
received by the specified date shall be considered. 
 

5. For purposes of assessment where 51 % (rounded to nearest whole number) of the 
occupiers that respond indicate that they are in favour of the erection of a dual language 
street nameplate, then this shall be presented to the Environment Committee for 
decision recommending that the dual language street nameplate be approved and 
erected.  The Environment Committee having considered the request and the result of 
the survey may agree to permit or not permit the erection of the dual language 
nameplate. 

 
6. Where 51 % of occupiers (rounded to nearest whole number) that respond indicate that 

they are not in favour of the erection of a dual-language street nameplate, then this shall 
be presented to the Environment Committee for decision recommending that the dual 
language street nameplate shall not be approved or erected.   

 
7. If the request is refused by those households surveyed, further requests will not be 

considered until the expiry of 12 months from the date at which the Environment 
Committee refuses it.  
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8. Where the request is granted and the other language is Irish, the Irish Language Section 

within Department of Culture and Leisure and / or an approved translator will provide the 
Irish language form of the street name.  Any other language shall be obtained from an 
approved translation service the cost of which will be notified to the Environment 
Committee when receiving the report on the outcome of the survey.  The other language 
will not be used to express the name of the street for statutory purposes   
 

9. The font and size of lettering of the other language shall be in accordance with that as 
shown in Appendix E.    

 
10. Following the Council’s decision with regards to the request on Dual Language Signage 

for a particular street/road, the outcome will be published on the Council Website. Where 
requested, written confirmation of the decision will be forwarded to relevant occupiers. 

 
11. Where agreed, a new dual language nameplate will be erected at the start and finish of 

the street or road in question and at such points along it as required e.g. at other road 
junctions, in accordance with any operational requirements as determined by the 
Property Services Team.  
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Appendix 2 

 

Dual Language Nameplate 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Annaghbann 
 

 

  
An tEanach Bán 

 

Townlands 
 

 

Annaghmore 
 

An tEanach Mór 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Willow Gardens 
 

 
Gairdíní na Sailí 

 
Townland 
 

 
Mullaghmore 

 
An Mullach Mór 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Clover Hill 
 

 
Cnoc na Seamar 

 

Townland 
 

 
Moy 

 
An Mhaigh 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Springfield Crescent 
 

 
Corrán Ghort an Tobair 

 

Townland 
 

 
Mullaghmore 

 
An Mullach Mór 
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Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Kirk Avenue 
 

 
Ascaill Kirk 

 

Townland 
 

 
Town Parks of 
Magherafelt 
 

 
Páirceanna an Bhaile 

 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Lower Meadow 
 

 
An Chluain Íochtarach 
 

 

Townland 
 

 
Town Parks of 
Magherafelt 
 

 
Páirceanna an Bhaile 

 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Chapel View 
 

 
Radharc an tSéipeáil 
 

 

Townland 
 

 
Mullaghboy 

 
An Mullach Buí 

 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Orritor Crescent 
 

 
Corrán an Arachtra 
 

 

Townland 
 

 
Cookstown 

 
An Chorr Chríochach 
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Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Broagh Road 
 

 
Bóthar an Bhruaigh 
 

 

Townland 
 

 
Broagh 

 
An Bruach 

 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Dunlea Vale 
 

 
Gleann Dhún Liath 
 

 

Townland 
 

 
Drumcoo 
 
Mullaghadun 
 

 
Droim Cuach 
 
Mullach Tí Doinn 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
The Willows 
 

 
Na Saileoga 
 

 

Townland 
 

 
Mullaghmore 

 
An Mullach Mór 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Parknascull 
 

 
Páirc na Scoile 
 

 

Townland 
 
Brackaville 

 
Bréachmhaoil 
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Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Glebe Court 
 

 
Cúirt na Gléibe 

 

Townland 
 

 
Mullaghconor Glebe 

 
Gléib Mhullach Uí 
Chonchúir 
 

 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Ballygillen Road 
 

 
Bóthar Bhaile Uí Ghiolláin 
 

 

Townland 
 

 
Druminard 
 
Ballylifford  
 

 
Droim an Áir 

 
Baile Leifir 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
The Glassan 
 

 
An Glasán 
 

 

Townland 
 

 
Killymuck 

 
Coill na Muc 

 

  
Current Name 

 
Irish Translation 
 

 
Road 

 
Killymuck Road 
 

 
Bóthar Choill na Muc 

 

Townland 
 

 
Killymuck 
 
 

 
Coill na Muc 
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Report on 
 

Renaming and Renumbering Existing Streets 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

William Wilkinson 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To advise Members on the result of a survey undertaken on all applicable residents on the 
street/road in response to the Renaming and Renumbering of an existing street request.  
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
 
2.2 

 
 
 
2.3 

 

 
In accordance with the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) NI Order 1995 – 
Article 11 the Council is tasked with the responsibility of renaming and renumbering 
existing streets where requested. 
 
The Policy for Renaming and Renumbering of Existing Streets – Section 7.0, as adopted 
(See Appendix 1) forms the basis for considering requests for renaming and renumbering 
of existing Streets/roads.  

Members had previously agreed to canvass, by post, all occupiers as listed on the 
Electoral Register residing on the street/road as noted below seeking their views on the 
request to Rename and Renumber accordingly: 
 
From:  Parknascull, Coalisland 
 
To:  School Park, Coalisland 
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The Building Control Service within the Public Health and Infrastructure Department issued 
occupiers of the undernoted street, correspondence seeking their views on the request. 
 
Completed surveys were received by the return date and the outcome is as follows in each 
case: 
 

Name of Existing Street Parknascull 

Name of Proposed Street  School Park 

Date Request Validated 5/09/2018 

Survey Request Approved by 
Environment Committee 

9/10/2018 

Surveys Issued 7/11/2018 

Surveys returned by  5/12/2018 

Survey Letters Issued 31 
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3.3 

Survey Letters Returned 9 

Replies in Favour 8 

Replies not in Favour 1 

Invalid 0 

Valid Returns 9 

Percentage in Favour 26% 

 
In accordance with The Policy for Renaming and Renumbering of Existing Streets as 
adopted, only where all occupiers (i.e. 100%) in the affected street agree with the 
proposed name change, will the recommendation be presented for approval. 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial: Within Current Resources 
 

Human: Within Current Resources 
 

Risk Management: None 
 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  None 
 

Rural Needs Implications:  None 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
It is recommended that Members do not agree to permit the Renaming and Renumbering 
of the Street as noted below in accordance with the Street Naming and Dual Language 
Signage – Section 7.0: Renaming and Renumbering Existing Streets Policy as adopted for 
the street in question as the required 100% of surveys in Favour was not achieved: 
 
From:  Parknascull 
 
To:  School Park 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 

 
Appendix 1 – Street Naming and Dual Language Signage – Section 7.0 : Renaming and 
Renumbering Existing Streets 
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Appendix 1 

 

  Adopted by Council 23/03/2017 

 

 
  
MID ULSTER DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Street Naming and Property Numbering Policy for New Developments 
(Article 11 of The Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) (NI) Order 1995) 

Revised Policy and Procedure 
  

 

7.0 RENAMING AND RENUMBERING EXISTING STREETS 

 

7.1 Provision shall be made for the renaming and renumbering of existing Streets 

within the Mid Ulster District Council area, where instances as noted in 7.2 

below require that that this be undertaken to maintain a consistent approach 

to street naming.  The 1995 Order empowers Council to authorise Street 

names within the area they administer.  

 

7.2 Criteria - General  

 

The renaming or renumbering of an existing street shall normally only be 

considered;  

 To remove similar or the same street name in the immediate locality 

 Where a street name has been ‘lost’  
 To correct an incorrectly spelt name 

 If emergency services have reported problems in identifying and locating 

the street  

 If postal services or other statutory agencies has reported problems in 

identifying and locating the street 

 Where a request has been received by the Council and signed by not less 

than 50% of the occupiers of a street to which a change is being sought.  

This would be based on 1 occupier per premises on the relevant street. 

 

 

Renaming Existing Street Name: Procedure 

 

 
This procedure provides guidelines for the procedure for renaming of existing 
street/road names which the 1995 Order empowers councils to authorise.  The 
following procedure for canvassing the views of occupiers and the criteria to be 
applied in deciding whether to rename a street with an alternative in English shall 
be: 
 
1. Upon receipt of a petition, signed by not less than 50% of the householders  

(based on one resident per household over the age of 18) of the street/road (“a 
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  Adopted by Council 23/03/2017 

 

Petition”) the Council will consider a survey of the street/road in relation to the 
desired name change and reason for same .   

 
2. The proposed name must meet the criteria set down in the policy for the naming 

of New Streets.  
 
3. If the Department considers the new name meets the criteria, approval to 

undertake the survey will be sought from the Environment Committee.  
 
4. The Council will survey, by post, the occupier of each of the properties listed on 

the Electoral Register and the Pointer Data address system of that street/road or 
the part of a street/road affected at that time ; seeking their views on the 
request to change the name.  The survey shall be carried out by the Council’s 
Building Control service.  

 
5. Replies will be by way of a supplied self-addressed envelope and must be 

returned by the date specified in the correspondence giving notification of the 
survey and reason for same.  Only replies received from registered occupiers by 
that date will be considered.   

 
6. The outcome of the survey will be presented to the Environment Committee and 

only where all occupiers (100 %) in the affected street agree with the proposed 
name change, will a recommendation be presented to approve the change.  

 
7. Where a request is not approved any further request will not be considered until 

the expiry of a 12 month period from the date of the Environment Committee 
meeting where the outcome of the survey was considered.  

 
 
8. Where a Petition to have an existing street renamed is not approved then the 

occupiers will be notified of this.   
 
 

9. Where a new nameplate is erected. The decision to remove an existing 

nameplate will be made by Property Services, where deemed necessary to do so. 
 

10. Historical nameplates may remain in place where they are fitted to an existing 
wall (or dwelling), where they will not affect directional issues.  This shall be at 
the discretion of Property Services.   
 

11. Where the Department receives a request from the emergency services, mail 
delivery services or other statutory bodies who have difficulty locating the street 
to rename it. They shall inform residents as noted above and consider to survey 
and rename the street upon the agreement of all households on that street.  
Such requests shall be notified to and approval sought from Environment 
Committee and outcome of survey reported to same.  
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Report on 
 

Street Naming and Property Numbering 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

William Wilkinson 

 
Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
For Members to consider the street naming of new residential Housing Developments within 
Mid-Ulster. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
 
2.2 

 
In accordance with the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) NI Order 1995 – 
Article 11 the Council is tasked with the responsibility of approving Street Naming and 
Numbering of buildings erected thereon. 
 
The Policy for Street Naming and Dual Language Signage Policy – Section 5.0: Naming of 
New Streets, as adopted (see Appendix 1) forms the basis for considering proposals for the 
street naming of new developments. 
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.3 
 

 
The Building Control Department have received requests for the naming of streets within 
proposed residential development as follows: 
 

I. Site off Main Road, Moygashel, Dungannon 
 
An application has been submitted by A.H. Developments for the naming of a new street 
within a proposed residential development off Main Road, Moygashel, Dungannon. The 
developer has submitted the following options for consideration (See Appendix 2). 
 

1. Linen Mews 
2. 
3.     

Linen Park 
Linen Heights 

  

 
In relation to “Proposal 2 – Linen Park”, this name has previously been approved for a 
street serving a new development within Moygashel by Dungannon and South Tyrone 
Borough Council although to date the site in question has not commenced. Following 
discussions with a representative from A.H. Developments, they did not wish to submit an 
additional third proposal.   
                                
 
 
As the remaining options submitted are linked to the locality in each case, it is considered 
that each option demonstrates compliance with the policy as adopted.  
 
           ll.     Site off Killymeal Road, Dungannon 
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An application has been submitted by J&V Construction for the naming of a further street 
within a new residential development off Killymeal Road, Dungannon. In November 2017, 
the Environment Committee approved the name “Sycamore Drive” for a street within the 
development. The developer has now submitted the following options for consideration 
(See Appendix 3) in relation a new street within the next phase of the development 
 

1. Sycamore Hill 
2. Beech Hill  
3. Oak Hill 

 
As the options submitted are linked to the locality in each case, it is considered that each 
option demonstrates compliance with the policy as adopted.  
 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 

Financial:  None 

Human:  None 

Risk Management:  None 

 
4.2 

 
Screening & Impact Assessments  

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  None 

Rural Needs Implications:  None 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
It is recommended that consideration is given to the approval of the following proposals for 
the Street Naming of each street within a new residential development within Mid Ulster. 
 

l.    Site off Main Road, Moygashel, Dungannon 
 

Either      Linen Mews 
Or            Linen Heights 

 
            ll.   Site off Killymeal Road, Dungannon         
 
                  Either     Sycamore Hill 

Or            Beech Hill 
Or            Oak Hill 
     
 
 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 
 
 
6.2 
 
 
6.3 

 
Appendix 1 – Street Naming and Dual Language Signage Policy – Section 5.0, Naming of 
New Streets 
 
Appendix 2 – Pro-forma containing street naming proposals, location map and site layout 
plan for new street off Main Road, Moygashel, Dungannon. 
 
Appendix 3 – Pro-forma containing street naming proposals, location map and site layout 
plans for new street within development off Killymeal Road, Dungannon 
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  Adopted by Council 23/03/2017 

 

 
  
MID ULSTER DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Street Naming and Property Numbering Policy for New Developments 
(Article 11 of The Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) (NI) Order 1995) 

Revised Policy and Procedure 
  

5.0 NAMING OF NEW STREETS  

 

 5.1  Proposals for new street names linked to traditional place names will be favorably 

considered and that if such a place name is traditionally in a language other than 

English, that name may also be considered as the name by which that place may be 

known.   

 

5.2 Criteria - General  

 
To maintain the heritage and identity of the area administered by Mid Ulster District 
Council in naming a new Street and/ or Housing Development the following criteria 
shall be adhered to. The name chosen shall: 

 
1. Reflect the local townland name, or a local geographical/ topographical, social or 

historical feature. 
 

2. The name shall not use the townland name within which the street and/ or the 
housing development is situated.  The townland name shall still form part of the 
postal address. 

 
3. The name should not mark any historical or political event or any individual or 

family, living or deceased.  
 
 

4. The prefix of the name can only be the same as an existing Street or Road name 
prefix in the locality if it is accessed from that street or road. 
 

5. To avoid confusion over addresses the name should not sound similar to an 
existing Street or Road name in that District Electoral Area.  
 

6. The erected nameplate shall express the name in English; and may express that 
name in any other language other than English in accordance with Article 11 of 
the 1995 Order. 

 
7. Although not prescriptive or exhaustive the running order/hierarchy for Street 

naming should follow an easily understood pattern, for example: 
 

o Road–Street–Avenue–Mews–Drive–Lane–Close–Alley  
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Naming of New Streets and Housing Developments: Procedure 

 

 Developers should submit an application for a new Street/ Development naming 
to the Council's Building Control service within the Public Health and 
Infrastructure Department (“the Department”) before any promotional activity on 
the sale of properties commences.  

 

 The applicant should recommend at least 2 but no more than 3 names per street 
for consideration, outlining how they consider the proposed names comply with 
the criteria referred to within Section 5.2 above. 

 

 If the Department determines that the name(s) does not conform to the criteria 
within 5.2 of this Policy, the developer/ applicant will be informed of this and 
asked to submit an alternative name(s) and/or written representations as to why 
they disagree.  When the Council receives an alternative name(s) and the Council 
Officer deems that it meets the criteria then it will be recommended to the 
Council’s Environment Committee for consideration.   

 

 If the developer/ applicant is not in agreement with the Department’s evaluation 
they can make written representations which will be considered at the next 
available meeting of the Environment Committee.   

 

 The developer/ applicant will be informed of the approved name following 
approval of the Environment Committee minutes at the next available Council 
meeting of Mid Ulster District Council. 

 

 Should the Committee not accept any of the presented options the applicant/ 
developer will be informed of the Council's decision.  

 

 If following the non-acceptance of a proposed name the applicant/ developer 
does not resubmit an alternative name to the Council within 8 weeks of the date 
of the decision letter, the Council may identify a name and notify the applicant/ 
developer of their intention to approve that name. The Council shall allow four 
weeks to elapse from the date of the notification of the name before presenting it 
to the next available Environment Committee. 

 

 If a street name has been approved by the Council it shall not be considered for 
change within 6 months from the date of approval, unless in accordance with the 
Council’s Standing Orders.  

 

 Names shall be shown on nameplates which will include the townland where 
relevant.  

 

o New buildings will be allocated numbers consecutively with odd numbers 
to the right hand side and even numbers to the left hand side. 
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Report on 
 

Decision Process for Building Control Applications 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

William Wilkinson 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To advise Members on the system of processing Full Plan Applications submitted to Building 
Control Department within Mid-Ulster District Council. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.3 
 
 
 
 
2.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.5 

 
Currently, there are approximately 2000 applications submitted to the Building Control 
Service within Mid Ulster District Council on an annual basis. Full plan applications are the 
main source of applications being submitted at present with approximately 850 being 
received on annually. The remaining applications being submitted are for Regularisation 
Certificates (retrospective for works which had been carried out without approval) and 
Building Notices (used for minor domestic works) where detailed plans are not required. 
 
Following the submission and validation of “Full Plan Applications”, Building Control 
Officers assess the plans to ensure compliance with the current Building Regulations. In 
many cases, correspondence is returned to the applicant or their agent requesting 
additional information/details to be forwarded to demonstrate compliance of their 
proposals. A Building Control Approval will then be issued when the plans are detailed to 
achieve compliance with the Building Regulations.  
 
The current process can be elongated and in many cases work has commenced on site 
prior to an approval being issued. This can result in work being carried out on site which 
may not be in compliance with Building Regulations necessitating the need for additional 
works to be executed to achieve compliance. 
 
In accordance with The Building Regulations (Northern Ireland) Order 1979 – Article 13, 
which states: 
 

a. “if plans are neither defective nor show that the proposed works would contravene 
any building regulation, pass the plans: or” 

b. “if plans are defective or show that the proposed works would contravene any 
building regulation, reject the plans:  

 
 
Currently across Northern Ireland, there are seven Councils which have adopted the 
approach of issuing a deemed refusal in conjunction with the first snag list. Thereby, 
applicants clearly understand that if they commence work on site, they will be doing so at 
their own risk. 
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3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
3.3 
 
 
 
3.4 
 
 
 
 
3.5 
 
 
 
 
3.6 

 
It is considered that the process of assessing plans submitted to Building Control could be 
streamlined and allow for more clarity from an applicant’s perspective. It is therefore 
considered that a rejection notice should be issued in conjunction with a snag list detailing 
the outstanding matters requiring attention where plans submitted are not in compliance. 
The application will remain rejected until satisfactorily detailed plans have been submitted. 
It should be noted that the issuing of a Rejection Notice does not prevent work from 
commencing on site in accordance with “The Building Regulations (Northern Ireland) 
2012”.  
 
With regards to applications where a Rejection Notice has been issued, site inspections 
would still be carried out to assist the applicant during the construction process and advice 
offered where clarification is required on issues relating to the rejected plans. 
 
It has been identified that where rejection notices have not been issued, the likelihood of 
issues arising on site increases as the applicants are proceeding on site with plans issued 
by their agent which have not been approved. 
 
Currently across Northern Ireland, there are seven Councils which have adopted the 
approach of issuing a deemed refusal in conjunction with the first snag list. Thereby, 
applicants clearly understand that where work commences on site, they will be doing so at 
their own risk. 
 
Within the current Building Control Service Plan, the response times being achieved in 
relation to domestic applications is currently 21 days and 35 days for non-domestic 
applications in 90% of all cases. The proposed change of procedure would not alter the 
response times as specified in the Service Plan. 
 
With regards to each Building Control Application, fees must be submitted with each 
applicable application, in accordance with Building (Prescribed Fees) Regulations 
(Northern Ireland) 1997 as Amended. Where a Rejection Notice has been issued, no 
further plan fee will be charged in respect of plans subsequently deposited for substantially 
the same works. 
 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial:  Within Current Resources 

Human:  Within Current Resources 

Risk Management:  None 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  None 

Rural Needs Implications:  None 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
The Members agree the procedure of issuing a Rejection Notice in conjunction with a snag 
list where submitted plans are not in compliance with the Building Regulations. 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 None 
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Report on 
 

Product Safety Incident Management Plan as per PAS 7100: 
2018 (Code of practice on consumer product safety related recalls 
and other corrective actions) 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

Fiona McClements 

 
Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To inform Committee about the new Product Safety Incident Management Plan procedure  
as per ‘PAS 7100: 2018 (Code of practice on consumer product safety related recalls and 
other corrective actions)’. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 

 
The general product safety regulations and product specific safety regulations require that 
new and used consumer products placed on the market in the UK must be safe, with the 
responsibility for ensuring that safety being borne by business across the supply chain. 
The responsibilities imposed by the legislation include duties to: 
 

 place only safe products on the market, supported by information on their correct 
use;  

 warn consumers about potential product-related risks;  

 monitor the safety of products;  

 inform the relevant Market Surveillance Authority (MSA) if a safety issue is 
identified;  

 take effective corrective action where necessary.  
 
Council Environmental Health Departments are MSAs and are responsible for 
enforcement of product safety regulations.  
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 

3.3 
 
 
3.4 
 

An important element of protecting consumers is recognising that there will be occasions 
when things go wrong and public confidence requires that businesses are well prepared to 
deal with such incidents.  

In December 2016, the Product Recall and Safety Working Group recommended that 
there was a need for a national Code of Practice in the form of a Publicly Available 
Specification (PAS) to provide practical guidance to support businesses dealing with 
product recalls and other corrective actions. A steering group was commissioned to take 
this forward in early 2017, under the leadership of the British Standards Institution (BSI).  

The Code of Practice that they have created has two key audiences – businesses and 
enforcement authorities.  

Part I is intended for businesses offering non-food consumer products for sale and covers 
monitoring, assessing, notifying and correcting unsafe products, including through a recall 
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3.5 
 
 
 
3.6 
 
 
3.7 
 
 
 
 
 
3.8 
 
 
 

or other corrective action if required, with emphasis on the preparation of a product safety 
incident plan (PSIP) by businesses, in advance of actual need. The PAS also provides 
guidance for businesses on activities required should a need for corrective action arise.  

Part II is intended for Market Surveillance Authorities and covers the assistance that 
should be available to businesses from such regulators (MSAs) to support them in 
meeting their responsibilities in respect of consumer product safety issues.  

The PAS provides practical guidance for businesses and does not replace or override any 
of the legal duties to which businesses or regulators are subject. 
 
An Incident Management Plan (IMP) for Mid Ulster District Council has been drafted by the 
Environmental Health Service to demonstrate compliance with Part II of the Code of 
Practice. The IMP is to support the Environmental Health Service in assisting a business 
to manage a product safety incident and ensure that informed decisions are made and 
accurate information is collected.  
 
The Incident Management Plan (IMP) attached refers to ‘RAPEX’ alerts. A RAPEX alert is 
issued to member states via the European Commission’s Rapid Alert System when a 
product poses a serious risk to consumers and it is likely that the product could be found 
for sale in more than one member state.  As a member state of the European 

Community, the UK is currently notified of RAPEX alerts.  The IMP for Mid Ulster District 
Council will be reviewed and updated with any alternative arrangements once the UK Exit 
plan progresses.    
 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial:  N/A 
 

Human:  Officer time 
 

Risk Management:  N/A 
 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  N/A 
 

Rural Needs Implications:  N/A 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
It is recommended that members support the implementation of the attached proposed 
Incident Management Plan for use by the Environmental Health Department of Mid Ulster 
District Council.  This IMP will be used to support the Environmental Health Department in 
assisting businesses that are required to manage a product safety incident and will ensure 
that informed decisions are made and accurate information is collected. 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 

 
Appendix 1 – Incident Management Plan (PAS 7100:2018 Code of practice on consumer 
product safety related recalls and other corrective actions included as a supplementary 
document at the end of the IMP). 
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Foreword 

Officers with Consumer Protection duties within Mid Ulster District Council’s 
Environmental Health Department, deal with non-food product recalls and 

corrective actions with businesses.  An incident management plan (IMP) has been 

developed to demonstrate compliance with PAS (Publicly Available Specification) 

7100:2018, which is a Code of Practice on Consumer Product safety related recalls 

and other corrective actions).  

This IMP is to support the Environmental Health Department in assisting a business 

to manage a product safety incident and ensure informed decisions are made and 

accurate information is collected. 

This plan is not a standalone document and must be used and read in conjunction 

with a copy of the PAS 7100 (Included as a supplementary document at the end of 

this IMP).  Part II of the Code is aimed specifically for Regulators. 

PAS 7100 covers non-food consumer products, it is not intended to conflict with 

existing sector specific schemes (e.g. automotive, medicines, medical devices) 

which should be referred to in respect of the product categories covered.  

This document is not intended to instruct on how to undertake a full corrective 

action or to explain how to carry out a risk assessment.  It is a template framework 

to guide Environmental Health Officers through the process. 

For terms and definitions please see pages 1-3 of PAS7100. 

Contents 

Page Title 

3 Organisation’s Key Contacts 
4 Fact Finding & Risk Assessment 

5 Risk Assessment Outcome 

6 Decision Flow Chart 

7 Monitor, Follow up & Review 

8 Local Government Sign Off 

9 Annex I – Fact Finding Questions Form (Print out version) 

10 Annex II – RAPEX Information 

 

Review 

Date Nature of update Updated by Version Number 

    

    

 

This IMP will be  reviewed annually or after it has been used for a product safety 

incident. 
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Organisations Key Contacts 

Fact Finding / Support 

Job Title Name / contact details Stage to 
Involve 

Safety & Standards OPSS.enquiries@beis.gov.uk * 

   

   

Reporting 

Job Title Name / contact details Stage to 
Involve 

Service Lead (or suitable 
senior position) 

Fiona McClements, 
 
Head of Environmental Health  

 

RAPEX rapex.unit@beis.gov.uk  
 

** 

 

*A local authority should notify the Office for Product Safety and Standards when it 

becomes aware that: 

 a producer has placed a product on the market, or 

 where the producer is not based in the UK, a distributor has supplied a 
product 

that poses risks to the consumer that are incompatible with a safety requirement. 

**Usually only required for serious risk products sold outside of the UK to EU/EEA 

Countries. 
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Fact Finding 

The questions below will help  to ensure enough information is available to make an 

informed decision and also to determine at which point the goods are within the 

supply chain.  This information will assist in deciding  as to whether a product recall 

or other corrective action is required. This section supports the information provided 

in Annex D of PAS 7100:2018. 

a) Name of person reporting 

b) Business details, including 

a. Legal name 

b. Address 

c. Contact phone / email 

c) Details of product, including: 

a. Nature of problem 

b. Quantity affected 

c. Location of product(s)  

i. Retailed in UK only or also in Europe?  

ii. No. under business control 

iii. No. in retail 

iv. Estimated no. with end user 

v. Sold online? 

d. Any reported incidents?   

i. Have any injuries been reported?  

ii. Age group of people being injured and/or target market?  

e. How problem was identified? 

i. Traceability of products i.e. batch coding 

f. Any identified solutions? 

g. Has a risk assessment been carried out? 

SEE ANNEX I for Printout version of the above questions to record the details 

obtained 

Risk Assessment 

In order to inform Mid UIster District Council as to the severity of the risk, a risk 

assessment must be carried out by Environmental Health.  Annex B of PAS 

7100:2018 explains the process including typical hazards and injury scenarios, 

severity of injuries and sensitivity analysis.  There is also an online Risk Assessment 

tool (RAG) available at: https://ec.europa.eu/consumers/consumer-

safety/rag/#/screen/home 

If it is identified that the business has not carried out a risk assessment, the above 

link will be sent to the business for them to complete (or risk assess ascertained by 

other methods). 
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Risk Assessment Outcome 

Information required from a business will vary depending upon the type of business 

it is, (e.g) their relationship with the Local Authority (is there a Primary Authority 

agreement in place for business concerned; does the District Council act as Home 

Authority for the business; is the business known to the District Council?) Mid 

Ulster District Council will be mindful of the limitations of the information 

provided and may use other sources if confidence is low in the data received – e.g. 

OPS&S, CPSC, online reviews. 

The outcome of the risk assessment will be either serious, high, medium or low risk.  

The risk will then inform as to whether the incident requires a recall or other 

corrective action.   

The business will be advised of the outcome of the risk assessment and of the 

appropriate action to take.   

If the incident requires an informative notice to consumers, there are template 

examples within Annex G of PAS 7100:2018.The business will be advised to identify 

relevant consumers and consider the best way to provide the incident information 

to the target audience e.g. newspapers, business website, social media, specialist 

publications. 

Mid Ulster District Council will notify the Office of Product Safety & Standards about 

the incident, including sufficient information to identify the producer / UK 

distributor and the product affected along with details of the action being taken to 

prevent risk to the consumer. 

Mid Ulster District Council will complete the RAPEX notification form where there is 

a serious risk and the business supplies the affected product outside of the UK.  This 

includes the Republic of Ireland (ROI). The latest guidance from BEIS Rapex Team 

for Rapex Notifications is attached in Annex II (of this IMP). 
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1. Decision Flow Chart 
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Has business 
carried out a risk 

assessment? (RA) 

EH to review Business RA & 
carry out own risk assessment – 

determine level of risk 

Business to carry 

out risk assessment 

No 

Yes 

RA outcome 

SERIOUS / HIGH 
e.g. Modification 

or Recall 

Medium 
e.g. Withdrawal, 

notify customers or 

notice to warn. 

Low 
e.g. Product 
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Has the product 
been sold in 
EU/EEA (inc 
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Work with business 
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No 
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stakeholders with 
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NPSG Khub, SPOC, 

RIA, CTSI,ICSMS) 
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Monitor, Follow up & Review 

Monitor 

This section should be undertaken in conjunction with Annex E and F of PAS 7100. 

During the process of the recall (or corrective action), Mid Ulster District Council 

will monitor the progress to ensure the maximum effectiveness of the actions 

agreed, this will include:- 

 Obtaining updates on the numbers of product that has been 

returned/modified/replaced  

 Reviewing the numbers of further complaint data  

 Carrying out additional risk assessments based upon new complaints data 

and amending corrective action if required  

 Reviewing the actions and considering whether further actions are 

needed –such as additional consumer contacts, second letters, further 

publications of the notice in other relevant media sources and websites.   

 

Review 

On conclusion of the corrective action,  the process will be reviewed and the IMP 

updated as necessary. The business will be advised to  update their PSIP. 
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Local Government Sign Off 

 

 

 

Position Name Signed Date 

Head of 
Environmental 
Health  

Fiona McClements 
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Annex I  

Fact Finding Questionsa 

a) Name of person reporting 
 

 

b) Business details, including: 
 

 

a. Legal name 
 

 

b. Address 
 

 

c. Contact phone / email 
 

 

c) Details of product, including: 
 

 

a. Nature of problem 
 

 

b. Quantity affected 
 

 

c. Location of product(s)  
 

 

d. Location of product(s)  
 

 

i. Retailed in UK only or also in 
Europe?  

 

 

ii. No. under business control 
 

 

iii. No. in retail 
 

 

iv. Estimated no. with end user 
 

 

v. Sold online? 
 

 

e. Any reported incidents?   
 

 

i. Have any injuries been reported?  
 

 

ii. Age group of people being injured 
and/or target market?  

 

 

f. How problem was identified? 
 

 

i. Traceability of products i.e. 
batch coding 

 

 

g. Any identified solutions? 
 

 

h. Has a risk assessment been carried 
out? 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

                                            
a To be used in conjunction with page 4. 
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Annex II 

RAPEX information and latest guidance from BEIS RAPEX Team. 

Rapid Alert System Users (RAPEX) 
 
We continue to see a year-on-year increase in the number of notifications received through 
the Rapid Alert System.  
 
To help guide you on completing a notification we’d like to provide the following summary 
of what constitutes a ‘RAPEX’ notification and how to make one. This will ensure that the 
platform is used effectively and that our limited resources (both at BEIS, Trading Standards 
& other UK authorities) are focused on processing serious risk notifications.   
 
Before making a notification, please:  
 

 Check the European Commission’s Rapid Alert System website RAPEX search to see 
if the product has already been notified.  If it has, then a UK reaction form should 
be submitted instead if measures are taken on the UK market (reactions are not 
required for UK notifications).  Reactions can also be submitted when there is a 
divergence in the risk assessment of UK supplied products notified by other EU/EEA 
Member States. 

 

 When identifying whether a RAPEX is appropriate, attention should be paid to the 
following: 

 

 The product must pose a Serious Risk to the consumer under Article 12 of the GPSD. 
Complete a risk assessment to show the level of risk. This must be saved and sent as 
a PDF attachment with each notification.  

 

 Since 2010, and as a result of the entry into force of Regulation (EC) No 765/2008, 
measures taken against professional/industrial products and products posing risks 
other than those to consumer health and safety also need to be notified on RAPEX.  

 

 It must be found (or is very likely to be found) in more than one Member State and 
indicate where possible which ones it is sold in. 

 

 Voluntary or compulsory measures must have been taken (i.e. product recall, 
withdrawal etc.) where possible attach details of the measure taken.  

 

 There should be a short description of the product and packaging, including the type 
of materials from which it is made etc.  Provide clear photos of the product, 
packaging and labelling, these should be in jpg, jpeg or png format, no more than 
2MB in file size, not have the date taken printed on the photo, or the officer’s hands 
or market surveillance markings/documents visible in the background (i.e. crop and 
reduce size of photos using Microsoft Office Picture Manager or Paint option to edit 
if available).  The photos should be separate and not simply be part of a test report.  
 

 There should be as much information regarding the brand, model/batch/barcode 
numbers (also provide clear photos showing these), manufacturer, exporter, 
importer and distributor as possible. The lack of branding and traceability could 
invalidate a notification.  Where possible always attach documents such as invoices 
showing full details of the economic operator(s). 
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 If the product is by a UK manufacturer, please provide details of the European 
distributors in a separate word or excel document. 

 The test failure report should be summarised on the form to describe how the 
technical defect leads to the risk (if there is no test report please summarise the 
issue with the product and risk to user).  This text is used for the Rapid Alert web 
publication, please use similar text to describe the risk as in the Weekly reports  e.g. 
“The eyes of the toy can easily detach.  A child could put them in the mouth and 
choke on them”. 

 A notification should include the separate copies of a test report, risk assessment, 
photos of the product and packaging, a copy of the measure, where available a list 
of European distributors/retailers.  Please ensure the maximum size limit of each 
attachment is 2MB or less. 

 
We are unable to process notifications for products where there is no branding or other 
markings that will distinguish it from similar products on the market.  (We regularly receive 
notifications for generic products such as adapters, chargers or lighting chains which we are 
unable to action).  If in doubt please speak to the BEIS RAPEX unit before drawing up a 
notification.    
 
We propose to no longer notify products on RAPEX that are submitted under Article 11 of 
the GPSD (Non-serious risk) and “For Information” as these can dilute the primary purpose 
of notifying serious risk notifications.  These should be placed on ICSMS.  The UK’s National 
Administrator is HSE, to access ICSMS contact:  safety.unit@hse.gov.uk        
 
To summarise:  
 
Check the Commission’s web-page by using the Search tool to see if the product has already 
been notified RAPEX search 
 
Product must pose a serious risk (only notified under Article 12). 
 
Notifications will not be submitted for products which other member state market 
surveillance authorities would be unable to distinguish from similar products placed on the 
market.  
 
The Rapid Alert System by its nature is a rapid information electronic platform to identify 
and remove unsafe products that pose a serious risk. Therefore, if the measures taken are 
more than 6 months previous to the notification it will not qualify. 
 
Where products do not meet the above criteria, we suggest placing the information on ICSMS 
which can be accessed by other Member States’ authorities as well as those in the UK.  
 
If in doubt contact The Office for Product Safety and Standards: 0121 345 1201 Email: 
rapex.unit@beis.gov.uk   Rapex Unit, Office for Product Safety & Standards, Department 
for Business, Energy & Industrial Strategy, 1 Victoria Square House, Victoria Square, 
Birmingham B2 4AJ.   
 
Please contact the above for the RAPEX notification and Reaction forms or for access to the 
RAPEX system in order to input notifications directly; you will first need to create an EU 
LOGIN account. 
Alternatively a RAPEX notification can be generated from ICSMS if users have the RAPEX 
creator credential as part of their user profile. 
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Report on 
 

Dog Fouling across Mid Ulster Council District 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2018 

Reporting Officer 
 

Fiona McClements 

 
Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
The purpose of this report is to update Members on actions taken and proposed in response 
to recent complaints with regard to dog fouling in a number of areas across the district. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
 
 
2.2 
 
 
 
 
2.3 

 
Dog fouling is both unsightly and a nuisance. It is an offence to allow a dog to foul in a 
public place without removing the mess. Dog Owners observed allowing this to happen 
can receive a £50 Fixed Penalty in relation to this matter and a maximum fine of £500 for 
the subsequent non-payment of this. 
 
Dog fouling can also generate a severe public health risk.  Faeces can contain a harmful 
parasite called Toxocara canis, which is commonly known as roundworm. Toxocara live in 
the digestive tracts of dogs and is highly zoonotic which means it can be transmitted to 
humans with severe consequences. 
 
Dog owners should clean up after their dog, and should always carry a poop scoop or a 
bag to carry the mess to a nearby bin. All waste bins in the Mid Ulster area can accept dog 
foul, and there is no need to use bins specifically designated for this purpose. 
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Further to reports of dog fouling the Environmental Health Service has undertaken the 
following actions. 
 

1. There has been leaflet drops in the areas identified as being particularly 
problematical. The leaflet warns dog owners about the issue of dog fouling and the 
potential fines that can be imposed for failing to remove dog foul. 

 
2. Several signs are being erected in selected hotspot areas on a short-term basis. 

These feature ‘watching eyes’. Keep Northern Ireland Beautiful piloted signs of this 
type in 2016. They reported a 46% reduction in areas where these were piloted. 
The posters build on the fact the dog fouling has become stigmatised. When 
people consequently feel like they are being watched, they are more likely to pick 
up the dog mess. While the effect is likely to be short lived, it reinforces the 
psychology that people know someone is paying attention. 

 
3. The Enforcement Officers gave a ‘Responsible Dog Ownership’ talk to local 

primary schools part of which concentrates on dog fouling.  
 

Page 119 of 292



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 

4. There has been targeted monitoring of areas of concern on a rotational basis to 
determine the extent of the issue and to take Enforcement action against any 
members of the public allowing their dogs to foul, and failing to clear up the mess. 

 
5. The Environmental Health Service would encourage people who are concerned 

about such problems to contact the Enforcement Officers regarding these issues. 
The information required would include information such as what dogs or owners 
are thought to be a problem, and what times the problematical dog walking is 
taking place. Any information provided will help target resources and put in place 
proportionate monitoring.  

 
Dog fouling can be reported online via the ‘Report It’ section of the ‘Binovation App’, or at 
Environmentalhealth@midulstercouncil.org. Alternatively, the Enforcement Officers can be 
contacted via telephone at Tel: 030000 132 132. 
 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial: Purchase of 20 posters at a total approximate cost of £365. 
 

Human:  Staff costs involved in the additional monitoring and leaflet distribution. There is 
also the inclusion of an extra school on the planned list of educational visits for the year. 
 

Risk Management:  N/A  

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  N/A 
 
 

Rural Needs Implications: N/A 
 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
It is requested that Members endorse the response taken by the Environmental Health 
Service in dealing with the issue in question. 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 
6.2 
6.3 
6.4 

 
Appendix 1 – Dog Fouling leaflets to homes in fouling area. 
Appendix 2 – ‘Watching Eyes’ signage. 
Appendix 3 – Locations of the ‘Watching Eyes’ signage in pilot locations. 
Appendix 4 – “Keeping an eye on it” – Final report 
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Appendix 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Attention All Dog Owners 
 

Following complaints about dog fouling, 
this area is being monitored by our staff 

on a regular basis. 
 

Remember, it is an offence to allow your 
dog to foul in a public place. 

 
Bag it and bin it – or face a £50 fine! 

 
 

 

 
 

Environmental Health, Mid Ulster District Council 
Tel: 03000 132 132 

E: environmentalhealth@midulstercouncil.org 

www.midulstercouncil.org/dogs 
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Keeping an eye on it 

A soĐial eǆpeƌiŵeŶt to Đoŵďat dog fouliŶg  

 

 

 

OĐtoďeƌ ϮϬϭϰ 
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GlossaƌǇ of teƌŵs 

 Taƌget sites: sites ĐoŶsideƌed dog fouliŶg ͚hotspots͛ aŶd ǀaƌied iŶ laŶd use aŶd size ǁheƌe 
the iŶteƌǀeŶtioŶ oĐĐuƌƌed ;i.e. posteƌs ǁeƌe displaǇed to pƌeǀeŶt dog fouliŶgͿ.  

 DisplaĐeŵeŶt sites: a site ŶeaƌďǇ the taƌget sites ǁheƌe iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg ŵight ďe 
displaĐed folloǁiŶg the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the iŶteƌǀeŶtioŶ.  Foƌ eǆaŵple, this Đould ďe aŶ 
alleǇǁaǇ oƌ patĐh of gƌass ǁheƌe a dog ǁalkeƌ ŵight logiĐallǇ ŵoǀe oŶ to fƌoŵ the taƌget 
sites.  
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1. EǆeĐutiǀe SuŵŵaƌǇ 

1.1. BaĐkgƌouŶd 

IŶ ϮϬϭϯ Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ ĐoŶduĐted a seƌies of ǁoƌkshops aŶd aŶ oŶliŶe suƌǀeǇ ǁith loĐal 
authoƌities aŶd otheƌ laŶd ŵaŶageƌ oƌgaŶisatioŶs as paƌt of its Defƌa-fuŶded “oĐial IŶŶoǀatioŶ 
to PƌeǀeŶt LitteƌiŶg pƌogƌaŵŵe.  These ideŶtified that dog fouliŶg ǁas a pƌioƌitǇ litteƌ issue foƌ 
loĐal authoƌities aŶd otheƌ laŶd ŵaŶageƌs, ofteŶ due to the ǀoluŵe of ĐoŵplaiŶts fƌoŵ 
ƌesideŶts.  The feedďaĐk ǁe ƌeĐeiǀed ǁas that iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg teŶded to ďe ǁoƌse at 
Ŷight tiŵe oƌ iŶ aƌeas that aƌe Ŷot oǀeƌlooked, suĐh as alleǇǁaǇs. Theƌe ǁas a feeliŶg that this 
Đould ďe ďeĐause soŵe dog oǁŶeƌs aĐt iƌƌespoŶsiďlǇ ǁheŶ theǇ thiŶk theǇ aƌeŶ͛t ďeiŶg 
ǁatĐhed.  

IŶteƌǀeŶtioŶs ďased oŶ the theoƌǇ that people ďehaǀe ďetteƌ ǁheŶ theǇ thiŶk theǇ aƌe ďeiŶg 
ǁatĐhed haǀe ďeeŶ suĐĐessful iŶ eŶĐouƌagiŶg soĐiallǇ desiƌaďle ďehaǀiouƌs iŶ otheƌ ĐoŶteǆts, 
suĐh as eŶĐouƌagiŶg people to paǇ iŶto aŶ hoŶestǇ ďoǆ aŶd pƌeǀeŶtiŶg ďiĐǇĐle theft.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, 
pƌioƌ to this eǆpeƌiŵeŶt the appƌoaĐh had Ŷot ďeeŶ tested foƌ the pƌeǀeŶtioŶ of dog fouliŶg.  
BetǁeeŶ DeĐeŵďeƌ ϮϬϭϯ aŶd MaƌĐh ϮϬϭϰ, Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ aŶd ϭϳ loĐal laŶd ŵaŶageƌ 
paƌtŶeƌs deǀeloped aŶd deliǀeƌed aŶ eǆpeƌiŵeŶt to test the use of posteƌs displaǇiŶg a 
͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ iŵage at dog fouliŶg ͚hotspots͛ foƌ this puƌpose.  The Aϯ-size posteƌs used a 
luŵiŶesĐeŶt filŵ that ͚Đhaƌged up͛ duƌiŶg the daǇ aŶd gloǁed iŶ daƌkeŶed aƌeas to iŶĐƌease 
theiƌ ǀisiďilitǇ at Ŷight.   

Fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ posteƌ ǁeƌe tested iŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt: 

Poster 1: eyes only – testing the 

͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ iŶ its ŵost ďasiĐ 
state (i.e. without an additional 

supporting message). 

 Poster 2: enforcement – testing 

the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ ǁith a 
supporting enforcement 

message. 

 Poster 3: positive reinforcement – 

testiŶg the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ ǁith a 
supporting positive (norming) 

reinforcement message. 

   Poster 4: peer influence – testing 

the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ ǁith a 
supporting peer influence 

message.  
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1.2. Aiŵ 

The aiŵ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ǁas to test the effeĐtiǀeŶess of usiŶg iŵages of ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ aŶd 
paƌtiĐulaƌ aĐĐoŵpaŶǇiŶg ŵessages iŶ ƌeduĐiŶg dog-fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts iŶ hotspots aĐƌoss 
EŶglaŶd.  

EǀaluatioŶ oďjeĐtiǀes 

1. To ideŶtifǇ the iŵpaĐts of the diffeƌeŶt posteƌs oŶ dog fouliŶg  
2. To ideŶtifǇ if theƌe ǁas a displaĐeŵeŶt effeĐt fƌoŵ taƌget aƌeas to ŶeaƌďǇ sites 

3. To ideŶtifǇ ǁhat ǁould iŵpƌoǀe the iŵpaĐt, effeĐtiǀeŶess, appƌopƌiateŶess aŶd 
effiĐieŶĐǇ of the appƌoaĐh 

1.3. MethodologǇ 

The eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ŵethodologǇ is detailed at “eĐtioŶ Ϭ of this ƌepoƌt aŶd suŵŵaƌised ďeloǁ. 

The posteƌs ǁeƌe tested at eight taƌget sites peƌ paƌtŶeƌ, ǁith oŶlǇ oŶe ǀeƌsioŶ of the posteƌ 
displaǇed thƌoughout eaĐh site so that the posteƌ ŵessage Đould ďe tested iŶ isolatioŶ.  The 
paƌtŶeƌs ŵoŶitoƌed iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg at theiƌ eight taƌget sites as ǁell as eight 
͚displaĐeŵeŶt͛ sites, oƌ ϮϰϬ1 sites iŶ total.  This iŶǀolǀed ĐouŶtiŶg the Ŷuŵďeƌ of dog poos at 
the sites foƌ a ŵiŶiŵuŵ of thƌee ǁeeks ďefoƌe aŶd thƌee ǁeeks duƌiŶg the displaǇ of the 
posteƌs.   

Taƌget sites ǁeƌe dog fouliŶg ͚hotspots͛ ideŶtified ďǇ the paƌtŶeƌs ǁheƌe the posteƌs ǁeƌe 
displaǇed.  DisplaĐeŵeŶt sites ǁeƌe sites adjaĐeŶt to oƌ less thaŶ ϭϬϬ ŵetƌes fƌoŵ the taƌget 
sites, ǁheƌe Ŷo posteƌs ǁeƌe displaǇed.  Foƌ eǆaŵple, this Đould ďe aŶ alleǇǁaǇ oƌ patĐh of 
gƌass ǁheƌe a dog ǁalkeƌ ŵight logiĐallǇ ŵoǀe oŶ to fƌoŵ the taƌget sites.  The displaĐeŵeŶt 
sites ǁeƌe ŵoŶitoƌed to ideŶtifǇ aŶǇ iŶĐƌeases iŶ dog fouliŶg folloǁiŶg the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of 
the iŶteƌǀeŶtioŶ that ŵaǇ iŶdiĐate that the posteƌs had siŵplǇ displaĐed the pƌoďleŵ 
elseǁheƌe.   

The size of the taƌget sites ǁeƌe deteƌŵiŶed ďǇ the paƌtŶeƌs ďased oŶ the ǀisiďilitǇ of the 
posteƌs ;i.e. poiŶts at ǁhiĐh the posteƌs Đould ďe seeŶ aŶd ƌead ǁeƌe iŶĐluded iŶ the site 

                                                      

1
 Two partners are not included in the main analysis: one partner tested all four version of the poster per site 

and the results from this approach are analysed separately in the report, while one partner did not complete the 

experiment. 
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aƌeaͿ.  The size of the displaĐeŵeŶt sites ǁeƌe also deteƌŵiŶed ďǇ the paƌtŶeƌs, eitheƌ to 
ŵatĐh the size of the taƌget sites oƌ as defiŶed ďǇ Ŷatuƌal ďouŶdaƌies ;ƌoads aŶd feŶĐes, foƌ 
eǆaŵpleͿ. 

PaƌtŶeƌs tested the posteƌs iŶ a ƌaŶge of laŶd use tǇpes, iŶĐludiŶg housiŶg, ƌeĐƌeatioŶ, puďliĐ 
footpath, alleǇǁaǇ, ŵaiŶ ƌoad aŶd ŵaiŶ ƌetail/ĐoŵŵeƌĐial aƌeas ;see Taďle Ϯ oŶ page ϭϰͿ.  

The eǆpeƌiŵeŶt Đoŵpaƌed the aǀeƌage ƌates of dog fouliŶg at eaĐh site ďefoƌe to afteƌ the 
iŶstallatioŶ of the posteƌs, takeŶ oǀeƌ a ŵiŶiŵuŵ of thƌee ǁeeks eitheƌ side.  It is possiďle that 
otheƌ ǀaƌiaďles ŵaǇ haǀe iŶflueŶĐed ƌates of dog fouliŶg at the sites oǀeƌ the saŵe peƌiod.  
Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ has sought to ŵiŶiŵise aŶǇ iŵpaĐts of this to the aŶalǇsis ďǇ iŶĐludiŶg a 
laƌge Ŷuŵďeƌ ;ϮϰϬͿ of test sites.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, iŶĐoƌpoƌatiŶg ĐoŶtƌol site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg iŶto futuƌe 
iteƌatioŶs of the appƌoaĐh ǁould assist iŶ disĐouŶtiŶg suĐh ǀaƌiaďles.  These ĐoŶtƌol sites 
ǁould Ŷeed to ďe iŶ loĐatioŶs that aƌe Đoŵpaƌaďle to the test sites ďut uŶlikelǇ to ďe ǀisited ďǇ 
dog ǁalkeƌs ǁho eŶĐouŶteƌ the posteƌs elseǁheƌe. 

1.4. ‘esults 

OďjeĐtiǀe ϭ: To ideŶtifǇ the iŵpaĐts of the diffeƌeŶt posteƌs oŶ dog fouliŶg 

Oǀeƌall, the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ posteƌs appƌoaĐh appeaƌs to haǀe ďeeŶ highlǇ effeĐtiǀe iŶ 
ƌeduĐiŶg dog fouliŶg at ďoth the taƌget aŶd poteŶtial displaĐeŵeŶt sites.  The aǀeƌage ĐhaŶge 
iŶ iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg ;takiŶg ďoth iŶĐƌeases aŶd deĐƌeases iŶto aĐĐouŶtͿ ǁas a ϰϲ% 
deĐƌease peƌ site. ϳϱ% of taƌget sites aŶd ϱϲ% of displaĐeŵeŶt sites eǆpeƌieŶĐed a deĐƌease iŶ 
dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts folloǁiŶg iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the posteƌs. 

Of the fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ, it appeaƌs that the positiǀe ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage ;Posteƌ ϯͿ 
ǁas the ŵost effeĐtiǀe iŶ deĐƌeasiŶg iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg aĐƌoss the taƌget aŶd 
displaĐeŵeŶt sites ;ϰϵ% ƌeduĐtioŶ oǀeƌallͿ, hoǁeǀeƌ the diffeƌeŶĐes iŶ ƌeduĐtioŶs aĐƌoss the 
fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs ;ƌaŶgiŶg fƌoŵ ϰϯ% to ϰϵ%Ϳ did Ŷot ƌeaĐh statistiĐal sigŶifiĐaŶĐe. 

Dog fouliŶg deĐƌeased at all laŶd use tǇpes folloǁiŶg the iŶstallatioŶ of the posteƌs, hoǁeǀeƌ 
this ǁas sigŶifiĐaŶtlǇ less so at soĐial housiŶg aŶd puďliĐ footpath sites.  The use of posteƌs at 
soĐial housiŶg aŶd puďliĐ footpath aƌeas ŵaǇ theƌefoƌe Ŷeed to ďe suppoƌted ďǇ otheƌ 
ďehaǀiouƌal iŶteƌǀeŶtioŶs, suĐh as soĐial ŵaƌketiŶg, eduĐatioŶ aŶd eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt.   

Theƌe is stƌoŶg eǀideŶĐe that tailoƌiŶg the ǀeƌsioŶ of posteƌ to ďe displaǇed to speĐifiĐ laŶd 
use tǇpes iŶĐƌeases the effeĐtiǀeŶess of the posteƌs.  The ǀeƌsioŶ of posteƌ that ǁas ŵost 
effeĐtiǀe at eaĐh laŶd use tǇpe tested is suŵŵaƌised ďeloǁ. 
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Land use type Most effective version of poster 
Average % change 

in dog fouling 

Housing area  Private housing – Poster 3: positive reinforcement 

 Social housing – Poster 4: peer influence 

 Mixed social/private housing - Poster 4: peer influence 

-56% 

-21% 

-77% 

Recreation area  Poster 2: enforcement -44% 

Public Footpath  Poster 3: positive reinforcement, however this finding should be treated 

with caution due to a smaller number of partners testing the posters at this 

land use type 

-21% 

Alleyway   Poster 1: eyes only -58% 

Main road  Poster 3: positive reinforcement, however this finding should be treated 

with caution as only two versions of poster were tested at this land use type 

-62% 

Main retail and 

commercial area 

 Poster 4: peer influence, however this finding should be treated with caution 

due to a smaller number of partners testing the posters at this land use type 

-60% 

OďjeĐtiǀe Ϯ: To ideŶtifǇ if theƌe ǁas a displaĐeŵeŶt effeĐt fƌoŵ taƌget aƌeas to ŶeaƌďǇ sites 

The displaĐeŵeŶt effeĐt ĐaŶ ďe oďseƌǀed ǁheŶ a taƌget site eǆpeƌieŶĐes a deĐƌease iŶ dog 
fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts, ǁhile the adjaĐeŶt displaĐeŵeŶt site eǆpeƌieŶĐes aŶ iŶĐƌease. Of the ϭϮϬ 
taƌget sites ŵoŶitoƌed, ϵϮ eǆpeƌieŶĐed a deĐƌease iŶ dog fouliŶg. At the ĐoƌƌespoŶdiŶg ϵϮ 
displaĐeŵeŶt sites aŶ aǀeƌage deĐliŶe iŶ fouliŶg of ϰϵ% ǁas oďseƌǀed. DisplaĐeŵeŶt ŵaǇ 
oĐĐuƌ at loĐal leǀel ;Ϯϲ of ouƌ displaĐeŵeŶt sites did eǆpeƌieŶĐe aŶ iŶĐƌease iŶ dog fouliŶgͿ, 
although oǀeƌall ƌesults aƌe positiǀe. 

This iŶdiĐates that the posteƌs haǀe ďeeŶ effeĐtiǀe iŶ aĐhieǀiŶg ƌeduĐtioŶs iŶ dog fouliŶg 
iŶĐideŶts at the taƌget sites ǁithout siŵplǇ displaĐiŶg the pƌoďleŵ to aŶ aƌea ŶeaƌďǇ.  This 
Đould ďe ďeĐause the iŶitiatiǀe ĐoŶtiŶued to iŶflueŶĐe people͛s ďehaǀiouƌ oŶĐe theǇ left the 
taƌget sites, hoǁeǀeƌ ŵoƌe ƌeseaƌĐh ;e.g. ĐoŶtƌol site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg aŶd puďliĐ peƌĐeptioŶs 
ƌeseaƌĐhͿis ƌeƋuiƌed. 

OďjeĐtiǀe ϯ: To ideŶtifǇ ǁhat ǁould iŵpƌoǀe the iŵpaĐt, effeĐtiǀeŶess, appƌopƌiateŶess aŶd 
effiĐieŶĐǇ of the appƌoaĐh 

Oǀeƌall, the paƌtŶeƌs ǁeƌe satisfied ǁith the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt aŶd ϭϯ paƌtŶeƌs plaŶŶed to ĐoŶtiŶue 
usiŶg the posteƌs iŶ theiƌ aƌeas iŶ soŵe ǁaǇ.  PaƌtŶeƌs felt that the posteƌs ǁeƌe ǀisuallǇ 
stƌikiŶg aŶd diffeƌeŶt to otheƌ aŶti-dog fouliŶg posteƌs, oǁiŶg to the laƌge eǇes aŶd gloǁ-iŶ-

the-daƌk aspeĐt of the desigŶ.  It ǁas also felt that the posteƌs ǁeƌe geŶeƌallǇ easǇ to put up 
aŶd ŵade of a ƌoďust ŵateƌial that ǁas aďle to ǁithstaŶd heaǀǇ ƌaiŶ aŶd ǁiŶd.   

“uggestioŶs foƌ iŵpƌoǀiŶg the desigŶ of the posteƌs iŶĐluded ĐhaŶgiŶg the teǆt oŶ the posteƌs 
to ďlaĐk foŶt ǁith a ǁhite ďaĐkgƌouŶd aŶd applǇiŶg the luŵiŶesĐeŶt paiŶt to the eǇes oŶlǇ, 
ƌatheƌ thaŶ the ǁhole posteƌ, to iŶĐƌease its ǀisual iŵpaĐt.  AdditioŶallǇ, seǀeƌal paƌtŶeƌs 
ǁould like to see the posteƌs ŵade aǀailaďle iŶ a ƌaŶge of sizes to iŶĐƌease theiƌ ǀeƌsatilitǇ.   
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PaƌtŶeƌs geŶeƌallǇ felt that the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ŵethodologǇ ǁas ƌigoƌous, effiĐieŶt aŶd 
appƌopƌiate iŶ teƌŵs of the leŶgth of the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod aŶd the Ŷuŵďeƌ of sites iŶǀolǀed.  
The paƌtŶeƌ ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop ǁas also highlǇ appƌeĐiated aŶd theƌe is eǀideŶĐe that this 
iŵpƌoǀed paƌtŶeƌs uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt aŶd theiƌ ƌole iŶ it.  PaƌtŶeƌs at the 
ǁoƌkshop also pƌoǀided iŶput oŶ posteƌ desigŶ aŶd ŵoŶitoƌiŶg pƌoĐess, ǁhiĐh gƌeatlǇ 
iŵpƌoǀed the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt.  

The ŵoŶitoƌiŶg aspeĐt of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt also pƌeseŶted ŵaŶǇ ĐhalleŶges foƌ paƌtŶeƌs aŶd it 
ǁas suggested that Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ pƌoǀide ŵoƌe guidaŶĐe aƌouŶd the size of taƌget aŶd 
displaĐeŵeŶt sites aŶd the Ŷuŵďeƌ of posteƌs to ďe displaǇed peƌ site.  PaƌtŶeƌs ǁould also 
like to see Ƌualitatiǀe puďliĐ peƌĐeptioŶs ƌeseaƌĐh iŶĐoƌpoƌated iŶto the Ŷeǆt iteƌatioŶ of the 
appƌoaĐh, aloŶg ǁith loŶgeƌ teƌŵ ŵoŶitoƌiŶg to test deseŶsitisatioŶ to the posteƌs. 

1.5. ‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶs 

Based oŶ the fiŶdiŶgs of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ ďelieǀes that the appƌoaĐh Đould 
ďe ƌepliĐated suĐĐessfullǇ ďǇ otheƌ laŶd ŵaŶageƌs aŶd sĐaled iŶto a ŶatioŶ-ǁide ĐaŵpaigŶ. 

A sĐaled-up ƌollout of the appƌoaĐh Đould take the foƌŵ of a Đoŵplete paĐkage foƌ laŶd 
ŵaŶageƌs, iŶĐludiŶg posteƌs, guideliŶes aŶd teŵplates foƌ deliǀeƌiŶg the appƌoaĐh aŶd 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg its iŵpaĐts.  PaƌtŶeƌs ǁould ŵaŶage aŶd ĐoŶduĐt theiƌ oǁŶ deliǀeƌǇ aĐtiǀities aŶd 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg.  Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ Đould ǁoƌk ǁith a Ŷuŵďeƌ of these paƌtŶeƌs to ŵoŶitoƌ aŶd 
assess the iŵpaĐts of the appƌoaĐh oǀeƌ the loŶgeƌ teƌŵ, pƌoǀidiŶg feedďaĐk to the ďƌoadeƌ 
gƌoup of deliǀeƌǇ paƌtŶeƌs to iŵpƌoǀe the effeĐtiǀeŶess aŶd effiĐieŶĐǇ of the appƌoaĐh. 

Based oŶ the fiŶdiŶgs of the ƌeseaƌĐh, Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ has the folloǁiŶg ƌeĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶs 

foƌ aŶǇ futuƌe iteƌatioŶ of this ǁoƌk oƌ aŶǇ siŵilaƌ pƌojeĐts: 

1. “Đale the appƌoaĐh aŶd ƌoll out ŶatioŶallǇ to loĐal laŶd ŵaŶageƌs. 
2. Iŵpƌoǀe the desigŶ, effeĐtiǀeŶess aŶd duƌaďilitǇ of the posteƌ. 
3. EŶsuƌe loĐal paƌtŶeƌs aƌe offeƌed tƌaiŶiŶg aŶd suppoƌt foƌ futuƌe joiŶt ĐaŵpaigŶs. 
4. CoŶduĐt additioŶal ŵoŶitoƌiŶg of the use of dog fouliŶg posteƌs, aloŶgside ĐoŶtƌol site 

ŵoŶitoƌiŶg, to suppoƌt the ĐoŶtiŶued testiŶg aŶd deǀelopŵeŶt of the pƌojeĐt. 
5. Use the posteƌs as paƌt of a ǁideƌ set of ŵeasuƌes to ƌeduĐe dog fouliŶg. 
6. LoĐal paƌtŶeƌs should ĐoŶtiŶue to eǀaluate loĐallǇ to iŵpƌoǀe theiƌ effoƌts to ƌeduĐe 

dog fouliŶg. 
7. Woƌk iŶ paƌtŶeƌship ǁith otheƌ stakeholdeƌs to ideŶtifǇ hotspots aŶd ďuild loĐal 

suppoƌt foƌ the ĐaŵpaigŶ. 
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2. IŶtƌoduĐtioŶ 

2.1. BaĐkgƌouŶd 

IŶ ϮϬϭϯ Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ ĐoŶduĐted aŶ oŶliŶe suƌǀeǇ aŶd a seƌies of ǁoƌkshops2 ǁith loĐal 
authoƌities aŶd otheƌ laŶd ŵaŶageƌ oƌgaŶisatioŶs as paƌt of its Defƌa-fuŶded “oĐial IŶŶoǀatioŶ 
to PƌeǀeŶt LitteƌiŶg pƌogƌaŵŵe.  These aiŵed to assist Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ iŶ ďetteƌ 
uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg laŶd ŵaŶageƌs͛ Ŷeeds aŶd pƌioƌities toǁaƌds litteƌ pƌeǀeŶtioŶ, as ǁell as ǁhat 
is alƌeadǇ happeŶiŶg aĐƌoss the ĐouŶtƌǇ to pƌeǀeŶt litteƌ loĐallǇ.    

The ƌesults ideŶtified that dog fouliŶg ǁas a pƌioƌitǇ litteƌ issue foƌ loĐal authoƌities aŶd otheƌ 
laŶd ŵaŶageƌs, ofteŶ due to the ǀoluŵe of ĐoŵplaiŶts fƌoŵ ƌesideŶts.  The feedďaĐk ǁe 
ƌeĐeiǀed fƌoŵ ǁoƌkshop paƌtiĐipaŶts ǁas that soŵe dog oǁŶeƌs aĐt iƌƌespoŶsiďlǇ ǁheŶ theǇ 
thiŶk theǇ aƌeŶ͛t ďeiŶg ǁatĐhed. Foƌ eǆaŵple theƌe aƌe iŶĐƌeased iŶĐideŶĐes of dog fouliŶg 
uŶdeƌ the Đoǀeƌ of daƌkŶess/iŶ ǁiŶteƌ oƌ iŶ aƌeas that aƌe Ŷot oǀeƌlooked, suĐh as alleǇs.   

IŶteƌǀeŶtioŶs ďased oŶ the theoƌǇ that people ďehaǀe ďetteƌ ǁheŶ theǇ thiŶk theǇ aƌe ďeiŶg 
ǁatĐhed haǀe ďeeŶ suĐĐessful iŶ eŶĐouƌagiŶg soĐiallǇ desiƌaďle ďehaǀiouƌs iŶ otheƌ ĐoŶteǆts3, 
iŶĐludiŶg ďiĐǇĐle theft pƌeǀeŶtioŶ at a uŶiǀeƌsitǇ Đaŵpus ;see ďoǆed teǆt ďeloǁͿ.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, 
pƌioƌ to this eǆpeƌiŵeŶt the appƌoaĐh had Ŷot ďeeŶ tested foƌ the disĐouƌageŵeŶt of dog 
fouliŶg.  BetǁeeŶ DeĐeŵďeƌ ϮϬϭϯ aŶd MaƌĐh ϮϬϭϰ, Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ aŶd ϭϳ loĐal laŶd 
ŵaŶageƌ paƌtŶeƌs deǀeloped aŶd deliǀeƌed aŶ eǆpeƌiŵeŶt to test the use of posteƌs displaǇiŶg 
a ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ iŵage at dog fouliŶg ͚hotspots͛ foƌ this puƌpose.   

͚CǇĐle Thieǀes, We Aƌe WatĐhiŶg You͛: UsiŶg the eǇes ǁatĐhiŶg appƌoaĐh to pƌeǀeŶt ďiĐǇĐle 
thefts at a NeǁĐastle UŶiǀeƌsitǇ Đaŵpus 

In May 2011-2012, researchers at Newcastle University sought to test the impact of the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg 
eǇes͛ appƌoaĐh oŶ ďiĐǇĐle thefts at the UŶiǀeƌsitǇ͛s ĐitǇ ĐeŶtƌe Đaŵpus.  Pƌeǀious eǆpeƌiŵeŶts 
conducted by two of the researchers had found that displaying ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ images could be an 

effective tool for encouraging socially desirable behaviour in certain settings (by paying into an 

honesty box, for example), however the effectiveness of the approach in preventing certain crimes 

was not understood.  

Using a bicycle theft database, the researchers selected three bicycle rack locations across the campus 

where thefts were most prevalent, and installed the intervention signs (three signs at the largest 

                                                      

2
 Online survey conducted in July 2013 (19 respondents); three workshops held in Wigan, London and Birmingham (33 attendees in total). 

3
 The ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ approach has also been used in experiments to encourage donations to charities in supermarkets, putting money in an 

honesty box and responsible litter disposal in a cafeteria (Nettle, Nott & Bateson, ͞CǇĐle Thieǀes, We Aƌe WatĐhiŶg You͟: IŵpaĐt of a “iŵple 
Signage Intervention against Bicycle Theft, 2012). 

Page 132 of 292



 

ϴ 

 

͚CǇĐle Thieǀes, We Aƌe WatĐhiŶg You͛: UsiŶg the eǇes ǁatĐhiŶg appƌoaĐh to pƌeǀeŶt ďiĐǇĐle 
thefts at a NeǁĐastle UŶiǀeƌsitǇ Đaŵpus 

location and one sign each at two locations).  These displayed a ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ image and were 

aĐĐoŵpaŶied ďǇ the ŵessage ͚CǇĐle Thieǀes, We Aƌe WatĐhiŶg You͛ and the sub-ŵessages ͚NeǁĐastle 
UŶiǀeƌsitǇ “eĐuƌitǇ “eƌǀiĐe iŶ paƌtŶeƌship ǁith Noƌthuŵďƌia PoliĐe͛ aŶd ͚OpeƌatioŶ CƌaĐkdoǁŶ͛.  The 
remaining 30 bicycle racks across the campus (ranging from 100m to 1000m from the intervention 

sites) acted as control locations in the experiment.  Reported bicycle thefts were monitored at the 

intervention and control locations for 12 months prior to the intervention and 12 months during.   

 
 Left: The signage used in the experiment 

 Right: The sign in action at an intervention location 

 

The research found that bicycle thefts decreased by 62% at the intervention locations following the 

implementation of the signs (from 39 thefts to 15), but increased by 65% across the control locations 

(from 31 at 16 locations to 51 thefts at 30 locations).  To the researchers, this displacement suggested 

that as the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ sigŶage suggested suƌǀeillaŶĐe of that speĐifiĐ loĐatioŶ, it ͚ŵaǇ haǀe led to 
the perception that moving out of sight of the signs was a sufficient response͛ ;Nettle et al. 2012, p.3).  

The authors concluded that the approach provided a highly effective and cheap place-based crime 

intervention that perhaps that could potentially be applied across all bicycle racks at the University to 

achieve an overall reduction in thefts. 

Nettle, D, Nott, K & BatesoŶ, M ϮϬϭϮ,͛͟Cycle Thieǀes, We Aƌe WatĐhiŶg You͟: Impact of a Simple Signage Intervention against 

BiĐǇĐle Theft͛, PLOS One, vol. 7, issue 12, pp. 1-5. 

2.2. Aiŵ aŶd oďjeĐtiǀes of the pƌojeĐt 

The aiŵ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ǁas to test the effeĐtiǀeŶess of usiŶg iŵages of ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ aŶd 
paƌtiĐulaƌ aĐĐoŵpaŶǇiŶg ŵessages ƌeduĐed dog-fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts iŶ hotspots aĐƌoss EŶglaŶd.  

The eǆpeƌiŵeŶt eǀaluatioŶ oďjeĐtiǀes ǁeƌe to ideŶtifǇ: 

1. the iŵpaĐts of the diffeƌeŶt posteƌs to dog fouliŶg iŶ the taƌget aƌeas 

2. if posteƌs displaĐed dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts to otheƌ ŶeaƌďǇ loĐatioŶs 

3. ǁhat ǁould iŵpƌoǀe the iŵpaĐt, effeĐtiǀeŶess, appƌopƌiateŶess aŶd effiĐieŶĐǇ of the 
appƌoaĐh 
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2.3. MethodologǇ 

PaƌtŶeƌ seleĐtioŶ 

Woƌkshops ǁeƌe held ǁith loĐal laŶd ŵaŶageƌs4 to gaiŶ theiƌ iŶput iŶto the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt aŶd 
eŶhaŶĐe its desigŶ. FiƌstlǇ, tǁo ǁoƌkshops ǁeƌe held at the Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ AŶŶual 
CoŶfeƌeŶĐe to gauge iŶteƌest iŶ the pƌoposed eǆpeƌiŵeŶt aŶd gaiŶ feedďaĐk oŶ its desigŶ. 
“eĐoŶdlǇ, a ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop ǁas held iŶ BiƌŵiŶghaŵ ǁith ƌepƌeseŶtatiǀes fƌoŵ ϭϱ laŶd 
ŵaŶageƌ oƌgaŶisatioŶs ǁho had iŶdiĐated theiƌ iŶteƌest iŶ paƌtŶeƌiŶg iŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt to 
fiŶe-tuŶe the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt to ŵaǆiŵise take-up aŶd tƌaiŶiŶg paƌtŶeƌs to deliǀeƌ the pƌojeĐt iŶ 
theiƌ aƌea.  

FolloǁiŶg these ǁoƌkshops a total of ϭϳ oƌgaŶisatioŶs paƌtŶeƌed iŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt that 
ƌepƌeseŶted a ƌaŶge of geogƌaphiĐal loĐatioŶs: 

Table 1: The partner organisations 

Dog fouliŶg posteƌs eǆpeƌiŵeŶt paƌtŶeƌ oƌgaŶisatioŶs 

 Amey (Sheffield) 

 Birmingham City Council 

 Borough Council of Wellingborough 

 Cambridge City Council 

 Doncaster Metropolitan Borough Council 

 Hinckley & Bosworth Borough Council 

 London Borough of Tower Hamlets 

 North West Leicestershire District Council 

 Portsmouth City Council 

 Reading Borough Council  

 Rochford District Council 

 Sandwell Council 

 South Gloucestershire Council 

 Stafford Borough Council 

 Staffordshire Moorlands District Council 

 Telford and Wrekin Council 

 Wirral Metropolitan Borough Council 

Posteƌ desigŶ 

The posteƌs used iŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt aƌe iŶĐluded at  

Posteƌ ŵessages 

All fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ displaǇed the ŵessage ͚Thoughtless dog oǁŶeƌs, ǁe͛ƌe ǁatĐhiŶg 
Ǉou! .͛  This ŵessage ǁas deǀeloped iŶ ĐollaďoƌatioŶ ǁith the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt paƌtŶeƌs aŶd Keep 
BƌitaiŶ TidǇ s͛ CaŵpaigŶs & CoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶs teaŵ at the ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop iŶ BiƌŵiŶghaŵ.  
The ŵessage sought to isolate aŶd taƌget those dog oǁŶeƌs ǁho doŶ͛t piĐk up, ƌatheƌ thaŶ all 

                                                      

4
 These were invited to attend via the Keep Britain Tidy Network and other contacts. 
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dog ǁalkeƌs, ŵost of ǁhoŵ appeaƌ to ďehaǀe ƌespoŶsiďlǇ.  The ͚ǁe͛ƌe ǁatĐhiŶg Ǉou͛ 
ĐoŵpoŶeŶt took iŶspiƌatioŶ fƌoŵ the NeǁĐastle UŶiǀeƌsitǇ ďiĐǇĐle thefts eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ;see 
ďoǆed teǆt oŶ page ϳͿ.  All fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ also iŶĐluded the teǆt ͚Bag that poo, aŶǇ 
ƌuďďish ďiŶ ǁill do .͛  The puƌpose of this ǁas to pƌoǀide dog ǁalkeƌs ǁith a ͚Đall to aĐtioŶ ,͛ 
ǁhile iŶfoƌŵiŶg theŵ that ďagged dog poo ĐaŶ ďe plaĐed iŶ aŶǇ ƌuďďish ďiŶ, ƌatheƌ thaŶ oŶlǇ 
alloĐated dog fouliŶg ďiŶs, as the paƌtŶeƌs had aŶeĐdotal eǀideŶĐe that this is ĐoŵŵoŶ 
ŵisĐoŶĐeptioŶ aŵoŶgst ƌesideŶts. 

Thƌee of the posteƌs displaǇed aŶ additioŶal suppoƌtiŶg ŵessage to test ǁhetheƌ these 
iŶflueŶĐed theiƌ effeĐtiǀeŶess iŶ ƌeduĐiŶg dog fouliŶg.  The ŵessages ǁeƌe deǀeloped ďǇ Keep 
BƌitaiŶ TidǇ aŶd ƌefiŶed duƌiŶg the BiƌŵiŶghaŵ ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop folloǁiŶg iŶput fƌoŵ the 
paƌtŶeƌs. The fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ ǁeƌe: 

 Posteƌ ϭ ;͚eǇes oŶlǇ͛Ϳ, ǁhiĐh used Ŷo suppoƌtiŶg ŵessage to alloǁ the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ 
ĐoŶĐept iŶ its ŵost ďasiĐ state to ďe tested; 

 Posteƌ Ϯ ;͚eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt͛Ϳ, ǁhiĐh iŶĐluded the aĐĐoŵpaŶǇiŶg ŵessage ͚Walk Ǉouƌ dog 
aǁaǇ fƌoŵ a fiŶe of up to £ϴϬ͛.  While eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt poliĐies ǀaƌied aĐƌoss the paƌtŶeƌ 
oƌgaŶisatioŶs, all used fiŶes ;oƌ Fiǆed PeŶaltǇ NotiĐesͿ to soŵe eǆteŶt to disĐouƌage 
dog fouliŶg, ǁith aŵouŶts ƌaŶge fƌoŵ £ϱϬ to £ϴϬ.  This posteƌ sought to test the 
ĐoŵďiŶed ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ aŶd eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage iŶ ĐhaŶgiŶg ďehaǀiouƌ. 

 Posteƌ ϯ ;͚positiǀe ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt͛Ϳ, ǁhiĐh iŶĐluded the ŵessage ͚ϵ out of ϭϬ dog 
oǁŶeƌs ĐleaŶ up afteƌ theiƌ dog, aƌe Ǉou the oŶe ǁho doesŶ͛t? .͛  This ŵessage sought 
to iŶflueŶĐe aŶd leǀeƌage soĐial Ŷoƌŵs, oƌ peƌĐeptioŶs of hoǁ otheƌ people ďehaǀe.  
‘eseaƌĐh has fouŶd that soĐial Ŷoƌŵs ŵessages ĐaŶ haǀe a stƌoŶg iŶflueŶĐe oŶ 
people͛s ďehaǀiouƌs ;ŶotiŶg that it is iŵpoƌtaŶt to ĐoŶstƌuĐt ŵessages that do Ŷot 
uŶiŶteŶtioŶallǇ eŶĐouƌaged uŶdesiƌed outĐoŵesͿ.  “oĐial Ŷoƌŵs ŵessages should 
ideallǇ use aĐĐuƌate ƌeseaƌĐh fiŶdiŶgs as feedďaĐk, hoǁeǀeƌ Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ is Ŷot 
aǁaƌe of data ƌegaƌdiŶg the pƌopoƌtioŶ of people ǁho piĐk up afteƌ theiƌ dogs.  The 
puƌpose of iŶĐludiŶg the ͚ϵ out of ϭϬ͛ ŵessage ǁas to test the effeĐtiǀeŶess of a 
positiǀe soĐial Ŷoƌŵ stateŵeŶt ;i.e. that ŵost people do the ƌight thiŶgͿ. 

 Posteƌ ϰ ;͚peeƌ iŶflueŶĐe͛Ϳ, ǁhiĐh iŶĐluded the ŵessage ͚‘epoƌt those ǁho doŶ͛t ĐleaŶ 
up afteƌ theiƌ dog to the ĐouŶĐil ,͛ aloŶg ǁith spaĐe foƌ the paƌtŶeƌ oƌgaŶisatioŶ to add 
theiƌ dog fouliŶg ƌepoƌtiŶg hotliŶe oŶ the posteƌ.  This posteƌ sought to leǀeƌage peeƌ 
pƌessuƌe to ƌegulate ďehaǀiouƌ ďǇ highlightiŶg to iƌƌespoŶsiďle dog ǁalkeƌs that otheƌs 
ǁithiŶ theiƌ ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ Đould ƌepoƌt theŵ if theǇ doŶ͛t piĐk up aŶd ďǇ pƌoǀidiŶg those 
seekiŶg to ƌepoƌt otheƌs ǁith the ŵeaŶs to do so.   
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Figuƌe ϭ ďeloǁ.  These ǁeƌe pƌiŶted oŶ a thiĐk Đoƌƌugated Coƌƌeǆ plastiĐ iŶ Aϯ size.  The 
posteƌs ǁeƌe Đoǀeƌed iŶ a luŵiŶesĐeŶt filŵ that ͚Đhaƌged up͛ duƌiŶg the daǇ aŶd gloǁed iŶ 
daƌkeŶed aƌeas at Ŷight to iŶĐƌease theiƌ ǀisiďilitǇ.  Caďle ties ǁeƌe pƌoǀided to the paƌtŶeƌs 
foƌ iŶstalliŶg the posteƌs if ƌeƋuiƌed, hoǁeǀeƌ holes ǁeƌe Ŷot puŶĐhed iŶto the posteƌs pƌioƌ to 
distƌiďutioŶ.  This ǁas at the ƌeƋuest of atteŶdees at the ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop, ǁho eǆplaiŶed 
that alloǁiŶg the paƌtŶeƌs to puŶĐh the holes theŵselǀes as peƌ theiƌ iŶdiǀidual ƌeƋuiƌeŵeŶts 
ǁould iŶĐƌease the ǀeƌsatilitǇ of the posteƌs ǁithout daŵagiŶg the iŵageƌǇ.  IŶstƌuĐtioŶs foƌ 
puŶĐhiŶg/dƌilliŶg holes iŶto the posteƌs foƌ fiǆiŶgs ǁeƌe iŶĐluded ǁith the posteƌs iŶstead aŶd 
a ǁhite ϭϱŵŵ ďoƌdeƌ aƌouŶd the edge of the iŵageƌǇ ǁas iŶĐluded oŶ the posteƌs foƌ this 
puƌpose.  

Posteƌ ŵessages 

All fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ displaǇed the ŵessage ͚Thoughtless dog oǁŶeƌs, ǁe͛ƌe ǁatĐhiŶg 
Ǉou! .͛  This ŵessage ǁas deǀeloped iŶ ĐollaďoƌatioŶ ǁith the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt paƌtŶeƌs aŶd Keep 
BƌitaiŶ TidǇ s͛ CaŵpaigŶs & CoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶs teaŵ at the ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop iŶ BiƌŵiŶghaŵ.  
The ŵessage sought to isolate aŶd taƌget those dog oǁŶeƌs ǁho doŶ͛t piĐk up, ƌatheƌ thaŶ all 
dog ǁalkeƌs, ŵost of ǁhoŵ appeaƌ to ďehaǀe ƌespoŶsiďlǇ.  The ͚ǁe͛ƌe ǁatĐhiŶg Ǉou͛ 
ĐoŵpoŶeŶt took iŶspiƌatioŶ fƌoŵ the NeǁĐastle UŶiǀeƌsitǇ ďiĐǇĐle thefts eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ;see 
ďoǆed teǆt oŶ page ϳͿ.  All fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ also iŶĐluded the teǆt ͚Bag that poo, aŶǇ 
ƌuďďish ďiŶ ǁill do .͛  The puƌpose of this ǁas to pƌoǀide dog ǁalkeƌs ǁith a ͚Đall to aĐtioŶ ,͛ 
ǁhile iŶfoƌŵiŶg theŵ that ďagged dog poo ĐaŶ ďe plaĐed iŶ aŶǇ ƌuďďish ďiŶ, ƌatheƌ thaŶ oŶlǇ 
alloĐated dog fouliŶg ďiŶs, as the paƌtŶeƌs had aŶeĐdotal eǀideŶĐe that this is ĐoŵŵoŶ 
ŵisĐoŶĐeptioŶ aŵoŶgst ƌesideŶts. 

Thƌee of the posteƌs displaǇed aŶ additioŶal suppoƌtiŶg ŵessage to test ǁhetheƌ these 
iŶflueŶĐed theiƌ effeĐtiǀeŶess iŶ ƌeduĐiŶg dog fouliŶg.  The ŵessages ǁeƌe deǀeloped ďǇ Keep 
BƌitaiŶ TidǇ aŶd ƌefiŶed duƌiŶg the BiƌŵiŶghaŵ ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop folloǁiŶg iŶput fƌoŵ the 
paƌtŶeƌs. The fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ ǁeƌe: 

 Posteƌ ϭ ;͚eǇes oŶlǇ͛Ϳ, ǁhiĐh used Ŷo suppoƌtiŶg ŵessage to alloǁ the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ 
ĐoŶĐept iŶ its ŵost ďasiĐ state to ďe tested; 

 Posteƌ Ϯ ;͚eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt͛Ϳ, ǁhiĐh iŶĐluded the aĐĐoŵpaŶǇiŶg ŵessage ͚Walk Ǉouƌ dog 
aǁaǇ fƌoŵ a fiŶe of up to £ϴϬ͛.  While eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt poliĐies ǀaƌied aĐƌoss the paƌtŶeƌ 
oƌgaŶisatioŶs, all used fiŶes ;oƌ Fiǆed PeŶaltǇ NotiĐesͿ to soŵe eǆteŶt to disĐouƌage 
dog fouliŶg, ǁith aŵouŶts ƌaŶge fƌoŵ £ϱϬ to £ϴϬ.  This posteƌ sought to test the 
ĐoŵďiŶed ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ aŶd eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage iŶ ĐhaŶgiŶg ďehaǀiouƌ. 

 Posteƌ ϯ ;͚positiǀe ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt͛Ϳ, ǁhiĐh iŶĐluded the ŵessage ͚ϵ out of ϭϬ dog 
oǁŶeƌs ĐleaŶ up afteƌ theiƌ dog, aƌe Ǉou the oŶe ǁho doesŶ͛t? .͛  This ŵessage sought 

Page 136 of 292



 

ϭϮ 

 

to iŶflueŶĐe aŶd leǀeƌage soĐial Ŷoƌŵs, oƌ peƌĐeptioŶs of hoǁ otheƌ people ďehaǀe.  
‘eseaƌĐh has fouŶd that soĐial Ŷoƌŵs ŵessages ĐaŶ haǀe a stƌoŶg iŶflueŶĐe oŶ 
people͛s ďehaǀiouƌs5 ;ŶotiŶg that it is iŵpoƌtaŶt to ĐoŶstƌuĐt ŵessages that do Ŷot 
uŶiŶteŶtioŶallǇ eŶĐouƌaged uŶdesiƌed outĐoŵes6Ϳ.  “oĐial Ŷoƌŵs ŵessages should 
ideallǇ use aĐĐuƌate ƌeseaƌĐh fiŶdiŶgs as feedďaĐk, hoǁeǀeƌ Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ is Ŷot 
aǁaƌe of data ƌegaƌdiŶg the pƌopoƌtioŶ of people ǁho piĐk up afteƌ theiƌ dogs.  The 
puƌpose of iŶĐludiŶg the ͚ϵ out of ϭϬ͛ ŵessage ǁas to test the effeĐtiǀeŶess of a 
positiǀe soĐial Ŷoƌŵ stateŵeŶt ;i.e. that ŵost people do the ƌight thiŶgͿ. 

 Posteƌ ϰ ;͚peeƌ iŶflueŶĐe͛Ϳ, ǁhiĐh iŶĐluded the ŵessage ͚‘epoƌt those ǁho doŶ͛t ĐleaŶ 
up afteƌ theiƌ dog to the ĐouŶĐil ,͛ aloŶg ǁith spaĐe foƌ the paƌtŶeƌ oƌgaŶisatioŶ to add 
theiƌ dog fouliŶg ƌepoƌtiŶg hotliŶe oŶ the posteƌ.  This posteƌ sought to leǀeƌage peeƌ 
pƌessuƌe to ƌegulate ďehaǀiouƌ ďǇ highlightiŶg to iƌƌespoŶsiďle dog ǁalkeƌs that otheƌs 
ǁithiŶ theiƌ ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ Đould ƌepoƌt theŵ if theǇ doŶ͛t piĐk up aŶd ďǇ pƌoǀidiŶg those 
seekiŶg to ƌepoƌt otheƌs ǁith the ŵeaŶs to do so.   

  

                                                      

5 Social Norms Guidebook: A guide to implementing the social norms approach in the UK, John McAlaney, 

Bridgette M Bewick and Jennifer Bauerle, June 2010; The Social Norms Approach: Theory, Research, and 

Annotated Bibliography, Alan D. Berkowitz, 2004; A Room with a Viewpoint: Using Social Norms to Motivate 

Environmental Conservation in Hotels, Noah Goldstein, Robert Cialdini & Vladas Griskevicius, 2008; Crafting 

Normative Messages to Protect the Environment, Robert Cialdini, 2003.  
6
 For example, a 2007 study provided feedback to households on their energy consumption in relation to that of 

their neighbours.  This had the intended impact of reducing energy use amongst those whose consumption was 

aďoǀe aǀeƌage.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, a ͚ďooŵeƌaŶg͛ effect was also observed, in which households well below the average 

rate increased their energy consumption towards the accepted norm.  The study found that this effect could be 

reversed, however, by adding a message of approval specifically aimed at those below the average rate of 

consumption (The constructive, destructive, and reconstructive power of social norms, Schultz et al., 2007). 
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Figure 1: The fouƌ ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eyes͛ posteƌs used iŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt 

Poster 1: eyes only – testiŶg the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ ĐoŶĐept to 
reduce dog fouling on the ground in its most basic state (i.e. 

without any supporting messages). 

Poster 2: enforcement – testiŶg the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ ĐoŶĐept 
to reduce dog fouling on the ground with a supporting 

enforcement message. 

 

 

 

 

Poster 3: positive reinforcement – testiŶg the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg 
eǇes͛ ĐoŶĐept to ƌeduĐe dog fouliŶg oŶ the gƌouŶd ǁith a 

supporting positive (norming) reinforcement message. 

Poster 4: peer influence – testiŶg the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ 
concept to reduce dog fouling on the ground with a 

supporting peer influence message. Space was provided to 

write in the local dog fouling reporting hotline. 
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Taƌget aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt sites 

PaƌtŶeƌs seleĐted eight taƌget sites aĐƌoss theiƌ aƌeas foƌ displaǇiŶg the posteƌs aŶd oŶe 
ŶeaƌďǇ displaĐeŵeŶt site foƌ eaĐh taƌget site ;ϭϲ sites iŶ totalͿ.  The taƌget sites ǁeƌe dog 
fouliŶg hotspots kŶoǁŶ to the paƌtŶeƌs thƌough theiƌ litteƌ pƌeǀeŶtioŶ ǁoƌk, ǁith soŵe 
paƌtŶeƌs usiŶg ƌepoƌts fƌoŵ ƌesideŶts oƌ iŶfoƌŵatioŶ pƌoǀided ďǇ loĐal dog fouliŶg ǁaƌdeŶs, 
stƌeet ĐleaŶsiŶg staff aŶd otheƌ fƌoŶtliŶe staff to ideŶtifǇ these pƌoďleŵ aƌeas.  The size of the 
taƌget sites ǁeƌe deteƌŵiŶed ďǇ the paƌtŶeƌs ďased oŶ the ǀisiďilitǇ of the posteƌs ;i.e. poiŶts 
at ǁhiĐh the posteƌs Đould ďe seeŶ aŶd ƌead ǁeƌe iŶĐluded iŶ the site aƌeaͿ.   

The eight displaĐeŵeŶt sites ǁeƌe loĐatioŶs adjaĐeŶt to oƌ less thaŶ ϭϬϬŵ aǁaǇ fƌoŵ the 
taƌget sites that Đould poteŶtiallǇ ƌeĐoƌd aŶ iŶĐƌease iŶ dog fouliŶg as a ƌesult of the posteƌ 
eǆpeƌiŵeŶt displaĐiŶg the pƌoďleŵ aǁaǇ fƌoŵ the taƌget site.  These iŶĐluded gƌassed aƌeas, 
alleǇǁaǇs, ƌesideŶtial stƌeets aŶd otheƌ laŶd use tǇpes Ŷeaƌ the taƌget sites.   

The taƌget sites seleĐted ďǇ the paƌtŶeƌs eŶĐoŵpassed a ƌaŶge of laŶd use tǇpes, as 
suŵŵaƌised iŶ Taďle Ϯ. 

Table 2: Number of target sites by land use type and version of poster displayed 

Land use type 
Poster 1: eyes 

only 

Poster 2: 

enforcement 

Poster 3: 

positive 

reinforcement 

Poster 4: 

peer 

influence 

Total - target 

sites 

Housing area 13 10 19 11 53 

Recreation area 4 5 5 5 19 

Public footpath 5 2 1 3 11 

Alleyway  5 5 6 9 25 

Main road 0 3 3 0 6 

Main retail and commercial area 0 1 1 1 3 

Rural road 0 0 0 0 0 

Other* 0 0 0 3 3 

Total  27 26 35 32 120 

*Other sites include ͚housiŶg aŶd ĐoŵŵeƌĐial͛, a sĐhool laŶe aŶd seĐoŶdaƌǇ ƌetail. 

DisplaǇ of posteƌs at taƌget sites 

The eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ǁas ĐoŶduĐted ďetǁeeŶ JaŶuaƌǇ aŶd MaƌĐh ;iŶĐludiŶg ďaseliŶe ŵoŶitoƌiŶgͿ, 
ǁith the posteƌs oŶ displaǇ foƌ at least thƌee ǁeeks fƌoŵ late FeďƌuaƌǇ to ŵid-MaƌĐh ϮϬϭϰ 
aĐƌoss the paƌtŶeƌ aƌeas ;though the ŵajoƌitǇ of paƌtŶeƌs Đhose to ĐoŶtiŶue displaǇiŶg the 
posteƌs ǁheŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt fiŶished – see “eĐtioŶ ϯ.ϰͿ.  WiŶteƌ ŵoŶths ǁeƌe deliďeƌatelǇ 
ĐhoseŶ foƌ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt due to the loŶgeƌ Ŷights, hoǁeǀeƌ theƌe ǁas a slight delaǇ iŶ 
ďegiŶŶiŶg the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt due to diffiĐulties iŶ souƌĐiŶg the luŵiŶesĐeŶt filŵ foƌ the posteƌs. 
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The oƌigiŶal desigŶ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ǁas that eaĐh paƌtŶeƌ ǁould test oŶe ǀeƌsioŶ of posteƌ 
peƌ site at tǁo diffeƌeŶt taƌget sites iŶ theiƌ aƌea, ŵeaŶiŶg that eaĐh ǀeƌsioŶ of posteƌ ǁas to 
ďe tested at ϯϰ sites iŶ total7.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, a Ŷuŵďeƌ of paƌtŶeƌs Đhose to test soŵe ǀeƌsioŶs of 
the posteƌ at ŵoƌe thaŶ tǁo sites aŶd soŵe at less ;foƌ eǆaŵple, oŶe paƌtŶeƌ tested Posteƌ ϭ 
at Ŷo sites, Posteƌ Ϯ at oŶe site, Posteƌ ϯ at tǁo sites aŶd Posteƌ ϰ at fiǀe sitesͿ, as shoǁŶ iŶ 
Taďle ϯ ďeloǁ.   

AdditioŶallǇ, oŶe paƌtŶeƌ Đhose to test a ŵiǆed-posteƌ appƌoaĐh, displaǇiŶg all fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of 
the posteƌ at eaĐh taƌget site.  This data has Ŷot ďeeŶ iŶĐluded iŶ the ŵaiŶ iŵpaĐt aŶalǇsis due 
to a ƌelatiǀelǇ sŵall saŵple size, though the ƌesults pƌoǀide aŶ iŶteƌestiŶg peƌspeĐtiǀe oŶ the 
poteŶtial foƌ this appƌoaĐh aŶd aƌe disĐussed sepaƌatelǇ iŶ the ďoǆed teǆt oŶ page Ϯϭ.  
Theƌefoƌe, a total of ϭϱ paƌtŶeƌs aŶd ϭϮϬ taƌget sites aƌe iŶĐluded iŶ the ŵaiŶ aŶalǇsis 
pƌeseŶted heƌeiŶ, as outliŶed iŶ Taďle ϯ ďeloǁ. 

Table 3: Number of partners and target sites included in the experiment analysis 

Version of poster 
Number of 

target sites 

Number of 

partners 

Poster 1: eyes only (no supporting message) 27 14 

Poster 2: enforcement 26 14 

Poster 3: positive reinforcement 35 15 

Poster 4: peer influence 32 15 

Totals 120 15 

An additional partner used a mixed-posters approach across its eight target sites – see boxed text on page 21. 

To ŵaǆiŵise ǀisiďilitǇ, eaĐh paƌtŶeƌ ǁas pƌoǀided ǁith eŶough posteƌs to displaǇ up to fiǀe 
Đopies of a ǀeƌsioŶ of the posteƌ peƌ taƌget site.  The paƌtŶeƌs ǁeƌe asked to Đhoose taƌget 
sites that ǁeƌe geogƌaphiĐallǇ spƌead aĐƌoss theiƌ aƌeas to ŵiŶiŵise the ĐhaŶĐe that ƌesideŶts 
ǁould see ŵoƌe thaŶ oŶe ǀeƌsioŶ of posteƌ.  EaĐh paƌtŶeƌ displaǇed the posteƌs iŶ theiƌ aƌeas 
foƌ a ŵiŶiŵuŵ of fouƌ ǁeeks duƌiŶg the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ;a Ŷuŵďeƌ of paƌtŶeƌs Đhose to ĐoŶtiŶue 
displaǇiŶg the posteƌs afteƌ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt – see “eĐtioŶ ϯ.ϰ foƌ detailsͿ. 

MoŶitoƌiŶg aŶd eǀaluatioŶ 

The ŵoŶitoƌiŶg of dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts at the taƌget aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt sites ǁas iŶtegƌal to 
the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt as a ŵeasuƌeŵeŶt of the iŵpaĐt of the posteƌs.  PaƌtŶeƌs ĐouŶted the Ŷuŵďeƌ 
of dog poo iŶĐideŶts at eaĐh site oŶ at least a ǁeeklǇ ďasis foƌ a ŵiŶiŵuŵ of thƌee ǁeeks pƌioƌ 
to the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the posteƌs ;ďaseliŶe ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiodͿ aŶd foƌ thƌee ǁeeks duƌiŶg.   

                                                      

7
 One version of poster x two target sites per partner x 17 partners = 34 
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The fƌeƋueŶĐǇ at ǁhiĐh the paƌtŶeƌs ĐoŶduĐted the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg ĐouŶts eaĐh ǁeek depeŶded 
oŶ theiƌ usual dog fouliŶg ĐleaŶsiŶg ƌoutiŶe at the site.  Foƌ eǆaŵple, if a paƌtŶeƌ s͛ usual 
ƌoutiŶe ǁas to ĐleaŶse a site of dog fouliŶg thƌee tiŵes peƌ ǁeek, theǇ ǁould ĐoŶtiŶue ǁith 
that ĐleaŶsiŶg fƌeƋueŶĐǇ duƌiŶg the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt peƌiod, ĐoŶduĐtiŶg a dog poo ĐouŶt ďefoƌe 
eaĐh ĐleaŶse.  At sites ǁheƌe theƌe ǁas Ŷot aŶ eǆistiŶg dog poo ĐleaŶsiŶg ƌoutiŶe ;oƌ ǁheƌe 
dog fouliŶg ǁas ĐleaŶsed oŶlǇ iŶ ƌespoŶse to ĐoŵplaiŶts fƌoŵ ƌesideŶts, etĐ.Ϳ, paƌtŶeƌs ǁeƌe 
asked to ĐleaŶse the sites of dog fouliŶg oŶĐe at the ĐoŵŵeŶĐeŵeŶt of the ďaseliŶe 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod aŶd agaiŶ iŵŵediatelǇ ďefoƌe the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the posteƌs.  The 
paƌtŶeƌ theŶ ĐoŶduĐted a dog poo ĐouŶt at the site at least oŶĐe peƌ ǁeek thƌoughout the 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod.  The ŵajoƌitǇ of paƌtŶeƌs ;ϭϮ of ϭϲ iŶĐluded iŶ the aŶalǇsisͿ ĐoŶduĐted 
theiƌ ĐouŶts oŶ the saŵe daǇs of eaĐh ǁeek thƌoughout the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod, ǁhile fouƌ 
paƌtŶeƌs ĐoŶduĐted theiƌs oŶ ǀaƌǇiŶg daǇs of eaĐh ǁeek.  EaĐh ĐouŶt ƌepƌeseŶted the Ŷuŵďeƌ 
of dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts that aĐĐuŵulated at the site siŶĐe the paƌtŶeƌ s͛ last ǀisit, ŵeaŶiŶg 
that iŶ pƌiŶĐiple, all iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg duƌiŶg the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod ǁeƌe aďle to ďe 
Đaptuƌed ƌegaƌdless of the paƌtŶeƌs͛ fƌeƋueŶĐǇ oƌ daǇs of ŵoŶitoƌiŶg.  Tǁo ƌeseaƌĐh 
liŵitatioŶs ǁeƌe ideŶtified ǁith ƌegaƌd to this appƌoaĐh aŶd aƌe disĐussed ďeloǁ. 

The eǀaluatioŶ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt is also iŶfoƌŵed ďǇ dog fouliŶg ƌepoƌts fƌoŵ the puďliĐ iŶ 
eaĐh of the paƌtŶeƌ aƌeas aŶd ďǇ paƌtŶeƌ iŶteƌǀieǁs, as suŵŵaƌised iŶ the eǀaluatioŶ 
ŵethodologǇ taďle ďeloǁ. 

Table 4: Evaluation methodology 

Data collection 

method 
Methodology 

Site monitoring – 

dog fouling counts 

 

(Jan – Mar 2014)  

Aim 

 To identify the impact of the posters to the number of dog fouling incidents at target and 

displacement sites. 

 To understand the effectiveness of the different poster messages when used at different 

land use types. 

 To understand the extent to which the number of posters and the number of bins at the 

sites influenced the effectiveness of the posters. 

Data collection 

 Counting of dog fouling incidents at eight target sites and eight displacement sites per 

partner before (control monitoring) and after (impact monitoring) the implementation of 

the posters. 

 Conducted by the partner organisations. 

Data population 

 120 sites in the main impact analysis (8 target sites + 8 displacement sites x 15 partners) 

 8 sites in one partner area using a mixed-posters approach (this data in not included in the 

main analysis - see boxed text on page 20) 

Analysis 

Quantitative data analysis using Microsoft Excel.  The findings of the analysis were cross-

ĐheĐked ǁith the paƌtŶeƌs͛ iŶteƌpƌetatioŶ of the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg ƌesults ;as ideŶtified duƌiŶg the 

partner interviews) and reviewed through internal workshops.  Where appropriate, findings 
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Data collection 

method 
Methodology 

from the quantitative data were tested for statistical significance using a 95% probability.  

Statistical significance tests are used to determine the likelihood that the same results would 

be found if the survey was repeated using a different or larger data sample, rather than being 

due to chance.  All results presented in this report are statistically significant, unless otherwise 

specified. 

Dog fouling 

reports from 

public 

 

(Jan – Mar 2014) 

Aim 

 To gain further insight into the effectiveness of the posters by identifying dog fouling 

reports from the public made in response to the posters.  

Data collection 

 Monitoring and recording of dog fouling complaints and reports made to the partner 

organisations by the public (e.g. via a hotline or online form), including details of whether 

these were in response to a particular version of the poster. 

 Conducted by the partners and submitted to Keep Britain Tidy on the site monitoring 

recording form. 

Data population 

 Reports from 17 partner organisations. 

Analysis 

The data was reviewed by Keep Britain Tidy to identify and count the number of reports that 

related directly to a version of the poster (i.e. the complainant specifically mentioned that 

poster), indicating that the poster had triggered the complainant͛s action.  

Partner interviews 

 

(Apr – May 2014) 

Aim 

To identify: 

 learnings to improve the impact, effectiveness, appropriateness and efficiency of the 

approach 

 the scalability of the approach and potential for replication by other land managers. 

Data collection 

 A short semi-structured telephone interview with all partners, conducted by Keep Britain 

Tidy at the end of the experiment. 

 Partners were asked to provide input into what worked well in the experiment, what could 

be improved and their interpretations of its impacts.  The questionnaire used for the 

interviews in included at Appendix A. 

Data population 

 17 partners. 

Analysis 

Qualitative data analysis using NVivo software.  The findings of the analysis were reviewed 

through internal workshops. 

PuďliĐ ƌelatioŶs aŶd ŵedia Đoǀeƌage 

IŶ oƌdeƌ to eŶsuƌe that the ƌesults of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ǁeƌe aĐĐuƌate aŶd uŶďiased, Keep 
BƌitaiŶ TidǇ aŶd paƌtŶeƌs deliďeƌatelǇ did Ŷot uŶdeƌtake aŶǇ pƌoŵotioŶal aĐtiǀitǇ that ǁould 
aleƌt people to the puƌpose of the posteƌs aŶd eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ďefoƌe oƌ duƌiŶg its deliǀeƌǇ. 
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LiŵitatioŶs of the ƌeseaƌĐh 

Fouƌ liŵitatioŶs of ƌeseaƌĐh haǀe ďeeŶ ideŶtified. 

FiƌstlǇ, all paƌtŶeƌs ǁeƌe ƌeƋuiƌed to ĐleaŶse theiƌ sites of dog fouliŶg at the ĐoŵŵeŶĐeŵeŶt 
of the ďaseliŶe ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod aŶd agaiŶ iŵŵediatelǇ ďefoƌe the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the 
posteƌs to eŶsuƌe that the ĐouŶts oŶlǇ Đaptuƌed iŶĐideŶts that oĐĐuƌƌed duƌiŶg eaĐh 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg phase.  This ŵaǇ haǀe had soŵe iŶflueŶĐe oŶ ƌates of dog fouliŶg at the sites, as 
pƌeǀious ƌeseaƌĐh ďǇ Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ8 has fouŶd that people aƌe less likelǇ to litteƌ ǁheƌe Ŷo 
litteƌ is pƌeseŶt.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, as the site ĐleaŶsiŶg oĐĐuƌƌed at the ďegiŶŶiŶg of ďoth the ďaseliŶe 
aŶd iŵpaĐt ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiods, aŶǇ iŵpaĐts of this pheŶoŵeŶoŶ to the ƋualitǇ of the data aƌe 
likelǇ to haǀe ďeeŶ ŵiŶiŵised ;i.e. it ǁould haǀe iŶflueŶĐed ďoth the ͚ďefoƌe͛ aŶd ͚duƌiŶg͛ sets 
of dataͿ. 

“eĐoŶdlǇ, eaĐh ĐouŶt ĐoŶduĐted ďǇ the paƌtŶeƌs ǁas iŶteŶded to Đaptuƌe all iŶĐideŶts of dog 
fouliŶg that had oĐĐuƌƌed at the site siŶĐe the paƌtŶeƌs͛ last ǀisit, ďased oŶ ǁhat had 
aĐĐuŵulated theƌe.  This ƌeƋuiƌed paƌtŶeƌs ǁho did Ŷot ĐoŶduĐt a site ĐleaŶse afteƌ eaĐh 
ĐouŶt to diffeƌeŶtiate ďetǁeeŶ Ŷeǁ dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts aŶd those that had ďeeŶ theƌe at 
the last ĐouŶt to aǀoid douďle-ĐouŶtiŶg.  It is possiďle that soŵe iŶĐideŶts ǁeƌe iŶĐoƌƌeĐtlǇ 
ĐouŶted as a ƌesult, hoǁeǀeƌ paƌtŶeƌs took ŵeasuƌes to ŵiŶiŵise the ƌisk of this oĐĐuƌƌiŶg ;ďǇ 
ŶotiŶg the loĐatioŶ aŶd appeaƌaŶĐe of the iŶĐideŶt, foƌ eǆaŵpleͿ aŶd felt ĐoŶfideŶt that theǇ 
ǁeƌe aďle to aǀoid this.  AdditioŶallǇ, this appƌoaĐh ƌelied oŶ iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg Ŷot 
disappeaƌiŶg ďetǁeeŶ ĐouŶts ;e.g. due to it ďeiŶg ƌepeatedlǇ ǁalked thƌough oƌ gƌass ĐuttiŶgͿ.  
The ƌeseaƌĐh sought to oǀeƌĐoŵe this ďǇ usiŶg aǀeƌage, ƌatheƌ thaŶ total, ĐouŶts of dog 
fouliŶg takeŶ oǀeƌ eaĐh thƌee ǁeek ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod so that suĐh aŶoŵalies Đould ďe 
aĐĐouŶted foƌ iŶ the aŶalǇsis. 

ThiƌdlǇ, seǀeƌe ǁet ǁeatheƌ eǆpeƌieŶĐed iŶ soŵe paƌtŶeƌ aƌeas oǀeƌ oŶe ǁeek duƌiŶg the 
ďaseliŶe ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod ǁashed aǁaǇ dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts at soŵe ŵoŶitoƌiŶg sites.   
Hoǁeǀeƌ these paƌtŶeƌs ǁeƌe aďle to eǆteŶd theiƌ ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod ďǇ a ǁeek, alloǁiŶg 
theŵ to gatheƌ additioŶal data foƌ the aŶalǇsis.   

FiŶallǇ, the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt Đoŵpaƌed the aǀeƌage ƌates of dog fouliŶg at eaĐh site ďefoƌe to afteƌ 
the iŶstallatioŶ of the posteƌs, takeŶ oǀeƌ a ŵiŶiŵuŵ of thƌee ǁeeks eitheƌ side.  It is possiďle 
that otheƌ ǀaƌiaďles ŵaǇ haǀe iŶflueŶĐed ƌates of dog fouliŶg at the sites oǀeƌ the saŵe 

                                                      

8
 People who litter, Dr Fiona Campbell, 2007.  
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peƌiod.  Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ has sought to ŵiŶiŵise aŶǇ iŵpaĐts of this to the aŶalǇsis ďǇ 
iŶĐludiŶg a laƌge Ŷuŵďeƌ ;ϮϰϬͿ of test sites.  Despite this, it is ƌeĐoŵŵeŶded that futuƌe 
iteƌatioŶs of the appƌoaĐh use ĐoŶtƌol site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg to alloǁ otheƌ ǀaƌiaďles that ŵaǇ 
iŶflueŶĐe ƌates of dog fouliŶg at the sites to ďe disĐouŶted.  These ĐoŶtƌol sites ǁould Ŷeed to 
ďe iŶ loĐatioŶs that aƌe Đoŵpaƌaďle to the test sites ďut uŶlikelǇ to ďe ǀisited ďǇ dog ǁalkeƌs 
ǁho eŶĐouŶteƌ the posteƌs elseǁheƌe. 

3. ‘esults aŶd fiŶdiŶgs 

3.1. OďjeĐtiǀe ϭ: To ideŶtifǇ the iŵpaĐts of the diffeƌeŶt posteƌs oŶ dog 
fouliŶg  

This seĐtioŶ disĐusses the iŵpaĐts of the posteƌs oŶ dog fouliŶg at the sites.  The ƌesults 
pƌeseŶted shoǁ the aǀeƌage peƌĐeŶtage ĐhaŶge iŶ the Ŷuŵďeƌ of dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts peƌ 
site fƌoŵ ďefoƌe to duƌiŶg the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the posteƌs, uŶless otheƌǁise iŶdiĐated.  This 
aǀeƌage takes iŶĐƌeases iŶto aĐĐouŶt as ǁell as deĐƌeases, aŶd is useful foƌ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg the 
eǆteŶt to ǁhiĐh the posteƌs had aŶ iŵpaĐt.  

All ĐalĐulatioŶs aƌe ďased oŶ the aǀeƌage9 ĐouŶts of dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts peƌ site duƌiŶg the 
ĐoŶtƌol ;ďefoƌeͿ aŶd iŵpaĐt ;duƌiŶg posteƌs iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶͿ ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiods10. 

Oǀeƌall iŵpaĐt 

The oǀeƌall aǀeƌage ĐhaŶge iŶ iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg peƌ site ǁas a ϰϲ% deĐƌease, as shoǁŶ 
iŶ Taďle ϱ.   

Table 5: Overall impact of posters on dog fouling 

 

Total counts Average count per site 
Average % change in dog 

fouling incidents per site Before 

installation 

After 

installation 

Before 

installation 

After 

installation 

Target sites 2,159 1,208 18.0 10.1 -44% 

Displacement sites 861 434 7.2 3.6 -50% 

Overall 3,020 1,642 12.6 6.8 -46% 

Base: 120 targets sites and 120 displacement sites = 240 sites overall. 

                                                      

9
 As opposed to sum counts. 

10
 For example, at a site that had 16 counts in week 1, 10 counts in week 2 and 12 counts in week 3, the average counts for that site would 

be 12.7 during the control period. 
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These ƌesults iŶdiĐate that oǀeƌall, the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ posteƌs appƌoaĐh has ďeeŶ highlǇ 
effeĐtiǀe iŶ ƌeduĐiŶg dog fouliŶg at ďoth the taƌget aŶd poteŶtial displaĐeŵeŶt sites. 

WheŶ lookiŶg at sites iŶ tuƌŶ ƌesults ǁeƌe ŵoƌe ǀaƌiaďle. PositiǀelǇ, ϳϱ% of taƌget sites aŶd 
ϱϲ% of displaĐeŵeŶt sites eǆpeƌieŶĐed a deĐƌease iŶ dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts folloǁiŶg the 
iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the posteƌs, ǁhile ϭϳ% of taƌget sites aŶd Ϯϳ% of displaĐeŵeŶt sites 
eǆpeƌieŶĐed aŶ iŶĐƌease. ϴ% of taƌget sites aŶd ϭϴ% of displaĐeŵeŶt sites shoǁed Ŷo ĐhaŶge.  
The ŵajoƌitǇ of sites that eǆpeƌieŶĐed aŶ iŶĐƌease oƌ Ŷo ĐhaŶge iŶ dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts 
folloǁiŶg the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ posteƌs ǁeƌe puďliĐ footpaths oƌ soĐial housiŶg sites, iŶdiĐatiŶg 
that the posteƌs ǁeƌe least effeĐtiǀe ǁheŶ used at these aƌea tǇpes ;see IŵpaĐt ďǇ ǀeƌsioŶ of 
posteƌ peƌ laŶd use tǇpe ďeloǁ foƌ fuƌtheƌ disĐussioŶͿ. 

IŵpaĐt ďǇ ǀeƌsioŶ of posteƌ 

Of the fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ, it appeaƌs that the positiǀe ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage ǁas the 
ŵost effeĐtiǀe iŶ deĐƌeasiŶg iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg aĐƌoss the taƌget aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt sites 
;ϰϵ% ƌeduĐtioŶ iŶ iŶĐideŶts oǀeƌallͿ, hoǁeǀeƌ the diffeƌeŶĐes iŶ ƌesults aĐƌoss the fouƌ 
ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ did Ŷot ƌeaĐh statistiĐal sigŶifiĐaŶĐe ;see Taďle ϲͿ. 

Table 6: Impact on dog fouling by version of poster  

Average % change in dog fouling incidents per site 

Site type Poster 1: eyes only 
Poster 2: 

enforcement 

Poster 3: positive 

reinforcement 

Poster 4: peer 

influence 

Target sites -42% -41% -47% -46% 

Displacement sites -54% -47% -53% -44% 

Overall -45% -43% -49% -45% 

Base: 120 targets sites and 120 displacement sites = 240 sites overall. 
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The Miǆed Posteƌs AppƌoaĐh: The iŵpaĐts of displaǇiŶg all fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of the posteƌ peƌ site 

One partner in the experiment chose to display all four versions of the poster at each of their eight 

target sites.  Due to the small sample size, the monitoring results for this approach were not included 

in the main analysis.  However, this case study does indicate that the approach was highly effective at 

reducing dog fouling in the local partner area, as outlined below. 

The mixed posters approach reduced dog fouling incidents at all (100%) eight target sites in the 

partner area.  Dog fouling increased at three (38%) displacement sites, but decreased at four 

displacement sites and stayed the same at one (63% of displacement sites in total).   

On average, dog fouling decreased by 71% at target sites, 44% at displacement sites and by 64% 

overall. 

Of the four land use types where tested, the mixed posters approach appears to have been most 

effective at alleyway and public footpath sites.  However, due to the small sample size these results 

should be treated with caution.  

Average % change in dog fouling incidents per land use type 

Land use type Target sites Displacement sites Overall No. of sites 

Mixed social/private housing area -68% -41% -56% 4 

Recreation area -57% n/a -57% 1 

Public Footpath -100% n/a -100% 2 

Alleyway -100% -100% -100% 1 

n/a = no dog fouling present during the monitoring period 

IŵpaĐt ďǇ laŶd use tǇpe 

The aǀeƌage peƌĐeŶtage ĐhaŶge iŶ ƌates of dog fouliŶg at the diffeƌeŶt laŶd use tǇpes folloǁiŶg 
the iŶstallatioŶ of the posteƌs is suŵŵaƌised iŶ Taďle ϳ ďeloǁ.   

Table 7: Impact on dog fouling by land use type  

Average % change in dog fouling incidents per site No. of 

sites Land use type Target sites Displacement sites Overall 

Housing area -43% -46% -44% 119 

Social housing -14% -37% -21% 29 

Private housing -59% -50% -56% 83 

Mixed social/private housing -79% -61% -77% 7 

Recreation area -43% -49% -44% 37 

Public Footpath -28% +200% -21% 33 

Alleyway  -57% -63% -58% 22 

Main road -61% -63% -62% 17 

Main retail and commercial area -44% -81% -60% 7 

Rural road 0% -29% -29% 1 

Other  -56% +13% -44% 4 

Notes: ͚Otheƌ͛ laŶd use tǇpes iŶĐludes a housiŶg aŶd ĐoŵŵeƌĐial site, a sĐhool laŶe aŶd a seĐoŶdaƌǇ ƌetail aƌea. 
Base: 120 targets sites and 120 displacement sites = 240 sites overall. 
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As shoǁŶ, the posteƌs appeaƌ to haǀe had a positiǀe iŵpaĐt oŶ ƌates of dog fouliŶg at all 
taƌget site laŶd use tǇpes.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, theǇ appeaƌ to ďe least effeĐtiǀe ǁheŶ used at soĐial 
housiŶg aŶd puďliĐ footpath sites.  The latteƌ eǆpeƌieŶĐed a sigŶifiĐaŶt iŶĐƌease iŶ iŶĐideŶts at 
displaĐeŵeŶts sites folloǁiŶg the iŶitiatiǀe, fƌoŵ aŶ aǀeƌage of ŶiŶe iŶĐideŶts ďefoƌe to Ϯϳ 
iŶĐideŶts afteƌ the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the posteƌs ;a ϮϬϬ% iŶĐƌeaseͿ.   

These fiŶdiŶgs iŶdiĐate that the use of the posteƌs at soĐial housiŶg aŶd puďliĐ footpath sites 
ŵaǇ Ŷeed to ďe suppoƌted ďǇ otheƌ ŵeasuƌes that speĐifiĐallǇ taƌget those sites, suĐh as 
eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt aŶd/oƌ soĐial ŵaƌketiŶg.  

IŵpaĐt ďǇ ǀeƌsioŶ of posteƌ peƌ laŶd use tǇpe 

The aǀeƌage peƌĐeŶtage ĐhaŶge iŶ ƌates of dog fouliŶg at eaĐh laŶd use tǇpe peƌ ǀeƌsioŶ of 
posteƌ displaǇed is shoǁŶ iŶ Taďle ϴ.  

Table 8: Impact on dog fouling by poster message at each land use type  

Average % change in dog fouling incidents per target site 

Site land use type 
Poster 1: eyes 

only 

Poster 2: 

enforcement 

Poster 3: positive 

reinforcement 

Poster 4: peer 

influence 

Housing area -39% -30% -51% -46% 

Social housing +6% -11% 0% -23% 

Private housing -59% -45% -68% -59% 

Mixed social/private -0% +33% 0% -82% 

Recreation area -28% -57% -15% -47% 

Public Footpath -13% +333% -60% +55% 

Alleyway  -77% -56% -38% -46% 

Main road n/a -53% -71% n/a 

Main retail and commercial area n/a -60% -11% -86% 

Rural road n/a n/a n/a n/a 

Other n/a n/a n/a -56% 

 

Notes: n/a = version of poster not tested at land use type; differences for all results presented over 10% are statistically 

sigŶifiĐaŶt at a ϵϬ% ĐoŶfideŶĐe leǀel; ͚otheƌ͛ laŶd use tǇpes iŶĐludes a housiŶg aŶd ĐoŵŵeƌĐial site, a sĐhool lane and a 

secondary retail area; Base = 120 target sites; Red figures = are where largest positive change occurs and are discussed below. 

The iŵpliĐatioŶs of these ƌesults ĐaŶ ďe suŵŵaƌised as folloǁs: 

 HousiŶg aƌeas – the peeƌ iŶflueŶĐe ŵessage ;Posteƌ ϰͿ ǁas the ŵost effeĐtiǀe of the fouƌ 
ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌs ǁheŶ used iŶ soĐial housiŶg aŶd ŵiǆed soĐial/pƌiǀate housiŶg aƌeas, 
ǁhile the positiǀe ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage ;Posteƌ ϯͿ ǁas the ŵost effeĐtiǀe of the fouƌ 
ǁheŶ used iŶ pƌiǀate housiŶg aƌeas. 

 ‘eĐƌeatioŶ aƌeas – the eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage ;Posteƌ ϮͿ ǁas the ŵost effeĐtiǀe of the fouƌ 
ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ ǁheŶ used at this laŶd use tǇpe. 
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 PuďliĐ footpaths – the positiǀe ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage ;Posteƌ ϯͿ appeaƌs to haǀe ďeeŶ the 
ŵost effeĐtiǀe of the fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ, hoǁeǀeƌ this fiŶdiŶg should ďe tƌeated ǁith 
ĐautioŶ as oŶlǇ oŶe paƌtŶeƌ tested this posteƌ at a puďliĐ footpath taƌget site. 

 AlleǇǁaǇs – the ͚eǇes oŶlǇ͛ posteƌ ;Posteƌ ϭͿ ǁas the ŵost effeĐtiǀe of the fouƌ ǁheŶ used 
at this laŶd use tǇpe. 

 MaiŶ ƌoads – the positiǀe ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt posteƌ ;Posteƌ ϯͿ ǁas the ŵost effeĐtiǀe of the 
fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs, hoǁeǀeƌ oŶlǇ tǁo ǀeƌsioŶs of the posteƌ ǁeƌe tested at this laŶd use tǇpe 
;Posteƌ Ϯ aŶd Posteƌ ϯͿ. 

 MaiŶ ƌetail aŶd ĐoŵŵeƌĐial aƌea – the peeƌ iŶflueŶĐe ŵessage ;Posteƌ ϰͿ ǁas the ŵost 
effeĐtiǀe of the fouƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of posteƌ ǁheŶ used iŶ ŵaiŶ ƌetail aŶd ĐoŵŵeƌĐial aƌeas, 
hoǁeǀeƌ this fiŶdiŶg should agaiŶ ďe tƌeated ǁith ĐautioŶ as oŶlǇ thƌee paƌtŶeƌs tested 
aŶǇ of the posteƌs at this laŶd use tǇpe. 

 ‘uƌal ƌoad – Ŷo paƌtŶeƌs seleĐted a ƌuƌal ƌoad as a taƌget site, theƌefoƌe Ŷo posteƌs ǁeƌe 
tested at this laŶd use tǇpe. 

Nuŵďeƌ of ďiŶs peƌ site 

While the size of the taƌget aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt sites aĐƌoss the diffeƌeŶt paƌtŶeƌ aƌeas ǀaƌied 
;aŶd Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ did Ŷot ĐolleĐt this dataͿ, aŶ aŶalǇsis ǁas ĐoŶduĐted to deteƌŵiŶe 
ǁhetheƌ the pƌeseŶĐe of a litteƌ oƌ dog fouliŶg ďiŶ at a site iŶflueŶĐed ĐhaŶges to dog ǁalkeƌs͛ 
ďehaǀiouƌ.  This fouŶd that sites ǁith at least oŶe ďiŶ ǁeƌe sigŶifiĐaŶtlǇ ŵoƌe likelǇ to 
eǆpeƌieŶĐe a deĐƌease iŶ dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts ;ϳϰ% of sites ǁith at least oŶe ďiŶ eǆpeƌieŶĐed 
a deĐƌease Đoŵpaƌed to ϰϵ% of sites ǁithoutͿ, ǁith a higheƌ aǀeƌage ƌate of deĐƌease peƌ site 
thaŶ those ǁheƌe Ŷo ďiŶs aƌe pƌeseŶt ;see Taďle ϵͿ.  The ƌesults theƌefoƌe iŶdiĐate that the 
posteƌs ŵaǇ ďe ŵoƌe effeĐtiǀe ǁheŶ used iŶ ĐoŶjuŶĐtioŶ ǁith at least oŶe ďiŶ at the site, 
hoǁeǀeƌ ŵoƌe ƌeseaƌĐh is ƌeƋuiƌed to deteƌŵiŶe the iŶflueŶĐe of the size of the site oŶ this 
effeĐt ;i.e. is the effeĐt appaƌeŶt at ďoth sŵall aŶd laƌge sitesͿ. 

Table 9: Influence of the number of bins at site  

Average change in dog fouling incidents per site 

Number of bins per site Target sites Displacement sites Overall 

No bins at the site -33% -25% -30% 

1+ bins per site -47% -63% -48% 

Notes: All percentage differences are statistically significant at a 95% confidence level. 

Base: 120 targets sites and 120 displacement sites = 240 sites overall. 
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3.2. OďjeĐtiǀe Ϯ: To ideŶtifǇ if theƌe ǁas a displaĐeŵeŶt effeĐt fƌoŵ taƌget 
aƌeas to ŶeaƌďǇ sites  

 

A displaĐeŵeŶt effeĐt ŵaǇ ďe oďseƌǀed ǁheŶ a taƌget site eǆpeƌieŶĐes a deĐƌease iŶ dog 
fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts, ǁhile the adjaĐeŶt displaĐeŵeŶt site eǆpeƌieŶĐes aŶ iŶĐƌease. This seĐtioŶ of 
the ƌesults oŶlǇ looks at sites ǁheƌe dog fouliŶg deĐliŶed iŶ the taƌget aƌeas. 

The NeǁĐastle UŶiǀeƌsitǇ ďiĐǇĐle thefts eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, upoŶ ǁhiĐh this eǆpeƌiŵeŶt is ďased, 
ǁitŶessed aŶ iŶĐƌease iŶ thefts at ĐoŶtƌol sites, ǁhiĐh ǁas pƌesuŵed to ďe a ƌesult of thieǀes 
sǁitĐhiŶg to aƌeas ǁheƌe theǇ felt theǇ ǁeƌe Ŷot ďeiŶg ǁatĐhed. While failiŶg to ĐleaŶ up dog 
fouliŶg is aŶ iŶheƌeŶtlǇ diffeƌeŶt ďehaǀiouƌ to ďiĐǇĐle theft, it is iŶteƌestiŶg to Ŷote that iŶ this 
eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, a displaĐeŵeŶt effeĐt appeaƌs faƌ less likelǇ.  Oǀeƌall, ǁheƌe taƌget sites 
eǆpeƌieŶĐed a deĐliŶe iŶ dog fouliŶg, the assoĐiated displaĐeŵeŶt sites also eǆpeƌieŶĐed a 
deĐliŶe.   

Of the ϭϮϬ taƌget sites ŵoŶitoƌed, ϵϮ eǆpeƌieŶĐed a deĐƌease iŶ dog fouliŶg. At the 
ĐoƌƌespoŶdiŶg ϵϮ displaĐeŵeŶt sites aŶ aǀeƌage deĐliŶe iŶ fouliŶg of ϰϵ% ǁas oďseƌǀed. “oŵe 
displaĐeŵeŶt ŵaǇ oĐĐuƌ ;Ϯϲ of these displaĐeŵeŶt sites did eǆpeƌieŶĐe aŶ iŶĐƌease iŶ dog 
fouliŶgͿ, although oǀeƌall, ƌesults aƌe positiǀe.  OĐĐuƌƌeŶĐes of displaĐeŵeŶt iŶ futuƌe 
iteƌatioŶs of the appƌoaĐh aƌe likelǇ to ďe ƌelatiǀelǇ easǇ to ŵaŶage, foƌ eǆaŵple ďǇ ŵoǀiŶg 
the posteƌs ďetǁeeŶ taƌget aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt sites peƌiodiĐallǇ oƌ ďǇ iŶtƌoduĐiŶg taƌgeted 
eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt at affeĐted sites.   

It is Ŷot kŶoǁŶ ǁhetheƌ the ƌelatiǀelǇ loǁ leǀel of displaĐeŵeŶt oďseƌǀed iŶ the dog fouliŶg 
eǆpeƌiŵeŶt is due to the Ŷatuƌe of the offeŶĐe, the ƌelatiǀelǇ shoƌt distaŶĐe ;less thaŶ ϭϬϬŵͿ 
of the ŵoŶitoƌed displaĐeŵeŶt sites fƌoŵ the taƌget sites oƌ soŵe otheƌ iŶflueŶĐe.  The ƌesults 
iŶdiĐate that the posteƌs haǀe ďeeŶ effeĐtiǀe iŶ aĐhieǀiŶg ƌeduĐtioŶs iŶ dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts at 
the taƌget sites ǁithout siŵplǇ displaĐiŶg the pƌoďleŵ to aŶ aƌea ŶeaƌďǇ.  Hoǁeǀeƌ it is 
ƌeĐoŵŵeŶded that futuƌe iteƌatioŶs of the appƌoaĐh iŶĐlude puďliĐ peƌĐeptioŶs aŶd/oƌ 
oďseƌǀatioŶs ƌeseaƌĐh to ďetteƌ uŶdeƌstaŶd dog ǁalkeƌs͛ ďehaǀiouƌs aŶd hoǁ theǇ ƌespoŶd to 
the posteƌs ;paƌtiĐulaƌlǇ iŶ ƌelatioŶ to displaĐeŵeŶt effeĐtsͿ.  IŶ additioŶ, it is ƌeĐoŵŵeŶded 
that ĐoŶtƌol site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg ďe iŶĐoƌpoƌated to disĐouŶt otheƌ ǀaƌiaďles that ŵaǇ ďe 
siŵultaŶeouslǇ iŶflueŶĐiŶg ƌates of dog fouliŶg at the sites. 
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3.3. AdditioŶal paƌtŶeƌ fiŶdiŶgs 

OffiĐial puďliĐ ƌepoƌts 

Thƌoughout the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, the paƌtŶeƌs ŵoŶitoƌed dog fouliŶg ƌepoƌts ŵade to theiƌ 
oƌgaŶisatioŶ ďǇ ƌesideŶts, eitheƌ to ƌepoƌt soŵeoŶe else foƌ failiŶg to ĐleaŶ up afteƌ theiƌ dog 
oƌ to ƌeƋuest dog fouliŶg to ďe ĐleaŶed up. PaƌtŶeƌs ǁeƌe asked to Ŷote ǁhetheƌ the ƌesideŶt 
ŵakiŶg the ƌepoƌt had seeŶ aŶǇ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt posteƌs.  The puƌpose of this ǁas to gaiŶ 
soŵe iŶsight iŶto ǁhetheƌ the posteƌs had tƌiggeƌed the aĐtioŶ of the ƌesideŶt iŶ ƌepoƌtiŶg 
dog fouliŶg to the ĐouŶĐil. 

IŶ total, ϭϮϴ11 ƌepoƌts fƌoŵ ƌesideŶts ǁeƌe ƌeĐoƌded ďǇ the paƌtŶeƌs, eight of ǁhiĐh Đould ďe 
diƌeĐtlǇ liŶked to the ƌesideŶt seeiŶg oŶe of the posteƌs: 

 tǁo ƌesideŶts fƌoŵ tǁo sites iŶ oŶe paƌtŶeƌ aƌea said that theǇ had ŶotiĐed a ͞ǀast͟ 
iŵpƌoǀeŵeŶt iŶ dog fouliŶg at the sites ;ďoth Posteƌ ϰ: peeƌ iŶflueŶĐeͿ; 

 tǁo ƌesideŶts iŶ oŶe paƌtŶeƌ aƌea Đalled to ƌepoƌt laƌge aŵouŶts of dog fouliŶg iŶ stƌeets 
Ŷeaƌ to, ďut Ŷot paƌt of, tǁo of the paƌtŶeƌ s͛ taƌget/displaĐeŵeŶt sites ;Posteƌ ϯ: positiǀe 
ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt aŶd Posteƌ ϰ: peeƌ iŶflueŶĐeͿ; 

 oŶe ƌesideŶt of oŶe paƌtŶeƌ aƌea Đalled to ƌepoƌt that tǁo posteƌs at a site ;Posteƌ Ϯ: 
eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶtͿ had ďeeŶ ǀaŶdalised oƌ daŵaged, aŶd the paƌtŶeƌ suďseƋueŶtlǇ ƌeplaĐed 
these; 

 oŶe ƌesideŶt of oŶe paƌtŶeƌ aƌea Đalled to ƌepoƌt iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg at a 
displaĐeŵeŶt site ;Posteƌ Ϯ: eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶtͿ; aŶd 

 oŶe ƌesideŶt of oŶe paƌtŶeƌ aƌea Đalled to ask if a posteƌ oŶ a laŵppost outside heƌ 
pƌopeƌtǇ Đould ďe ŵoǀed, as it had fƌighteŶed oŶe of heƌ ǇouŶgeƌ ĐhildƌeŶ at Ŷight tiŵe.  
The paƌtŶeƌ suďseƋueŶtlǇ ŵoǀed the posteƌ to aŶotheƌ laŵppost ;Posteƌ ϯ: positiǀe 
ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶtͿ. 

AdditioŶal puďliĐ feedďaĐk 

TeŶ paƌtŶeƌs ƌeĐeiǀed positiǀe feedďaĐk ƌegaƌdiŶg the posteƌs fƌoŵ the puďliĐ, iŶĐludiŶg 
ƌegulaƌ ĐoŵplaiŶaŶts, as ǁell as fƌoŵ ĐouŶĐilloƌs, dog ǁaƌdeŶs aŶd otheƌ ĐouŶĐil staff.  
PaƌtŶeƌs felt that these had the added ďeŶefit of deŵoŶstƌatiŶg to ƌesideŶts that the CouŶĐil 
ǁas doiŶg soŵethiŶg pƌoaĐtiǀe to pƌeǀeŶt dog fouliŶg.  Just oŶe iŶstaŶĐe of Ŷegatiǀe feedďaĐk 
                                                      

11
 It should be noted that six partners recorded all reports made by residents on their monitoring form, while three partners recorded only 

those that related specifically to the posters and seven partners recorded no reports.  Therefore this figure should not be interpreted as an 

accurate reflection of the total number of dog fouling reports received by all 16 partners during the monitoring period. 
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ǁas ƌepoƌted ďǇ the paƌtŶeƌs ;a ƌesideŶt ǁho ƌepoƌted that heƌ Đhild had ďeeŶ fƌighteŶed ďǇ 
oŶe of the posteƌs thƌough theiƌ ‘epoƌt It hotliŶe – see aďoǀeͿ.   

͞“oŵe ƌeal positiǀes Đaŵe out of this eǆpeƌiŵeŶt – ƌesideŶts iŶ fouƌ of 
the aƌeas taƌgeted asked foƌ the posteƌs to staǇ. People ǁeƌe ǀeƌǇ 

aǁaƌe of the posteƌs, theǇ ƌeallǇ ŶotiĐed a diffeƌeŶĐe.͟  

͞OŶe of the thiŶgs ǁas that people haǀe ƌeƋuested theŵ [the posteƌs] 
to ďe used elseǁheƌe – people ǁaŶt theŵ aŶd ǁaŶt theŵ tƌied 

soŵeǁheƌe else.͟  

͞All the offiĐeƌs aƌe saǇiŶg that theǇ ǁoƌk aŶd theǇ ǁeƌe askiŶg if theǇ 
ĐaŶ leaǀe the posteƌs up.͟  

͞EǀeƌǇoŶe I͛ǀe spokeŶ to, CouŶĐil eŵploǇees aŶd ŵeŵďeƌs of the 
puďliĐ, haǀe all ďeeŶ ǀeƌǇ positiǀe aďout the posteƌs.͟  

͞[The posteƌs aƌe] appƌeĐiated ďǇ ĐoŵplaiŶaŶts as theǇ Đould see that 
the CouŶĐil ǁas ŵakiŶg aŶ effoƌt.͟  

(Partner interviews) 

IŶ soŵe Đases, the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt alloǁed the paƌtŶeƌs to gaiŶ a gƌeateƌ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of the 
issue of dog fouliŶg iŶ theiƌ aƌeas, suĐh as hoǁ fƌeƋueŶtlǇ it ǁas oĐĐuƌƌiŶg, ǁhetheƌ it ǁas 
ďeiŶg ĐleaŶsed aŶd the puďliĐ peƌĐeptioŶ of dog fouliŶg ǀeƌsus the ƌealitǇ. 

͞GeŶeƌallǇ I͛ŵ stuĐk iŶ the offiĐe, ďut just ďeeŶ at the ĐoalfaĐe of it 
ǁas ƌeallǇ useful… Foƌ eǆaŵple, I ǁas told that the ďaĐk alleǇs ǁeƌe 
ĐleaŶed of dog fouliŶg foƌtŶightlǇ, ďut that ĐleaƌlǇ ǁasŶ͛t the Đase.͟  

(Partner interview) 

͞[It] has alloǁed us to ĐolleĐt data fƌoŵ outside ouƌ Ŷoƌŵal ǁoƌkiŶg 
houƌs that ǁe otheƌǁise ǁouldŶ͛t haǀe.  This ǁaǇ, ǁe ǁeƌe aďle to 
gaiŶ ŵoƌe iŶfoƌŵatioŶ aŶd get a ďetteƌ idea of ǁhat ǁas goiŶg oŶ 

outside ouƌ Ŷoƌŵal houƌs aŶd it s͛ alloǁed ŵe to look at hoǁ ǁe 
appƌoaĐh ouƌ ǀaƌious pƌojeĐts, ǁheƌe soŵe issues ŵight ďe ŵoƌe 

appƌopƌiatelǇ addƌessed outside Ŷoƌŵal ǁoƌkiŶg houƌs.͟  

(Partner interview) 
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Foƌ soŵe paƌtŶeƌs, paƌtiĐipatioŶ iŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt eŶhaŶĐed theiƌ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of desigŶiŶg 
soĐial iŶŶoǀatioŶ eǆpeƌiŵeŶts, iŶĐludiŶg ŵoŶitoƌiŶg. 

UŶiŶteŶded iŵpaĐts 

Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs fouŶd that the posteƌs appeaƌed to eŶĐouƌage iƌƌespoŶsiďle ďehaǀiouƌ iŶ soŵe 
people: 

͞GoiŶg out aŶd aĐtuallǇ ĐleaŶiŶg up afteƌ the poo ŵeaŶt that ĐeƌtaiŶ 
people felt that theǇ Đould ĐaƌƌǇ oŶ doiŶg it...  TheǇ kŶeǁ I ǁas 

ĐoŵiŶg at a ĐeƌtaiŶ tiŵe.  Theƌe aƌe ĐeƌtaiŶ people ǁho just doŶ͛t 
Đaƌe uŶfoƌtuŶatelǇ aŶd it ŵade theŵ thiŶk ͚Oh I ĐaŶ do this aŶd he͛ll 

Đoŵe aŶd piĐk it up ǁith a shoǀel.͛ ͟ 

͞I thiŶk soŵe people do take this as a ďit of a ĐhalleŶge, liteƌallǇ the 
daǇ afteƌ I put the posteƌ up, diƌeĐtlǇ uŶdeƌŶeath theƌe ǁas a ďig pile, 
so to ŵe people do see this as a ĐhalleŶge, so that s͛ ǁhǇ Ǉou Ŷeed to 

ďaĐk it up ǁith aĐtioŶ.͟  

(Partner interviews) 

PaƌtŶeƌ iŶteƌpƌetatioŶ of ƌesults 

Tǁelǀe paƌtŶeƌs felt that the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg ƌesults ǁeƌe aŶ aĐĐuƌate oƌ stƌoŶglǇ iŶdiĐatiǀe 
ƌefleĐtioŶ of the iŵpaĐt of the posteƌs iŶ theiƌ aƌeas.  The ƌeŵaiŶiŶg fouƌ paƌtŶeƌs felt that the 
ƌesults ǁeƌeŶ͛t fullǇ ĐoŶĐlusiǀe due to the iŵpaĐt of otheƌ ǀaƌiaďles iŶ theiƌ aƌeas ;suĐh as 
seǀeƌe ǁet ǁeatheƌ, though these paƌtŶeƌs eǆteŶded theiƌ ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod to oǀeƌĐoŵe 
this, aŶd gƌass ĐuttiŶgͿ oƌ due to loǁ dog fouliŶg ĐouŶts at the sites to ďegiŶ ǁith, despite 
these sites iŶitiallǇ ďeiŶg peƌĐeiǀed to ďe pƌoďleŵatiĐ hotspot aƌeas.  Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ s͛ oǁŶ 
ƌeseaƌĐh has fouŶd that the puďliĐ ĐoŶsideƌ dog fouliŶg to ďe the ŵost uŶaĐĐeptaďle aŶd 
diƌtiest tǇpe of litteƌ, aŶd a pƌioƌitǇ iŶ teƌŵs of the eǆteŶt to ǁhiĐh theǇ see it as a pƌoďleŵ 
aŶd the iŵpoƌtaŶĐe theǇ plaĐe oŶ taĐkliŶg it12.  The ƌealitǇ is that iŶĐideŶts of dog fouliŶg oŶ 
the gƌouŶd aƌe ƌaƌeƌ thaŶ geŶeƌallǇ peƌĐeiǀed13.  Theƌefoƌe, puďliĐ peƌĐeptioŶs of dog fouliŶg 
pƌoďleŵ aƌeas aŶd the ƌealitǇ ǁoŶ͛t alǁaǇs ŵatĐh up.  It is ouƌ ƌeĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ that a ƌaŶge 

                                                      

12 The Little Book of Litter: an essential guide, Keep Britain Tidy, 2012; The View From The Street, Keep Britain 

Tidy, 2012. 
13 How Clean is England?  The Local Environmental Quality Survey of England 2012/13, Keep Britain Tidy, 2013. 
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of stakeholdeƌs ;e.g. loĐal dog fouliŶg offiĐeƌs/dog ǁaƌdeŶs aŶd stƌeet ĐleaŶsiŶg staffͿ ďe 
eŶgage to ideŶtifǇ dog fouliŶg hotspots iŶ futuƌe iteƌatioŶs of the appƌoaĐh ;see 
‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ ϴ iŶ “eĐtioŶ ϰͿ.   

Fouƌ paƌtŶeƌs peƌĐeiǀed that, paƌtiĐulaƌlǇ at sites ǁith ƌelatiǀelǇ loǁ ƌates of dog fouliŶg, oŶe 
dog ǁalkeƌ ;oƌ ǀeƌǇ feǁ dog ǁalkeƌsͿ teŶded to haǀe a dispƌopoƌtioŶate iŵpaĐt oŶ the ƌesults: 

͞It ǁas a sŵall aƌea aŶd oŶlǇ oŶe dog ĐausiŶg the pƌoďleŵ.  That ǁas the ǁoƌst 
aƌea I͛ǀe eǀeƌ seeŶ iŶ ŵǇ life.  The posteƌs ǁeƌeŶ͛t as effeĐtiǀe theƌe as I had 

hoped aŶd I thiŶk that Đoŵes doǁŶ to it ďeiŶg oŶe dog oǁŶeƌ doiŶg it, so theŶ 
Ǉou haǀe to staƌt to ŵoǀe eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt.͟  

͞I thiŶk it [the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt] defiŶitelǇ highlights that it s͛ just a feǁ dog ǁalkeƌs. “o 
if Ǉou pƌiĐk the ĐoŶsĐious of tǁo dog fouleƌs theŶ Ǉou dƌaŵatiĐallǇ ƌeduĐe the 

iŵpaĐt of these dog ǁalkeƌs iŶ the aƌeas.  I thiŶk it s͛ a feǁ ǁho Đause the ďulk of 
pƌoďleŵ.  But if Ǉou͛ǀe got fiǀe dog ǁalkeƌs ĐausiŶg the pƌoďleŵ aŶd Ǉou ĐhaŶge 

the ďehaǀiouƌ of tǁo oƌ thƌee, Ǉou get a dƌaŵatiĐ ƌeduĐtioŶ.͟  

(Partner interviews) 

3.4. OďjeĐtiǀe ϯ: To ideŶtifǇ ǁhat ǁould iŵpƌoǀe the iŵpaĐt, effeĐtiǀeŶess, 
appƌopƌiateŶess aŶd effiĐieŶĐǇ of the appƌoaĐh 

This seĐtioŶ disĐusses ǁhat the paƌtŶeƌs thought ǁoƌked ǁell iŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, ǁhat Đould 
ďe iŵpƌoǀed aŶd otheƌ leaƌŶiŶgs to iŵpƌoǀe the desigŶ aŶd deliǀeƌǇ of the appƌoaĐh. 

SatisfaĐtioŶ ǁith the pƌojeĐt 

Oǀeƌall, the paƌtŶeƌs ǁeƌe satisfied ǁith the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt aŶd ϭϯ paƌtŶeƌs14 plaŶŶed to 
ĐoŶtiŶue usiŶg the posteƌs iŶ theiƌ aƌeas iŶ soŵe ǁaǇ.  Most plaŶŶed to sĐale up theiƌ use of 
the posteƌs iŶ teƌŵs of distƌiďutioŶ of sites aŶd the Ŷuŵďeƌ of posteƌs peƌ site, hoǁeǀeƌ tǁo 
paƌtŶeƌs iŶdiĐated that theǇ ǁould use theŵ as ͚hotspot͛ iŶteƌǀeŶtioŶs, taƌgetiŶg speĐifiĐ, 
loĐalised pƌoďleŵ aƌeas as ƌeƋuiƌed.  Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs said that theǇ ǁould use the posteƌs oŶ a 
ƌotatioŶal ďasis ;foƌ eǆaŵple, ŵoǀiŶg theŵ to Ŷeǁ sites eaĐh ŵoŶthͿ. Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs said that 
theǇ ǁould iŶĐƌease the size of the posteƌs ;e.g. to AϮ oƌ Aϭ sizeͿ to ŵaǆiŵise ǀisual iŵpaĐt, 

                                                      

14
 13 of the 16 partners planned to continue using the posters in their areas, two partners were unsure and one partner did not plan to 

continue using the posters. 
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iŶĐludiŶg oŶe paƌtŶeƌ ǁho plaŶŶed to deǀelop tƌiaŶgulaƌ ǀeƌsioŶs of the posteƌ that ǁould 
ǁƌap aƌouŶd laŵpposts/stƌeet fuƌŶituƌe.   

Based oŶ theiƌ eǆpeƌieŶĐe iŶ deliǀeƌiŶg aŶti-litteƌ ĐaŵpaigŶs iŶ theiƌ aƌeas, a Ŷuŵďeƌ of 
paƌtŶeƌs felt it ǁas iŵpoƌtaŶt that the posteƌ ŵessages ďe ƌeiŶfoƌĐed ďǇ otheƌ ŵeasuƌes to 
pƌeǀeŶt dog fouliŶg, suĐh as paǀeŵeŶt steŶĐils, ǁiŶdoǁ stiĐkeƌs, ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ eŶgageŵeŶt aŶd 
eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt. CoŵŵuŶitǇ eŶgageŵeŶt ǁas seeŶ to ďe useful foƌ ƌeiŶfoƌĐiŶg the ŵessage that 
dog fouliŶg is uŶaĐĐeptaďle to the loĐal ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ ;i.e. ͚ǁe as a ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ aƌe ǁatĐhiŶg 
Ǉou͛Ϳ, ǁhile eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ǁas seeŶ as aŶ iŵpoƌtaŶt tool foƌ deŵoŶstƌatiŶg that iƌƌespoŶsiďle 
dog ǁalkeƌs aƌe iŶdeed ďeiŶg ǁatĐhed ďǇ CouŶĐil, foƌ eǆaŵple: 

͞…if Ǉou Đaught soŵeďodǇ aŶd Ǉou take theŵ to Đouƌt, theƌe s͛ pƌess 
aŶd people liŶk that to the posteƌs.  We ǁouldŶ͛t haǀe to do it 
eǀeƌǇǁheƌe, ďut eǀeŶ if theƌe s͛ just a feǁ [Đases] ǁith puďliĐitǇ, 
people staƌt to ŵake that liŶk aŶd the posteƌs ǁould ďeĐoŵe a 

deteƌƌeŶt iŶ theiƌ oǁŶ ƌight.͟  

(Partner interview) 

ChalleŶges foƌ paƌtŶeƌs 

The ŵaiŶ ĐhalleŶges foƌ paƌtŶeƌs iŶ deliǀeƌiŶg the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ǁeƌe: 

 a delaǇ iŶ ƌeĐeiǀiŶg the posteƌs folloǁiŶg pƌiŶtiŶg delaǇs.  This disƌupted paƌtŶeƌs͛ plaŶŶiŶg 
foƌ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, ƌeƋuiƌiŶg soŵe to eǆteŶd theiƌ ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod ďǇ tǁo ǁeeks, aŶd 
ŵeaŶt that the posteƌs ǁeƌe iŵpleŵeŶted at a tiŵe of Ǉeaƌ ǁheŶ the daǇs ǁeƌe ďegiŶŶiŶg 
to get loŶgeƌ, ƌatheƌ thaŶ duƌiŶg ǁiŶteƌ as oƌigiŶallǇ plaŶŶed; 

 ƌesouƌĐiŶg the paƌtŶeƌ aĐtiǀities iŶ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, paƌtiĐulaƌlǇ the site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg aŶd 
ĐleaŶsiŶg. “oŵe paƌtŶeƌs felt it ǁould ďe useful heaƌiŶg fƌoŵ the otheƌ paƌtŶeƌs hoǁ theǇ 
ŵaŶaged this. 

͞CuƌƌeŶt ƌesouƌĐes ŵeaŶt that eŵploǇees had to iŶĐoƌpoƌate the 
ƌeƋuiƌeŵeŶts of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt – ĐouŶtiŶg, posteƌ affiǆiŶg, ĐleaŶsiŶg 

– ǁithiŶ theiƌ daǇ-to-daǇ tasks.͟  

 ͞It ǁould ďe iŶteƌestiŶg to kŶoǁ to kŶoǁ hoǁ the otheƌ paƌtŶeƌs did 
the stƌeet ĐleaŶsiŶg aŶd the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg if possiďle. You kŶoǁ, theǇ 

ŵaǇ haǀe doŶe it iŶ a paƌtiĐulaƌ ǁaǇ that ǁoƌked ƌeallǇ ǁell.͟  

(Partner interviews) 
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 the theft aŶd ǀaŶdalisŵ of posteƌs iŶ seǀeƌal loĐatioŶs; 
 liŵited optioŶs foƌ puttiŶg the posteƌs up at soŵe sites.  IŶ ŵaŶǇ Đases ;e.g. oŶ ƌesideŶtial 

stƌeetsͿ, the oŶlǇ plaĐes aǀailaďle foƌ displaǇiŶg the posteƌs ǁeƌe oŶ laŵpposts, ǁhiĐh ǁas 
peƌĐeiǀed to diŵiŶish the gloǁ-iŶ-the-daƌk effeĐt; 

 ideŶtifǇiŶg displaĐeŵeŶt sites at loĐatioŶs ǁheƌe theƌe ǁeƌe seǀeƌal aƌeas to ǁhiĐh dog 
fouliŶg ŵight ďe displaĐed ;e.g. iŶ a laƌge ƌeĐƌeatioŶal aƌeaͿ; 

 diffeƌeŶtiatiŶg ďetǁeeŶ old aŶd Ŷeǁ dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts, ǁhiĐh ǁas soŵetiŵes a 
ĐhalleŶge foƌ paƌtŶeƌs ǁho didŶ͛t ĐleaŶse the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg sites eaĐh ǁeek; aŶd 

 ďad ǁeatheƌ peƌiods, ǁhiĐh iŵpaĐted ŵoŶitoƌiŶg at soŵe sites ďǇ ǁashiŶg dog fouliŶg 
iŶĐideŶts aǁaǇ, ƌeƋuiƌiŶg theŵ to eǆteŶd theiƌ ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod. 

Posteƌ desigŶ 

Posteƌ ϭ Posteƌ Ϯ Posteƌ ϯ Posteƌ ϰ 

    

Most paƌtŶeƌs ;ϭϮ of ϭϲͿ ďelieǀed that the posteƌ desigŶ aŶd ŵateƌial ǁoƌked ǁell.  PaƌtŶeƌs 
felt that theǇ ǁeƌe ǀisuallǇ stƌikiŶg aŶd diffeƌeŶt to otheƌ aŶti-dog fouliŶg posteƌs, oǁiŶg to 
the laƌge eǇes aŶd gloǁ-iŶ-the-daƌk aspeĐts of the desigŶ.  The paƌtŶeƌs also felt that the 
posteƌs ǁeƌe geŶeƌallǇ easǇ to put up aŶd ŵade of a ƌoďust ŵateƌial that ǁas aďle to 
ǁithstaŶd heaǀǇ ƌaiŶ aŶd ǁiŶd.   

͞CeƌtaiŶlǇ iŶ teƌŵs of desigŶ theǇ ǁeƌe the ƌight size, desigŶed ǁell aŶd ǀeƌǇ 
ǀisual, ǁhiĐh I thiŶk is the ŵost iŵpoƌtaŶt thiŶg iŶ ŵǇ opiŶioŶ – I thiŶk theǇ ǁeƌe 

spot oŶ.͟  

͞We all thought heƌe that the posteƌs ǁeƌe ǀeƌǇ ǁell desigŶed, ǁe ǁeƌe ǀeƌǇ 
pleased, theǇ had aŶ iŵpaĐt ǀisuallǇ, the eǇes ǁeƌe ŵeŶaĐiŶg aŶd iŵposiŶg aŶd 

ǁe also had feedďaĐk fƌoŵ the puďliĐ aloŶg the saŵe liŶes.͟  
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͞IŶ teƌŵs of puttiŶg theŵ up, I doŶ͛t thiŶk it Đould ďe aŶǇ easieƌ.  I Đould fiŶd 
plaĐes to put theŵ up usiŶg the Đaďle ties, ďut if I hadŶ͛t, I Đould haǀe easilǇ 

stapled these to a feŶĐe usiŶg aŶ iŶdustƌial staple guŶ, oƌ Đould haǀe used No 
Nails oƌ gƌit fill oŶ a ďƌiĐk ǁall.͟  

(Partner interviews) 

Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs felt that the gƌeǇ teǆt used foƌ the ŵessages oŶ the posteƌs did Ŷot staŶd out 
eŶough, paƌtiĐulaƌlǇ fƌoŵ fuƌtheƌ aǁaǇ.  These paƌtŶeƌs suggested a ďlaĐk foŶt aŶd ǁhite 
ďaĐkgƌouŶd ǁould iŶĐƌease the ǀisiďilitǇ aŶd iŵpaĐt of the posteƌs.   

͞It ǁas haƌd to ƌead iŶ the gƌeǇ seĐtioŶ.  It Ŷeeded to ďe ŵoƌe pƌoŵiŶeŶt, ŵoƌe 
ďlaĐk aŶd ǁhite ĐoŶtƌast ǁith the eǇes aŶd theŶ the ŵessage ǁould pƌoďaďlǇ 

haǀe ǁoƌked ǀeƌǇ ǁell.͟  

(Partner interview) 

Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs said that theǇ ǁould haǀe pƌefeƌƌed the luŵiŶesĐeŶt paiŶt to ďe applied to the 
eǇes oŶlǇ, ƌatheƌ thaŶ the ǁhole sigŶ, to ŵake the eǇes staŶd out ŵoƌe.  OŶe paƌtŶeƌ felt that 
the luŵiŶesĐeŶt paiŶt ŵade it haƌdeƌ to ƌead the gƌeǇ teǆt oŶ the posteƌs duƌiŶg the daǇtiŵe. 

Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs felt that the posteƌs Đould ďe ŵuĐh laƌgeƌ iŶ size oƌ ďe ŵade aǀailaďle iŶ a ƌaŶge 
of sizes taƌgeted to diffeƌeŶt loĐatioŶ tǇpes to iŶĐƌease theiƌ ǀeƌsatilitǇ.  

͞The size of the posteƌs ǁould Ŷeed to ďe desigŶed depeŶdiŶg oŶ ǁheƌe theǇ go 
up. I thiŶk goiŶg oŶ laŵpposts I͛d ǁaŶt theŵ ďiggeƌ.͟  

(Partner interview) 

Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs ǁould seek a ŵoƌe ƌoďust posteƌ ŵateƌial iŶ futuƌe to pƌeǀeŶt ǀaŶdalisŵ aŶd 
theft.  This ǁould alloǁ theŵ to displaǇ the posteƌs Đloseƌ to eǇe leǀel ;ƌatheƌ thaŶ out of 
ƌeaĐh of poteŶtial ǀaŶdalsͿ to iŶĐƌease theiƌ ǀisiďilitǇ.  

͞GoiŶg foƌǁaƌd if ǁe did ƌoll theŵ out, ǁe͛d pƌoduĐe theŵ fƌoŵ a diffeƌeŶt 
ŵateƌial - soŵethiŶg stƌoŶg to stop theŵ fƌoŵ ďeiŶg ƌipped doǁŶ, so foƌ eǆaŵple 

soŵethiŶg ŵetalliĐ ǁith ŵetalliĐ fiǆtuƌes.  EǀeŶ if theǇ͛d ďe ŵoƌe eǆpeŶsiǀe, I͛d 
defiŶitelǇ ďe iŶĐliŶed to use stƌoŶgeƌ ŵateƌial.͟  

(Partner interview) 
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Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs felt that a gƌeateƌ ƌaŶge of fiǆtuƌe optioŶs ǁould iŶĐƌease the utilitǇ of the 
posteƌs, fiƌstlǇ ďǇ alloǁiŶg the posteƌs to ďe displaǇed at loĐatioŶs ǁheƌe theƌe aƌe Ŷo poles oƌ 
ǁalls to fiǆ the posteƌs to aŶd seĐoŶdlǇ, to alloǁ aŶti-theft ŵateƌials to ďe used so that the 
posteƌs ĐaŶ ďe displaǇed Đloseƌ to eǇe leǀel ;e.g. a ŵoƌe peƌŵaŶeŶt fƌaŵe ǁith Peƌspeǆ 
ĐasiŶgͿ. 

OŶe paƌtŶeƌ ǁas Ŷot aďle to use the eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage posteƌ ;Posteƌ ϮͿ, as the fiŶes foƌ 
dog fouliŶg iŶ theiƌ aƌea aƌe ĐuƌƌeŶtlǇ £ϱϬ aŶd theǇ felt that the posteƌ ŵessage of the fiŶe 
ďeiŶg ͞up to £ϴϬ͟ ŵight Đause ĐoŶfusioŶ.  A siŵple stiĐkeƌ Đould ďe desigŶed foƌ these posteƌs 
so that the appƌopƌiate fiŶe aŵouŶt ĐaŶ ďe displaǇed iŶ aƌeas ǁheƌe the fiŶe is Ŷot £ϴϬ.   

OŶe paƌtŶeƌ felt that the eǇes Đould haǀe ďeeŶ ŵoƌe ŵeŶaĐiŶg.   

TestiŶg aŶd ŵoŶitoƌiŶg the posteƌs 

PaƌtŶeƌs geŶeƌallǇ felt that the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg ŵethodologǇ ǁoƌked ǁell.  Foƌ these paƌtŶeƌs, the 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg ǁas ƌigoƌous, effiĐieŶt aŶd appƌopƌiate iŶ teƌŵs of the leŶgth of the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg 
peƌiod aŶd the Ŷuŵďeƌ of sites iŶǀolǀed.  It ǁas also felt that the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg foƌŵs Đaptuƌed 
all of the ƌeleǀaŶt iŶfoƌŵatioŶ ƌeƋuiƌed to assist iŶ iŶteƌpƌetiŶg the ƌesults, suĐh as the ǀeƌsioŶ 
of posteƌ used, ǁhetheƌ the loĐatioŶ ǁas oŶ a sĐhool ƌoute, ǁeatheƌ ĐoŶditioŶs at the tiŵe of 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg aŶd Ŷuŵďeƌ of ďiŶs at eaĐh site.   

͞The eight loĐatioŶs gaǀe us a ƌeasoŶaďle spƌead aĐƌoss ouƌ aƌea.  We ǁeƌe aďle 
to taƌget diffeƌeŶt tǇpes of loĐatioŶs, suĐh as alleǇǁaǇs, opeŶ spaĐes, ŵaiŶ ƌoads, 

side ƌoads, soĐial housiŶg.͟  

(Partner interview) 

Despite this positiǀe feedďaĐk, the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg aspeĐt of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt pƌeseŶted the ŵost 
ĐhalleŶges foƌ paƌtŶeƌs aŶd geŶeƌated the ŵost suggestioŶ foƌ iŵpƌoǀeŵeŶt duƌiŶg the 
iŶteƌǀieǁs. 

The ďiggest oppoƌtuŶitǇ foƌ iŵpƌoǀeŵeŶt ƌelated to the pƌoǀisioŶ of ŵoƌe guidaŶĐe fƌoŵ 
Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ aƌouŶd the size of the taƌget aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt sites.   

͞The oŶlǇ thiŶg I ǁould haǀe ĐhaŶged – the oŶe thiŶg I fouŶd diffiĐult – the aƌeas 
ǁe seleĐted iŶ teƌŵs of taƌget aƌeas aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt aƌeas, [it ǁas diffiĐult] 

ǁoƌkiŶg out ǁhetheƌ the [site size] Đould haǀe ďeeŶ ŵoƌe oƌ less.͟  
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͞Theƌe ǁasŶ͛t a lot of guidaŶĐe aďout hoǁ faƌ apaƌt the posteƌs should ďe plaĐed 
oƌ hoǁ laƌge the aƌeas should ďe.  EǀeƌǇoŶe ǁould haǀe diffeƌeŶt ǁaǇs of 

appƌoaĐhiŶg it aĐƌoss all the paƌtŶeƌs aŶd this ŵaǇ haǀe iŵpaĐted the ƌesults, iŶ 
teƌŵs of hoǁ ŵaŶǇ posteƌs theǇ used aŶd hoǁ laƌge the sites ǁeƌe.͟  

(Partner interviews) 

Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs felt that theƌe should haǀe ďeeŶ ŵoƌe thaŶ fiǀe posteƌs peƌ site: 

͞I did thiŶk that it ǁould haǀe ďeeŶ ŵoƌe ďeŶefiĐial to taƌget feǁeƌ aƌeas, ďut put 
up ĐoŶsideƌaďlǇ ŵoƌe posteƌs ǁithiŶ eaĐh taƌgeted aƌea – ƌeallǇ ďlitz it.͟  

(Partner interview) 

Tǁo paƌtŶeƌs ǁould like to see soŵe Ƌualitatiǀe puďliĐ peƌĐeptioŶs ƌeseaƌĐh iŶĐoƌpoƌated iŶto 
the Ŷeǆt iteƌatioŶ of the appƌoaĐh, ǁhile oŶe paƌtŶeƌ ǁould like to see loŶgeƌ teƌŵ site 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg iŶĐluded to addƌess the ƋuestioŶ of ǁhetheƌ people ďeĐoŵe deseŶsitised to the 
posteƌs oǀeƌ the loŶgeƌ teƌŵ. 

Otheƌ suggestioŶs foƌ iŵpƌoǀiŶg the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg aspeĐt of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ǁeƌe: 

 IŶĐƌease the leŶgth of ŵoŶitoƌiŶg tiŵe afteƌ the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the posteƌs fƌoŵ thƌee 
to siǆ ǁeeks to gaiŶ a ďetteƌ iŶdiĐatioŶ of iŵpaĐt aŶd to ŵiŶiŵise the iŶflueŶĐe of 
ǀaƌiaďles suĐh as ǁeatheƌ that ŵaǇ affeĐt the ƌesults.  CoŶǀeƌselǇ, theƌe ǁas a suggestioŶ 
fƌoŵ aŶ eƋual Ŷuŵďeƌ of paƌtŶeƌs to ƌeduĐe the oǀeƌall ŵoŶitoƌiŶg tiŵe ;e.g. to tǁo 
ǁeeks ďefoƌe aŶd tǁo ǁeeks afteƌ posteƌs iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶͿ, paƌtiĐulaƌlǇ iŶ aƌeas that 
alƌeadǇ haǀe ƌoďust ďaseliŶe data.  It ǁas felt that this ǁould alloǁ ŵoƌe laŶd ŵaŶageƌs to 
iŵpleŵeŶt the appƌoaĐh aĐƌoss a gƌeateƌ ƌaŶge of loĐatioŶs, as less ƌesouƌĐiŶg ǁould ďe 
ƌeƋuiƌed. 

 IŶĐlude ĐoŶtƌol sites that aƌe ŵoŶitoƌed at the saŵe as taƌget aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt sites ǁhile 
the posteƌs aƌe ďeiŶg displaǇed ;this eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ŵoŶitoƌed the taƌget aŶd displaĐeŵeŶt 
sites pƌioƌ to the iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ of the posteƌs foƌ the ĐoŶtƌol ŵoŶitoƌiŶgͿ. This ǁould 
alloǁ the aŶalǇsis to Đaptuƌe uŶeǆpeĐted ǀaƌiaďles that oĐĐuƌ duƌiŶg the posteƌs 
iŵpleŵeŶtatioŶ peƌiod. 

 Add a seĐtioŶ to the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg foƌŵ to ƌeĐoƌd appƌoǆiŵate daǁŶ aŶd dusk tiŵes, as ƌates 
of dog fouliŶg teŶd to iŶĐƌease ǁith iŶĐƌeased houƌs of daƌkŶess ;i.e. ǁheŶ the ĐloĐks 
ƌetuƌŶ to GƌeeŶǁiĐh MeaŶ Tiŵe afteƌ suŵŵeƌͿ aŶd this Đould ďe takeŶ iŶto aĐĐouŶt ǁheŶ 
aŶalǇsiŶg the ƌesults. 

 Deliǀeƌ the appƌoaĐh duƌiŶg ǁiŶteƌ ŵoŶths, ǁheŶ dog fouliŶg is ǁoƌse ;due to delaǇs iŶ 
ƌeĐeiǀiŶg the posteƌs, the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt did Ŷot ďegiŶ uŶtil late ǁiŶteƌ/eaƌlǇ spƌiŶgͿ. 
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EǆpeƌiŵeŶt pƌoĐess 

PaƌtŶeƌs ǁho atteŶded the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop iŶ BiƌŵiŶghaŵ fouŶd it useful foƌ 
uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg the appƌoaĐh, shaƌiŶg ideas aŶd pƌoǀidiŶg iŶput to iŵpƌoǀe the desigŶ of the 
eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, foƌ eǆaŵple: 

͞I thought it ǁas a gƌeat idea to haǀe that ǁoƌkshop ďefoƌehaŶd ďeĐause that 
pƌoďaďlǇ addƌessed a lot of that aŵďiguitǇ aŶd iƌoŶed out a feǁ thiŶgs.  AŶd it 
gaǀe a ďit of oǁŶeƌship as ǁell, that ǁas iŵpoƌtaŶt iŶ ŵakiŶg the paƌtiĐipaŶts 

feel paƌt of it aŶd haǀe iŶput iŶto it.͟  

(Partner interview) 

͞The BiƌŵiŶghaŵ ǁoƌkshop ǁas ǀeƌǇ useful ǁheƌe ǁe got togetheƌ ǁith otheƌ 
authoƌities, just to heaƌ otheƌ people͛s eǆpeƌieŶĐes.  It ĐeƌtaiŶlǇ got ŵe thiŶkiŶg 
aďout ǁhat s͛ the ďest ǁaǇ of doiŶg this.  The shaƌiŶg of ideas aŶd iŶfoƌŵatioŶ is 

ƌeallǇ poǁeƌful.͟  

͞[I ǁas] ǀeƌǇ happǇ to see that Ǉou as a gƌoup took oŶ ďoaƌd the ĐoŵŵeŶts of the 
loĐal authoƌities to iŶflueŶĐe the desigŶ.͟  

(Partner interviews) 

IŶdeed, eǀeŶ those paƌtŶeƌs ǁho ǁeƌe uŶaďle to atteŶd the ďƌiefiŶg ǁoƌkshop ideŶtified it as 
a ǀaluaďle aĐtiǀitǇ iŶ ǁhiĐh theǇ ǁould seek to paƌtiĐipate iŶ futuƌe: 

͞It ǁould haǀe ďeeŶ ŶiĐe to haǀe ďeeŶ aďle to atteŶd the ǁoƌkshop aŶd haǀe 
soŵe iŶput, ďut ǁe Đaŵe Ƌuite late.  The guidaŶĐe Ŷotes ǁeƌe helpful, ďut ǁheŶ 
Ǉou ƌ͛e shaƌiŶg ideas at the ǁoƌkshop ǁith the otheƌ paƌtŶeƌs aŶd haǀiŶg iŶput… 
ǁe ǁould haǀe had a ďetteƌ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of ǁhat ǁas eǆpeĐted of us.  “o Ŷeǆt 

tiŵe ǁe͛d do that.͟  

(Partner interview) 

Most paƌtŶeƌs also felt that the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt pƌoĐess ǁas easǇ to folloǁ, ǁith Đleaƌ 
guidaŶĐe Ŷotes ƌegaƌdiŶg keǇ dates, site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg aŶd ƌeĐoƌdiŶg ƌesults.  A Ŷuŵďeƌ 
of paƌtŶeƌs also ĐoŵŵeŶted that the pƌoĐess ǁas easǇ to deliǀeƌ aŶd Ŷot too oŶeƌous 
iŶ teƌŵs of ƌesouƌĐiŶg. 
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͞I thought the ǁhole thiŶg ǁas ǀeƌǇ ǁell oƌgaŶised aŶd ǀeƌǇ pƌesĐƌiptiǀe.  Theƌe 
ǁasŶ͛t that ŵuĐh aŵďiguitǇ aďout it I ǁasŶ͛t left thiŶkiŶg ǁhat aŵ I ŵeaŶt to ďe 

doiŶg Ŷeǆt.͟  

͞The taďle ǁas easǇ to use iŶ teƌŵs of the spƌeadsheet, Ǉou had Đleaƌ ĐoluŵŶs to 
use, Đleaƌ sites oŶ the spƌeadsheet aŶd liŶks aĐƌoss all the ǁeeks of the 

eǆpeƌiŵeŶt.  It shoǁed ǁhat sites Ǉou ǁeƌe talkiŶg aďout, so it ǁas easǇ foƌ ŵe 
to put iŶto the taďles.  AŶd it ĐalĐulated the iŶĐƌease aŶd deĐƌease foƌ Ǉou, so that 

ǁas easǇ… it ǁas Đleaƌ aŶd ĐoŶĐise aŶd aŶǇoŶe Đould use it should theǇ ǁish to 
ƌoll it out theŵselǀes aĐƌoss otheƌ aƌeas.͟  

(Partner interviews) 

A Ŷuŵďeƌ of paƌtŶeƌs had soŵe tips to shaƌe ƌegaƌdiŶg ǁhat theǇ thought ǁoƌked ǁell 
iŶ deliǀeƌiŶg the appƌoaĐh: 

 HaǀiŶg oŶe peƌsoŶ ĐoŶduĐt ĐouŶts at the saŵe sites thƌoughout the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg peƌiod 
ǁoƌked ǁell, paƌtiĐulaƌlǇ foƌ those ǁho ǁeƌeŶ͛t ĐleaŶsiŶg the sites eaĐh ǁeek aŶd 
theƌefoƌe Ŷeeded to ďe aďle to distiŶguish ďetǁeeŶ old aŶd Ŷeǁ dog fouliŶg iŶĐideŶts.   

 TailoƌiŶg the ǀeƌsioŶ of posteƌ to ďe displaǇed at a site to its laŶd use tǇpe.   
 Use the loĐal kŶoǁledge of dog ǁaƌdeŶs, stƌeet ĐleaŶsiŶg staff aŶd otheƌ loĐal 

offiĐeƌs to ideŶtifǇ dog fouliŶg ͚hotspots ,͛ ƌatheƌ thaŶ ƌelǇiŶg solelǇ oŶ ƌepoƌts fƌoŵ 
the puďliĐ, ǁhiĐh ŵaǇ pƌoǀide ďiased iŶfoƌŵatioŶ.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, oŶe paƌtŶeƌ fouŶd 
that the iŶfoƌŵatioŶ pƌoǀided ďǇ theiƌ dog ǁaƌdeŶs ǁas iŶaĐĐuƌate aŶd that theiƌ 
stƌeet ĐleaŶsiŶg staff ǁould haǀe ďeeŶ ŵoƌe appƌopƌiate, theƌefoƌe iŶ soŵe Đases it 
ŵaǇ ďe ǁoƌth gaiŶiŶg this iŶfoƌŵatioŶ fƌoŵ a Ŷuŵďeƌ of diffeƌeŶt souƌĐes. 

A Ŷuŵďeƌ of paƌtŶeƌs pƌoǀided feedďaĐk to Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ aƌouŶd the usaďilitǇ of the 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg spƌeadsheet, the guidaŶĐe Ŷotes aŶd iŶitial tiŵiŶgs of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt.  Keep 
BƌitaiŶ TidǇ has Ŷoted this ǀaluaďle feedďaĐk aŶd ǁill iŶĐoƌpoƌate it iŶto futuƌe pƌojeĐts, 
iŶĐludiŶg the Ŷeǆt iteƌatioŶ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt. 

A Ŷuŵďeƌ of paƌtŶeƌs also ĐoŵŵeŶted that theǇ ǁould like to see the fiŶdiŶgs of the 
eǆpeƌiŵeŶt ƌeleased to otheƌ laŶd ŵaŶageƌs dealiŶg ǁith litteƌiŶg issues to alloǁ the ideas 
aŶd leaƌŶiŶgs fƌoŵ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt to ďe shaƌed, aŶd to giǀe people aŶ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of ǁhat 
paƌtŶeƌiŶg iŶ these tǇpes of eǆpeƌiŵeŶts iŶǀolǀes.  This ǁill ďe a Đoƌe ĐoŵpoŶeŶt of the Ŷeǆt 
iteƌatioŶ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt.  
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IŶǀolǀiŶg the ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ iŶ the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ posteƌs appƌoaĐh 

A Ŷuŵďeƌ of paƌtŶeƌs ĐoŵŵeŶted that theǇ ǁould ďe lookiŶg to iŶǀolǀe theiƌ loĐal 
ĐoŵŵuŶities ŵoƌe iŶ deliǀeƌiŶg aŶǇ futuƌe ƌollout of the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ appƌoaĐh to iŶĐƌease 
its iŵpaĐt aŶd Đƌeate a seŶse of soĐial ƌespoŶsiďilitǇ foƌ the issue of dog fouliŶg.   
 

Ideas foƌ ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ eŶgageŵeŶt iŶĐluded: 
 IŶǀolǀe ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ gƌoups suĐh as Neighďouƌhood WatĐh iŶ the deliǀeƌǇ of the appƌoaĐh, 

foƌ eǆaŵple ďǇ puttiŶg posteƌs up, ŵoŶitoƌiŶg iŵpaĐts aŶd/oƌ site ĐleaŶsiŶg 

 IŶǀolǀe loĐal ďusiŶesses iŶ pƌoŵotiŶg the appƌoaĐh, suĐh as loĐal ǀeteƌiŶaƌǇ ĐliŶiĐs 

 OďtaiŶ spoŶsoƌship foƌ the posteƌs fƌoŵ ďusiŶesses, e.g. pet food ĐoŵpaŶies 

 Distƌiďute leaflets aŶd ǁiŶdoǁ stiĐkeƌs to ƌesideŶts aŶd ďusiŶesses to get theŵ iŶǀolǀed.  
Foƌ eǆaŵple, oŶe paƌtŶeƌ plaŶŶed to leaflet all ƌesideŶts aŶd ďusiŶesses iŶ stƌeets ǁheƌe 
the posteƌs aƌe displaǇed to eǆplaiŶ that theǇ aƌe teŵpoƌaƌǇ aŶd to ask foƌ theiƌ suppoƌt 
foƌ the ĐaŵpaigŶ, iŶĐludiŶg ƌepoƌtiŶg dog fouleƌs. AŶotheƌ idea ǁas usiŶg stiĐkeƌs to 
ƌeiŶfoƌĐe the positiǀe ƌeiŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt ŵessage: 

͞Peƌhaps eǀeŶ pƌoduĐiŶg a stiĐkeƌ that saǇs soŵethiŶg like ͚I͛ŵ a dog oǁŶeƌ aŶd I piĐk up .͛  
BeĐause it is aďout ŶoƌŵalisiŶg the ƌight ďehaǀiouƌ aŶd [otheƌ] people ŵight autoŵatiĐallǇ 

assuŵe it s͛ theiƌ dog, so ďǇ puttiŶg that sigŶ up it Đould ďe siŵilaƌ to the ͚ϵ out of ϭϬ͛ 
ŵessage.͟ 

(Partner interview) 

4. ‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶs 

‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ ϭ: SĐale the appƌoaĐh aŶd ƌoll out ŶatioŶallǇ to loĐal laŶd ŵaŶageƌs 

Based oŶ the fiŶdiŶgs of this eǆpeƌiŵeŶt, ǁe ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd that the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ appƌoaĐh 
has the poteŶtial to ďe sĐaled up suĐĐessfullǇ, iŶǀolǀiŶg a gƌeateƌ Ŷuŵďeƌ of paƌtŶeƌs aŶd 
aƌeas aĐƌoss EŶglaŶd to haǀe a sigŶifiĐaŶt iŵpaĐt oŶ dog fouliŶg.  IŶdeed, a sĐaled up ǀeƌsioŶ 
of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt is soŵethiŶg that seǀeƌal of the paƌtŶeƌs said theǇ ǁould like to see take 
plaĐe, ďoth iŶ theiƌ oǁŶ aƌeas ǁheŶ theǇ ƌoll out the appƌoaĐh aŶd thƌough take up ďǇ otheƌ 
paƌtŶeƌs. 

A sĐaled-up ƌollout of the appƌoaĐh Đould take the foƌŵ of a Đoŵplete paĐkage foƌ laŶd 
ŵaŶageƌs, iŶĐludiŶg posteƌs, guideliŶes aŶd teŵplates foƌ deliǀeƌiŶg the appƌoaĐh aŶd 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg its iŵpaĐts.  PaƌtŶeƌs ǁould ŵaŶage aŶd ĐoŶduĐt theiƌ oǁŶ deliǀeƌǇ aĐtiǀities aŶd 
ŵoŶitoƌiŶg.  Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ Đould ǁoƌk ǁith a Ŷuŵďeƌ of these paƌtŶeƌs to ŵoŶitoƌ aŶd 
assess the iŵpaĐts of the appƌoaĐh oǀeƌ the loŶgeƌ teƌŵ, pƌoǀidiŶg feedďaĐk to the ďƌoadeƌ 
gƌoup of deliǀeƌǇ paƌtŶeƌs to iŵpƌoǀe the effeĐtiǀeŶess aŶd effiĐieŶĐǇ of the appƌoaĐh. 
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‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ Ϯ: Iŵpƌoǀe the desigŶ, effeĐtiǀeŶess aŶd duƌaďilitǇ of the posteƌ 

We ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd usiŶg a ďlaĐk foŶt ;as opposed to gƌeǇͿ to alloǁ the teǆt aŶd eǇes staŶd out 
ŵoƌe fƌoŵ fuƌtheƌ aǁaǇ, espeĐiallǇ duƌiŶg the Ŷight. PaƌtŶeƌs ƌeƋuested a ƌaŶge of posteƌs 
sizes ;Aϯ to AϭͿ aǀailaďle to iŶĐƌease theiƌ ǀeƌsatilitǇ aŶd iŵpaĐt, ǁhiĐh Đould ďe pƌoǀided oƌ 
alteƌŶatiǀelǇ teŵplates Đould ďe used so that paƌtŶeƌ Đould deǀelop theiƌ oǁŶ posteƌs. 
Fuƌtheƌŵoƌe ǁe ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd iŶǀestiŶg iŶ ŵetal posteƌs to eŶsuƌe theiƌ duƌaďilitǇ aŶd loŶg 
lastiŶg, espeĐiallǇ those that ĐaŶ ďe ƌeŵoǀed to put up iŶ otheƌ sites, ƌotatiŶg aƌouŶd loĐal 
hotspots. 

‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ ϯ: EŶsuƌe loĐal paƌtŶeƌs aƌe offeƌed tƌaiŶiŶg aŶd suppoƌt foƌ futuƌe joiŶt 
ĐaŵpaigŶs. 

We ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd deǀelopiŶg detailed guideliŶes foƌ futuƌe paƌtŶeƌs aŶd ƌuŶŶiŶg a ďƌiefiŶg 
ǁoƌkshop foƌ oƌgaŶisatioŶs ǁishiŶg to paƌtŶeƌ iŶ aŶǇ sĐaled up ǀeƌsioŶ of the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ 
appƌoaĐh. PaƌtŶeƌs should also ďe pƌoǀided ǁith a ĐoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶs plaŶ to pƌoŵote the 
appƌoaĐh ǁithout adǀeƌselǇ affeĐtiŶg its ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ aspeĐt.  This should iŶĐlude a pƌess 
ƌelease teŵplate aŶd ĐoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶs guideliŶes foƌ iŶĐlusioŶ iŶ aŶǇ paƌtŶeƌship paĐkages to 
eŶsuƌe that ĐoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶs aƌe ĐoŶsisteŶt aĐƌoss all paƌtŶeƌs. 

‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ ϰ: CoŶduĐt additioŶal ŵoŶitoƌiŶg of the use of dog fouliŶg posteƌs, 
aloŶgside ĐoŶtƌol site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg, to suppoƌt the ĐoŶtiŶued testiŶg aŶd deǀelopŵeŶt of the 
pƌojeĐt. 

We ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd eŶsuƌiŶg that a sĐaled-up ƌollout of the appƌoaĐh iŶĐoƌpoƌates loŶgeƌ teƌŵ 
site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg, eǀeŶ if this is oŶlǇ ǁith a haŶdful of ͞ŵoŶitoƌiŶg paƌtŶeƌs͟.  This should 
iŶĐlude testiŶg of the ŵiǆed-posteƌs appƌoaĐh ;displaǇiŶg all ǀeƌsioŶs of the posteƌ peƌ site – 
see page ϮϭͿ, as ŵoƌe data is ƌeƋuiƌed to deteƌŵiŶe ǁhetheƌ this is a ŵoƌe effeĐtiǀe appƌoaĐh 
to displaǇiŶg the posteƌs iŶdiǀiduallǇ, aloŶg ǁith siŵultaŶeous ĐoŶtƌol site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg to alloǁ 
otheƌ ǀaƌiaďles that ŵaǇ haǀe aŶ iŶflueŶĐe oŶ dog fouliŶg to ďe disĐouŶted. “eĐoŶdlǇ ǁe 
ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd deǀelopiŶg a shoƌt ƋuestioŶŶaiƌe foƌ futuƌe paƌtŶeƌs ǁho ǁish to ĐoŶduĐt 
Ƌualitatiǀe puďliĐ peƌĐeptioŶs ƌeseaƌĐh iŶ theiƌ aƌeas to gatheƌ feedďaĐk oŶ the posteƌs.  This 
should ďe iŶĐluded iŶ aŶǇ paƌtŶeƌship paĐkages deǀeloped foƌ sĐaliŶg the appƌoaĐh aŶd ǁill 
help to eŶsuƌe the ĐoŶsisteŶĐǇ aŶd utilitǇ of data ĐolleĐted aĐƌoss the paƌtŶeƌ aƌeas.  FiŶallǇ, 
loŶgeƌ teƌŵ site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg aŶd puďliĐ peƌĐeptioŶs ƌeseaƌĐh should ďe used to test 
deseŶsitisatioŶ to the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ posteƌs appƌoaĐh. 
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‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ ϱ: Use the posteƌs as paƌt of a ǁideƌ set of ŵeasuƌes to ƌeduĐe dog 
fouliŶg. 

We ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd paƌtŶeƌs should Ŷot ƌelǇ solelǇ oŶ the posteƌs to ŵake a loŶg-teƌŵ diffeƌeŶĐe 
ďut to use theŵ as paƌt of a ǁideƌ stƌategǇ aŶd set of aĐtioŶs to ƌeduĐe dog fouliŶg. Foƌ 
eǆaŵple soĐial ŵaƌketiŶg, ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ eŶgageŵeŶt aŶd eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt, espeĐiallǇ iŶ aƌeas 
ǁheƌe ǁe fouŶd the posteƌs to ďe less effeĐtiǀe.  Theƌe is eǀideŶĐe to suggest that the posteƌs 
aƌe ŵoƌe effeĐtiǀe ǁheŶ used iŶ ĐoŶjuŶĐtioŶ ǁith at least oŶe litteƌ oƌ dog fouliŶg ďiŶ at the 
site, though fuƌtheƌ ƌeseaƌĐh is ƌeƋuiƌed to ǀeƌifǇ this. 

‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ ϳ: LoĐal paƌtŶeƌs should ĐoŶtiŶue to eǀaluate loĐallǇ to iŵpƌoǀe theiƌ 
effoƌts to ƌeduĐe dog fouliŶg. 

We ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd loĐal paƌtŶeƌs should alǁaǇs ĐoŶduĐt site ŵoŶitoƌiŶg ǁheƌe possiďle usiŶg 
the teŵplate aŶd guideliŶes pƌoǀided ďǇ Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ.  This ǁill assist paƌtŶeƌs iŶ 
uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg the iŵpaĐts of the posteƌs iŶ theiƌ aƌeas aŶd ǁill alloǁ the fiŶdiŶgs to ďe used 
iŶ ĐoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶs, puďliĐ ƌelatioŶs aŶd ƌepoƌtiŶg. AŶǇ data ĐolleĐted should also ďe 
suďŵitted to Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ to alloǁ it to deǀelop a ŵoƌe Đoŵplete uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of the 
iŵpaĐts of the posteƌs aĐƌoss EŶglaŶd.   

‘eĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶ ϴ: Woƌk iŶ paƌtŶeƌship ǁith otheƌ stakeholdeƌs to ideŶtifǇ hotspots aŶd 
ďuild loĐal suppoƌt foƌ the ĐaŵpaigŶ. 

We ƌeĐoŵŵeŶd ĐoŶsultiŶg loĐal dog fouliŶg offiĐeƌs/dog ǁaƌdeŶs, stƌeet ĐleaŶsiŶg staff aŶd 
otheƌ ƌeleǀaŶt peƌsoŶŶel to ideŶtifǇ dog fouliŶg ͚hotspots͛ foƌ displaǇiŶg the posteƌs, as the 
paƌtŶeƌs iŶ this eǆpeƌiŵeŶt fouŶd these to ďe ǀaluaďles souƌĐes of iŶfoƌŵatioŶ. These 
stakeholdeƌs aloŶgside the loĐal ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ aŶd ďusiŶesses should ďe ĐoŶsulted to ďuild 
suppoƌt foƌ the ĐaŵpaigŶ aŶd loĐal aĐtioŶ to addƌess dog fouliŶg togetheƌ. 

5. CoŶĐlusioŶ 

Oǀeƌall, the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ posteƌs eǆpeƌiŵeŶt appeaƌs to haǀe ďeeŶ highlǇ effeĐtiǀe iŶ 
ƌeduĐiŶg dog fouliŶg aĐƌoss the ϭϲ paƌtŶeƌ aƌeas aŶd it is stƌoŶglǇ ƌeĐoŵŵeŶded that a 
sĐaled-up ǀeƌsioŶ of the appƌoaĐh ďe ƌolled-out iŶ paƌtŶeƌship ǁith laŶd ŵaŶageƌ 
oƌgaŶisatioŶs aĐƌoss EŶglaŶd to ƌeaĐh a ǁideƌ ƌaŶge of aƌeas aŶd audieŶĐes.   

All fouƌ posteƌs ǁeƌe eƋuallǇ effeĐtiǀe iŶ the eǆteŶt to ǁhiĐh theǇ ƌeduĐed aǀeƌage ƌates of 
dog fouliŶg peƌ site.  Hoǁeǀeƌ, theƌe is stƌoŶg eǀideŶĐe that tailoƌiŶg speĐifiĐ posteƌ ŵessages 
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to laŶd use aƌeas iŶĐƌeases theiƌ effeĐtiǀeŶess aŶd Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ has ŵade 
ƌeĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶs foƌ this. 

AdditioŶal outĐoŵes of the ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ eǆpeƌiŵeŶt haǀe ďeeŶ positiǀe feedďaĐk fƌoŵ 
ƌesideŶts, loĐal ĐouŶĐilloƌs aŶd otheƌ peƌsoŶŶel at the paƌtŶeƌ oƌgaŶisatioŶs, aŶd foƌ soŵe 
paƌtŶeƌs aŶ iŶĐƌeased uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of the issue of dog fouliŶg iŶ theiƌ aƌeas.  UŶfoƌtuŶatelǇ, 
iŶ soŵe Đases the appƌoaĐh has also had the uŶiŶteŶded iŵpaĐt of eŶĐouƌagiŶg iƌƌespoŶsiďle 
ďehaǀiouƌ aŶd seǀeƌal iŶĐideŶts of posteƌ ǀaŶdalisŵ aŶd theft ǁeƌe ƌepoƌted. 

The ŵajoƌitǇ of paƌtŶeƌs iŶdiĐated that theǇ ǁish to ĐoŶtiŶue usiŶg the posteƌs iŶ soŵe ǁaǇ to 
ƌeduĐe dog fouliŶg iŶ theiƌ aƌeas.  Hoǁeǀeƌ theƌe is sĐope foƌ iŵpƌoǀiŶg the posteƌ desigŶ, 
paƌtŶeƌship agƌeeŵeŶts aŶd deliǀeƌǇ appƌoaĐh if it is to ďe ƌolled-out ŶatioŶallǇ folloǁiŶg the 
ƌeĐoŵŵeŶdatioŶs ŵade ǁithiŶ this ƌepoƌt. 

The ͚ǁatĐhiŶg eǇes͛ posteƌs appƌoaĐh is ĐuƌƌeŶtlǇ ďeiŶg used to deteƌ a ƌaŶge of aŶti-soĐial 
ďehaǀiouƌs.  Foƌ eǆaŵple, ǁe aƌe aǁaƌe of the appƌoaĐh ďeiŶg used at ďiĐǇĐle ƌaĐks iŶ the 
LoŶdoŶ ďoƌoughs of Walthaŵ Foƌest aŶd WestŵiŶsteƌ15 to pƌeǀeŶt ďiĐǇĐle thefts, aŶd iŶ a 
ŶatioŶal adǀeƌtisiŶg ĐaŵpaigŶ ďǇ HM ‘eǀeŶue & Custoŵs16.  Theƌe is theƌefoƌe a ƋuestioŶ as 
to ǁhetheƌ ͚oǀeƌuse͛ of the appƌoaĐh ďeĐoŵes detƌiŵeŶtal to its effeĐtiǀeŶess.  This should 
ďe takeŶ iŶto aĐĐouŶt ǁheŶ ĐoŶsideƌiŶg loŶg teƌŵ use of the posteƌs iŶ ĐaŵpaigŶs to pƌeǀeŶt 
dog fouliŶg.  It is ƌeĐoŵŵeŶded that oŶgoiŶg ŵoŶitoƌiŶg ďe ĐoŶduĐted to test deseŶsitisatioŶ 
to the posteƌs, ǁhile pƌaĐtitioŶeƌs should also ĐoŶsideƌ ŵoǀiŶg the posteƌs aƌouŶd theiƌ aƌeas 
oŶ a ƌolliŶg ďasis to ŵiŶiŵise this effeĐt. 

  

                                                      

15
 Observed in situ in February and September 2014, respectively.  

16
 HM‘C͛s puďliĐitǇ ĐaŵpaigŶ agaiŶst taǆ eǀasioŶ, UK Government, October 2014, 

<https://www.gov.uk/government/policies/reducing-tax-evasion-and-avoidance/supporting-pages/hmrc-s-new-

publicity-campaign-against-tax-evasion>. 
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AppeŶdiǆ A – PaƌtŶeƌ iŶteƌǀieǁs ƋuestioŶŶaiƌe 
 
Thank you for your participation in the dog fouling posters experiment.  As you are aware, we 
are currently evaluating the experiment and as a partner, we would like your input on what 
worked well, what could be improved and your interpretations of its impacts. I would like to ask 
you some questions in a telephone interview that should last no more than 15 minutes.  You 
will not be personally identified in our reports.  Is now still a good time? 
 
Interviewee details: (Partner organisation, name, job title) 
 

IŶteƌǀieǁ 

1. What ǁoƌked ǁell aďout the folloǁiŶg ĐoŵpoŶeŶts of the posteƌs eǆpeƌiŵeŶt? 

 

a. The desigŶ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt  
Pƌoŵpt: e.g. thiŶkiŶg aďout the desigŶ of the posteƌs, the ǁaǇ these ǁeƌe tested 
aŶd the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg of the iŵpaĐts 

 

b. The outĐoŵes of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt 

Pƌoŵpt: foƌ eǆaŵple, ďeŶefits, uŶeǆpeĐted iŵpaĐts etĐ. 
 

c. The pƌoĐess foƌ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt 

Pƌoŵpt: e.g. thiŶkiŶg aďout the paƌtŶeƌship, deliǀeƌǇ, tiŵeliŶes, ďƌiefiŶg etĐ. 
 

2. What Đould ďe iŵpƌoǀed aďout the folloǁiŶg ĐoŵpoŶeŶts of the posteƌs eǆpeƌiŵeŶt? 

Pƌoŵpt: ǁhat ǁould Ǉou do/ǁhat should Keep BƌitaiŶ TidǇ do diffeƌeŶtlǇ Ŷeǆt tiŵe? 

 

a. The desigŶ of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt  
Pƌoŵpt: e.g. thiŶkiŶg aďout the desigŶ of the posteƌs, the ǁaǇ these ǁeƌe tested 
aŶd the ŵoŶitoƌiŶg of the iŵpaĐts 

 

b. The outĐoŵes of the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt 

Pƌoŵpt: foƌ eǆaŵple, ďeŶefits, uŶeǆpeĐted iŵpaĐts etĐ. 
 

c. The pƌoĐess foƌ the eǆpeƌiŵeŶt 

Pƌoŵpt: e.g. thiŶkiŶg aďout the paƌtŶeƌship, deliǀeƌǇ, tiŵeliŶes, ďƌiefiŶg etĐ. 
 

3. What is Ǉouƌ iŶteƌpƌetatioŶ of the fiŶdiŶgs? 

Pƌoŵpts: do Ǉou thiŶk that Ǉouƌ data is aŶ aĐĐuƌate ƌefleĐtioŶ of the posteƌs͛ iŵpaĐts?  Did 
aŶǇthiŶg oĐĐuƌ loĐallǇ that ŵaǇ haǀe positiǀelǇ oƌ ŶegatiǀelǇ iŶflueŶĐed the effeĐtiǀeŶess 
of the posteƌs? 

 

4. Do Ǉou plaŶ to ĐoŶtiŶue usiŶg the posteƌs?  If so, hoǁ? 

 

5. Do Ǉou haǀe aŶǇ fiŶal ĐoŵŵeŶts aďout the dog fouliŶg posteƌ eǆpeƌiŵeŶt that Ǉou ǁould 
like to shaƌe as paƌt of the eǀaluatioŶ? 
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1 – Environment Committee (03.12.18) 

Minutes of Meeting of Environment Committee of Mid Ulster District Council 
held on Monday 3 December 2018 in Council Offices, Burn Road, Cookstown  
 
 
Members Present  Councillor Reid, Chair 

 
Councillors Buchanan, Burton, Cuthbertson, Gillespie, 
Glasgow, Kearney (7.01 pm), McFlynn, McGinley, B 
McGuigan, S McGuigan, McNamee, J O’Neill 

  
Officers in Mr Cassells, Director of Environment and Property 
Attendance Mr Colm Currie, Principle Building Control Officer 
 Mr Kelso, Director of Public Health and Infrastructure 
 Mr Lowry, Head of Technical Services  
                                           Mr McAdoo, Head of Environmental Services  
                                           Mrs McClements, Head of Environmental Health 
                                           Mr Scullion, Head of Property Services 

Mr Wilkinson, Head of Building Control  
Mrs Grogan, Democratic Services Officer   

 
Others in   Mr Shane Beckett, Complainant - Time Bar Venue 
Attendance   Mr Brendan McCusker, Time Bar Venue   
    Mr Jim Maneely, Clarman Architects – Moe’s Bar 
     
 
 
The meeting commenced at 7.00 pm 
 
E342/18 Apologies 
 
Councillors Mulligan, M Quinn, Totten 
 
E343/18 Declarations of Interest 
 
The Chair reminded Members of their responsibility with regard to declarations of  
interest. 
 
E344/18 Chair’s Business  
 
No issues. 
 
Matters for Decision 

E345/18 Dual Language Signage Requests 
 
The Head of Building Control presented previously circulated report which advised of 
requests for Dual Language Signage from residents on streets/roads in the District. 
 
 Proposed by Councillor McGinley 
 Seconded by Councillor McNamee and 
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Resolved That it be recommended to the Council to proceed to survey the 
following street/road on which a request for Dual Language Signage has 
been received – 

 

 Hawthorne Crescent, Dungannon  
 
E346/18 Dual Language Signage Survey 
 
The Head of Building Control presented previously circulated report which advised on 
the results of surveys undertaken on all applicable residents on the streets/roads in 
response to Dual Language Signage nameplate requests. 
 
 Proposed by Councillor McGinley 
 Seconded by Councillor McNamee 
 
To accept the report recommendations.  
 
 Proposed by Councillor Cuthbertson 
 Seconded by Councillor Buchanan 
 
Not to proceed with the report recommendations. 
 
The Chair put the two proposals to the vote. 
 
Councillor Cuthbertson’s proposal not to proceed with the erection of signage. 
 
 For   5 
 Against 8 
 
Councillor McGinley’s proposal to proceed with the recommendation was put to the 
vote: 
 
 For  8 
 Against 5 
 
Councillor Kearney entered the meeting at 7.01 pm. 
 
Resolved That it be recommended to the Council to agree to the application of 

Dual Language Nameplates in Irish for – 
 

 Mayogall Road, Magherafelt 

 Lisnastrane Park, Coalisland 

 Mullinderg, Draperstown 
 
E347/18 Street Naming and Property Numbering 
 
The Head of Building Control presented previously circulated report regarding the 
naming of new residential housing development within Mid Ulster. 
Site of Moy Road, Dungannon. 
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 Proposed by Councillor S McGuigan 
 Seconded by Councillor McGinley and  
 
Resolved That it be recommended to the Council to name new residential 

development of Moy Road, Dungannon as follows: 
 

 Street 1 
 
1. Oaklands Drive 
2. Oaklands Way 
3. Oaklands Avenue 

 
 

 Street 2 
 

1. Oaklands View 
2. Oaklands Close 

 

 Street 3 
 

1. Oaklands Way 
2. Oaklands Avenue 
3. Oaklands Drive 

 

 Street 4 
 

1. Oaklands Crescent 
2. Oaklands Way 

 

 Street 5 
 

1. Oaklands Close 
2. Oaklands Court 
3. Oaklands Way 

 
 
E348/18 Restart a Heart Day 2018 and Mid Ulster Community Resuscitation 

Update – Action Plan 2018/19  
 
The Head of Environmental Health drew attention to the previously circulated report to 
update Members on the Mid Ulster ‘Restart a Heart Day’ event that was held on 
Tuesday 16th October 2018 and advise of community resuscitation progress. 
 
The Chair stated that this was a great initiative and that it was good to see people 
availing of the training.  He enquired if there were any statistics available for people 
requiring resuscitation across Mid Ulster. 
 
The Head of Environmental Health advised that there are no statistics available at 
present relating to Mid Ulster area, but could be sourced if required.  She referred to 
statistics for Northern Ireland and said that each year there are around 1,400 out of 
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hospital cardiac arrests and that every minute without CPR and defibrillation reduces 
the chance of survival by up to 10%. 
 
The Chair said he couldn’t encourage people enough to get involved and said that it 
should be promoted through other avenues like church halls and community halls etc 
and asked if this could be pursued.  He said that social media was a good advertising 
mechanism and it may be worthwhile letting people know that defibrillator training is 
out there and can be availed of. 
 
The Head of Environmental Health advised that the Ambulance Service has advised 
that defibrillators can be registered with them to include keycode etc.  They have said 
that this would be very useful when people phone the Emergency Services and a code 
can be provided to use the defibrillator.  She stated that the Ambulance Service also 
advised that they would be happy to maintain and look after the defibrillators. 
 
The Head of Environmental Health advised that over 400 people attended the training 
provided and that it was encouraging to see such a huge uptake.  
 
Councillor McGinley said that he wanted to commend all involved in the project, as it 
can prove invaluable, as was the case in the Lough Shore when a defibrillator was 
used to save a man’s life and said that he would be more than happy to agree to the 
recommendation. 
 
 Proposed by Councillor McGinley 
 Seconded by Councillor Gillespie and  
 
Resolved That it be recommended to the Council to note the content of the report 

and approve the Draft Action Plan 2018/19. 
 
 
Matters for Information 
 
E349/18 Minutes of Environment Committee held on 13 November 2018 
 
Members noted minutes of Environment Committee held on 13 November 2018. 
 
E350/18 Service Directory of Local Services for Pharmacists – Cookstown 
 
Members noted previously circulated report which provided an update on the Service 
Directory of Local Services for Pharmacists – Cookstown. 
 
E351/18 Building Control Workload 
 
Members noted previously circulated report which provided update on the workland 
analysis for Building Control. 
 
E352/18 Entertainment Licensing Applications 
 
Members noted previously circulated report which provided update on Entertainment 
Licensing Applications across the Mid Ulster District. 
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5 – Environment Committee (03.12.18) 

E353/18 Environmental Services – Christmas Working Arrangements 
 
Members noted previously circulated report to inform of the working arrangements in 
respect of refuse/recycling collection and operation of Recycling Centres during the 
Christmas and New Year holiday period. 
 
E354/18 Tullyvar Joint Committee Update 
 
Members noted previously circulated report which provided update on the business of 
the Tullyvar Joint Committee.  
 
Local Government (NI) Act 2014 – Confidential Business 
 
 Proposed by Councillor McNamee 
 Seconded by Councillor McGinley and  
 
Resolved In accordance with Section 42, Part 1 of Schedule 6 of the Local 

Government Act (NI) 2014 that Members of the public be asked to 
withdraw from the meeting whilst Members consider items E355/18 to 
E361/18. 

 
 Matters for Decision  
 
 E355/18 Entertainment Licensing – Time Bar Venue 
 E356/18 Entertainment Licensing – Moe’s Bar 
 E357/18 Tender for the Supply, Delivery and Installation of  

1 No.Baler 
E358/18 Tender for the Supply, Delivery and Installation of Static 

Compactors 
E359/18 Cemeteries Administration Costs and the Scale of Charges 
 
Matters for Information  
 
E360/18 Confidential Minutes of Environment Committee held on 13 

November 2018 
E361/18 Capital Projects Update 
 
 

E362/17 Christmas Greetings 
 
The Chair wished members a very Happy Christmas and New Year. 

 
 

E363/18 Duration of Meeting 
 
The meeting commenced at 7 pm and concluded at 8.15 pm. 
 
 
 
 
CHAIR _________________________   DATE _________________________ 
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Report on 
 

Disposal/Sale of Assets - Fleet and Plant 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

Terry Scullion, Head of Property Services 

Contact Officer  
 

Terry Scullion, Head of Property Services 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 
If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To inform members of the disposal/sale of surplus fleet, plant and equipment from Mid 
Ulster District Council.  
 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
 
 
2.2 

 
In line with fleet, plant and equipment replacement, the removal of obsolete items at each 
depot are disposed of throughout the year.  Items are transferred for sale to auction at the 
earliest practical opportunity to avoid the unnecessary build-up of redundant items and 
ensure good housekeeping at respective depots. 
 
As previously agreed these items are disposed of within the district at zero commission or 
cost to Council.   
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.3 
 
 

 
The two auctions within the district that used are Nobles, Clogher and Mid Ulster Auctions, 
Castledawson. A range of vehicles, plant and other miscellaneous assets were disposed of 
during the period 8th April 2018 to 31st October 2018. 
 
The following is the approx. number/type of disposals in that period: 
 

 1 Nr 4X4 

 1 Nr Small panel van 

 1 Nr Mechanical Road Sweeper 

 1 Nr 3.5T pick up 

 4 Nr Commercial/Pedestrian Walk behind mowers 

 4 Nr Ride on mowers 

 5 Nr Mowing decks/flails and grounds maintenance items 

 4Nr Hand held grounds maintenance tools (e.g. strimmers, blowers, etc) 

 1 Nr Table saw 
 
Reserved prices for sale items were established pre-sale.  They were guided by the 
experience of the respective auction houses and previous market prices obtained for asset 
disposal of similar items.   
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4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 
Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial:  
The total amount of income raised from the sale of surplus assets at the various auctions 
during the period was £42,760.  This amount will be added to the Cyclical Fleet, Plant and 
Equipment replacement budget for 2018/19. 
 

Human:  
Staff time coordinating the assets for disposal. 
 

Risk Management:  
None. 
 

 
4.2 

 
Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  
None 
 

Rural Needs Implications: 
None 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 

 
Members are asked to note the contents of this report. 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 

 
None 
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Report on 
 

European Week for Waste Reduction (EWWR) 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

Mark McAdoo, Head of Environmental Services 

Contact Officers 
 

Jill Eagleson, John Murtagh, Karen Brown, Recycling officer team 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To update members on the European Week for Waste Reduction activities in Mid Ulster. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.3 
 
 
 
 
2.4 
 
 
 
2.5 

 
European Week for Waste Reduction (EWWR) is an annual waste reduction initiative 
promoted across all of Europe.  Each country that registers to take part requests Action 
Developers to submit their actions that will encourage individuals, communities, schools 
and businesses to reduce the waste that we produce during EWWR.  Mid Ulster District 
Council’s Recycling Team registered as an Action Developer and promoted EWWR to 
council staff, schools and the wider community. 
 
EWWR took place from 17th – 25th November and the theme was ‘Hazardous Waste 
Prevention’. Hazardous waste poses a greater risk to our health and our environment 
compared to other types of waste so it is vital that it is disposed of properly. However, 
hazardous waste can seem an irrelevant term to many householders and so it was 
decided to focus on household batteries as an example of hazardous waste.  Batteries 
should not be deposited in landfill - and yet under 45% of batteries are recycled here.  
Thus the focus of EWWR actions in Mid Ulster District was to increase battery recycling. 
 
The Recycling Team applied to the Council’s waste electrical recycling partner, European 
Recycling Platform (ERP UK Ltd), to access their E-Waste Recycling Partnership Fund.  
Sponsorship of the planned EWWR actions was granted and £1,200 was obtained to 
cover the cost of the prizes awarded to participating schools. 
 
Members will be aware that the Council launched a ‘Recycling Hero’ campaign in 
September, to coincide with Recycle Week. Thus the activities to promote EWWR built 
on this campaign by encouraging everyone to ‘Be a Recycling Hero this EWWR’. 
 
Encouraging recycling of a singular waste stream can have a ‘knock on’ effect of making 
people more aware of all wastes they are disposing of and make them more likely to 
recycle more.  Thus it is hoped this initiative will contribute to increasing the Mid Ulster 
recycling rate further and in doing so help to reduce disposal costs. 
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3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.3 

 
All schools in Mid Ulster were emailed at the end of October to give them sufficient time 
to take part in the initiative.  Schools were asked to encourage pupils to bring old 
household batteries from home into school to be placed in ERP battery recycling boxes 
(provided to schools by Recycling Officers).  This email was backed up with a letter to all 
schools, also including “Recycling Hero” stickers, so that pupils could be rewarded with a 
sticker for taking part.  All schools who had an ERP battery box collected for recycling 
were rewarded with a rechargeable battery pack and were entered into the draw to win 
three ‘2 in 1’ food waste and recycling stations. 
 
The EWWR initiative was officially launched by the Deputy Chair of the Environment 
Committee, Cllr Sean McGuigan, on 5th November 2018: 
 

 A photo and press release was issued to local press and a news item was placed 
on the Council website.   

 An ongoing schedule of posts were placed on Council’s social media pages 
leading up to and during EWWR 

 Photos of the battery collections carried out at schools before and during EWWR 
were also placed on Council’s social media.  These often featured ‘Eco Eddie’ or 
‘Eco Edwina’, the Recycling Heroes from the campaign, which were taken out to 
‘visit’ the school. 

 Schools receiving battery collections were given a presentation on where the 
batteries go after collection, the recycling process and what end products they 
could get turned into. 

 Council staff were emailed informing them about the EWWR battery initiative and 
asking them to recycle their batteries in battery boxes placed at the receptions of 
the three main offices.   

 A news item was also placed on the staff Intranet. 

 Community recycling talks included information on how to take part in EWWR. 
 

Following the end of EWWR, thirty schools had battery collections carried out and were 
entered into the draw to win the recycling stations.  A school was selected at random and 
the winning school drawn out was Cookstown Primary School. Cllr McGuigan presented 
the school with their prize on 14th December 2018 and a press release was issued to 
celebrate the success of the EWWR initiative. 
 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial: 
 
Initiative campaign elements were either no cost or low cost, with the battery boxes 
supplied FOC by ERP UK Ltd and prizes being covered by sponsorship from ERP also. 

Human: 
 
A significant amount of recycling officer time was required to co-ordinate the initiative.  
  

Risk Management: 
 
None 
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4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications: None. 
 

Rural Needs Implications: None. 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 

 
Members are requested to note the success of the EWWR 2018 initiative in Mid Ulster. 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 
6.2 
6.3 

 
Appendix 1 EWWR launch photograph 
Appendix 2 School collections photographs 
Appendix 3 Winner presentation photograph 
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Augher Central Primary School Eco Team (during ͞Pyjama Day͟ at school!) 

 

 

Newmills Primary School Eco Team 
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St. Mary’s Primary School, Aughnacloy with their Eco Team mascot, another Eco Eddie.  

 

 

Pupils from St. Patrick’s Academy, Dungannon. 
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Principal Anne McGuiness with the Eco Team, St. Patrick’s Primary School, Annaghmore, Coalisland 

 

 

Ballytrea Primary School 
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St. Mary’s Primary School, Draperstown 

 

Holy Trinity Primary School, Cookstown 

 

Page 183 of 292



 

Lissan Primary School 

 

 

Eco Team, Stewartstown Primary School 
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Report on 
 

Annual NIEA Waste Management Statistics and NILAS Reports 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

Mark McAdoo, Head of Environmental Services 

Contact Officer  
 

Mark McAdoo, Head of Environmental Services 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To inform members of the content of the NIEA Northern Ireland Local Authority Collected 
Municipal Waste Management Statistics 2017/18 Annual Report and the Annual Northern 
Ireland Landfill Allowance Scheme 2017/18 Annual Report as published on 29th November. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 

 
The Waste Management Statistics report provides both summary and detailed figures on 
the amount of local authority collected municipal waste in Northern Ireland during 2017/18 
and is available via the below link (copy also attached): 
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-
municipal-waste-management-statistics-2017 
 
The NILAS report covers the thirteenth scheme year of the Landfill Allowances Scheme 
(Northern Ireland) Regulations 2004 summarising Council compliance with the scheme 
during 2017/18 and is available via the below link (copy also attached): 
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/annual-nilas-reports 

 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Local Authority Collected Municipal Waste Management Statistics Annual Report 
 
Northern Ireland’s Councils collected 977,817 tonnes of LAC municipal waste in 2017/18. 
This was a 0.8% decrease on the 985,994 tonnes collected in 2016/17. Household waste 
accounted for 89.4% of total LAC municipal waste.  
 
In 2017/18, 48.1% of household waste was sent for preparing for reuse, dry recycling and 
composting, 3.7 percentage points higher than the 2016/17 rate of 44.3%. At Council 
level, rates varied from 42.2% in Causeway Coast & Glens to a high of 54.3% in Mid 
Ulster. This is the official confirmation that Mid Ulster District Council achieved the 
highest household waste recycling rate of all eleven Councils during 2017/18 (the 
third year running it has done so) which is an impressive corporate achievement. 
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3.2 
 

 
Northern Ireland Landfill Allowance Scheme (NILAS) Annual Report 
 
In 2017/18 the total amount of Biodegradable Local Authority Collected Municipal Waste 
(BLACMW) which was permitted to be sent to landfill was 248,570 tonnes. In Northern 
Ireland the total amount of BLACMW reported to have been sent to landfill was 171,295 
tonnes i.e. 31.1% of landfill allowances were not utilised. This was an increase of 8.8 
percentage points compared to 2016/17 (22.3%). 
 
All eleven Councils in Northern Ireland achieved their 2017/18 landfill allowance target 
/obligations by diverting BLACMW from landfill.  The final reconciliation for 2017/18 
issued by NIEA on 29th November confirmed that Mid Ulster District Council utilised just 
52.88% of its annual landfill allowance of 19,131 tonnes i.e. landfilled 10,117 tonnes 
during the scheme year leaving a surplus of 9,014 tonnes.  This was the third lowest 
utilisation of all eleven Councils in Northern Ireland (which ranged from 11.0 to 99.2%). 
 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial: None 
 

Human: A significant amount of time is spent by the Recycling Officers in gathering, 
collating and submitting the necessary data for quarterly WDF and NILAS returns. 
 

Risk Management: On 17th August 2018 the NIEA conducted an audit of data submitted 
in Waste Data Flow as Monitoring Authority under Regulation 11 (5) of the NILAS 
Regulations and were satisfied with the data returns submitted by the Council. 
 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications: N/A 
 

Rural Needs Implications: N/A 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
Members are asked to note and invited to comment on the performance of the Council in 
respect of waste management as outlined in this report. 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 
6.2 

 
Local Authority Collected Municipal Waste Management Statistics Annual Report  
Northern Ireland Landfill Allowance Scheme (NILAS) Annual Report 2017/18 
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2 

 

National Statistics 

National Statistics status means that 
official statistics meet the highest 
standards of trustworthiness, quality and 
public value. 
 
All official statistics should comply with all 
aspects of the Code of Practice for Official 
Statistics. They are awarded National 
Statistics status following an assessment 
by the Authority’s regulatory arm. The 
Authority considers whether the statistics 
meet the highest standards of Code 
compliance, including the value they add 
to public decisions and debate.  
 
It is a producer’s responsibility to maintain 
compliance with the standards expected of 
National Statistics. If we become concerned 
about whether these statistics are still meeting 
the appropriate standards, we will discuss any 
concerns with the Authority promptly. National 
Statistics status can be removed at any point 
when the highest standards are not maintained, 
and reinstated when standards are restored. 

 

Key Points for Northern Ireland  
 
 Northern Ireland’s councils collected 977,817 tonnes of LAC municipal waste. This was 

a 0.8% decrease on the 985,994 tonnes collected in 2016/17. Household waste 
accounted for 89.4% of total LAC municipal waste. Belfast generated the smallest 
amount of household waste per person at 425 kg whilst Antrim & Newtownabbey 
recorded the largest at 548 kg per person. 

 
 In 2017/18, 48.1% of household waste was sent for preparing for reuse, dry recycling 

and composting, 3.7 percentage points higher than the 2016/17 rate of 44.3%. At 
council level, rates vary from 42.2% in Causeway Coast & Glens to 54.3% in Mid 
Ulster. 

 
 The LAC municipal waste energy recovery rate was 18.4% in 2017/18, similar to the 

18.5% recorded in 2016/17.  Newry, Mourne & Down had the highest energy recovery 
rate in 2017/18 at 49.5% whilst the lowest was 5.5% in Fermanagh & Omagh.      
 

 The landfill rate for household waste recorded a new low of 32.0% in 2017/18, a drop 
of 4.7 percentage points on the 2016/17 rate (36.7%) and a fall from 72.3% in 2006/07.  
There were 171,295 tonnes of BLACMW sent to landfill during 2017/18, 16.2% lower 
than the 204,380 tonnes sent in 2016/17, and at 69%, a lower proportion of the 
allowance used compared to 2016/17 (78%). 

 
     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reader Information 

Reader Information 

This document may be made available in 
alternative formats, please contact us to 
discuss your requirements. 
 

Purpose 
This is an annual publication which reports 
finalised figures on the key measurements of 
local authority collected municipal waste for 
councils and waste management groups in 
Northern Ireland. 
 
Next Updates 

 Provisional figures for July to September 
2018 will be available on 24 January 2019. 

 The scheduled dates for all upcoming 
publications are available from the 
GOV.UK statistics release calendar: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics 
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Introduction 
This report presents finalised and validated information on the quantities of local authority 
collected (LAC) municipal waste collected and managed in Northern Ireland over the 
2017/18 financial year, as well as trend data over previous years. It provides information 
on the quantities and rates of local authority collected municipal waste arising, sent for 
preparing for reuse, dry recycling, composting, energy recovery and sent to landfill. Some 
of these measurements are key performance indicators (KPIs). These are used to assess 
progress towards achieving waste strategy targets and where appropriate this is 
highlighted in the tables and charts.  
 
The 26 councils covered by previous reports were reorganised into 11 new councils from 1 
April 2015. This is the third annual release on an 11 council basis.  Quarterly reports 
presenting provisional estimates for local authority collected municipal waste management 
statistics have already been published on an 11 council basis for 2015/16, 2016/17, 
2017/18 and quarter 1 of 2018/19.  During this period in Northern Ireland, 8 of the 11 
councils were split into two Waste Management Groups (WMGs) with 3 councils 
unaffiliated to any group. WMGs produce, develop and implement Waste Management 
Plans for their areas of responsibility and are an important part of the data submission 
process. The group with the largest share of the population is arc21 with 59%. The North 
West Regional Waste Management Group (NWRWMG) has 16% of the population with 
the remaining 25% residing in councils belonging to no waste management group. 
 
There are six councils in arc21: Antrim & Newtownabbey; Ards & North Down; Belfast; 
Lisburn & Castlereagh; Mid & East Antrim; and Newry, Mourne & Down. NWRWMG 
contains two councils: Causeway Coast & Glens; and Derry City & Strabane. The 
remaining three councils are not members of any WMG: Armagh City, Banbridge & 
Craigavon; Fermanagh & Omagh; and Mid Ulster. 
 
Figure 1: Map of councils and waste management groups in Northern Ireland 
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Overview 
The report is split into five sections, each of which cover local authority collected (LAC) 
municipal and, where appropriate, household waste: 

 waste arisings (pages 5-7), 
 reuse, dry recycling and composting (pages 8-10), 

 energy recovery (pages 11-13), 

 landfill (pages 14-15), and, 

 biodegradable landfill (pages 16-17). 
 
The purpose of this overview is to show at a glance the proportions of the total LAC 
municipal waste arisings sent for preparing for reuse, dry recycling, composting, energy 
recovery and landfill.  

 
Figure 2: LAC municipal waste preparing for reuse, dry recycling, composting, 
energy recovery and landfill rates by council and waste management group 
Northern Ireland, 2017/18 

 
At the Northern Ireland level, 47.6% of LAC municipal waste was sent for preparing for 
reuse, dry recycling and composting during 2017/18.  Energy recovery accounted for 
18.4% whilst 32.6% was sent to landfill. This left 1.3% unaccounted for which was likely to 
involve moisture and/or gaseous losses, much of which is as a result of a drying process 
involving mixed municipal waste and operated by a contractor used to varying degrees by 
several councils. Unclassified waste is calculated as a residual amount of municipal waste 
after municipal waste sent for preparing for reuse, dry recycling, composting, energy 
recovery and landfill have been accounted for, instead of being extracted directly from the 
WasteDataFlow system. Each of the rates is discussed in detail in the appropriate section 
of the report. 
 
The rate of LAC municipal waste sent for preparing for reuse, dry recycling and 
composting increased by 3.6 percentage points, from 44.0% in 2016/17. The energy 
recovery rate remained similar to the 18.5% recorded in 2016/17 and the landfill rate fell by 
4.6 percentage points.
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Waste Arisings 
 
The total quantity of local authority collected (LAC) municipal waste arisings is a key 
performance indicator, KPI (j). This indicator is also used to monitor performance under 
the Local Government (Performance Indicators and Standards) Order (Northern Ireland) 
2015. In 2017/18, Northern Ireland’s councils collected 977,817 tonnes of LAC municipal 
waste. This was a 0.8% decrease on the 985,994 tonnes collected in 2016/17. 
 
Since 2006/07 household waste has accounted for 86-90% of total LAC municipal waste.  
In 2017/18 household waste accounted for 89.4%. Household waste includes materials 
collected directly from households via kerbside collections, material taken to bring sites 
and civic amenity sites as well as several other smaller sources. The remaining 10.6% was 
non-household waste. 
 
Figure 3: Waste arisings 
Northern Ireland, 2006/07 to 2017/18, KPI (j) 

 
 
The longer term trend has been a reduction in LAC municipal waste arisings from 
1,064,090 tonnes in 2006/07 to a low of 913,546 in 2012/13, a 14.1% decrease. Arisings 
have increased by 7.0% in the five years since.     
 
Factors affecting LAC municipal waste arisings, the majority of which is household waste, 
include individual household behaviours, the advice and collection services provided by 
councils and to some extent the state of the economy which continues to show signs of 
recovery. 
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Figure 4: LAC municipal waste arisings by council 
Northern Ireland, 2016/17 and 2017/18, KPI (j) 

 
 

Note: The NI and waste management group figures are not shown on this chart as their larger 
waste arisings distort the scale and make it difficult to distinguish the differences between councils. 
All figures are available from the data tables appendix. 
 

The proportion of Northern Ireland’s total LAC municipal waste collected by each council 
broadly reflects the population within the councils. Belfast City Council had the greatest 
LAC municipal waste arisings in 2017/18 with 169,368 tonnes. This was 17% of total NI 
LAC waste arisings, with 18% of the NI population living in this council area. It also had the 
largest proportion of non-household local authority collected municipal waste arisings, at 
24%, likely reflecting the concentration of businesses in this area. Fermanagh & Omagh 
District Council had the lowest arisings in 2017/18 with 53,828 tonnes collected. This 
represented 6% of total NI arisings during this period, the same as the proportion of the NI 
population living in this council area. 
 
Derry City & Strabane reported the largest increase in their LAC municipal waste arisings 
compared with last year, increasing by 4.3%. Antrim & Newtownabbey’s arisings increased 
by 1.5%, whilst Armagh City, Banbridge & Craigavon and Lisburn & Castlereagh both 
reported increases of 1.4% compared to 2016/17. Fermanagh & Omagh and Causeway 
Coast & Glens reported similar levels of LAC municipal waste arisings to last year. 
Arisings fell by 5.5% in Ards & North Down and 3.7% in Mid & East Antrim, with Mid Ulster, 
Belfast and Newry, Mourne & Down reporting decreases between 3.6% and 1.5%. 
 
There are two key performance indicators which look at household waste arisings in more 
detail by considering household waste arisings per capita, KPI (p), and per household 
KPI (h).  In Northern Ireland there were 467 kilogrammes (kg) of household waste 
collected per capita (per head of population) and 1.177 tonnes per household during 
2017/18. These were decreases on the 470 kg collected per person and 1.190 tonnes per 
household in 2016/17.   
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Figure 5: Household waste arisings per capita and per household by council 
Northern Ireland, 2017/18, KPIs (p) and (h) 

 
 
Belfast generated the smallest amount of household waste per person at 425 kg in 
2017/18, closely followed by Fermanagh & Omagh and Newry, Mourne & Down at 426 kg 
per person respectively. The largest quantity was recorded in Antrim & Newtownabbey at 
548kg per person. The greatest increase in household waste per person compared to last 
year was recorded in Derry City & Strabane, increasing by 2.8% to 473 kg per person. 
Household waste per person fell by 4.0% to 505 kg per person in Ards & North Down, the 
largest decrease recorded. 
 
The household waste arisings per household show a similar distribution across NI to 
household waste arisings per capita with some small differences. Belfast City Council 
generated the smallest quantity of household waste per household at 0.983 tonnes per 
household. The largest quantity per household was recorded in Mid Ulster at 1.437 tonnes 
per household. This may reflect the fact that Mid Ulster has the largest average household 
size of the 11 councils. 
 
The arisings figures can be found in Tables 1 and 2 of the data tables appendix. The per 
capita and per household figures can be found in Table 18. All figures are also available 
from the time series dataset. 
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-
municipal-waste-management-statistics-2017   
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Recycling (preparing for reuse, dry recycling and composting) 

 
This section of the report looks at local authority collected (LAC) municipal and household 
waste recycling rates. Both are key performance indicators and now include waste sent for 
preparing for reuse, dry recycling and composting. Previously used key performance 
indicators KPI (a) and (e) have been modified, in line with the rest of the UK, to include 
waste sent for preparing for reuse, and relabelled as KPI (a2) and (e2). The impacts were 
small, adding 0.1-0.2 percentage points to the rates, and resulted in the break in the time 
series visible in Figure 6. The KPI (a2) indicator is also used to monitor performance under 
the Local Government (Performance Indicators and Standards) Order (Northern Ireland) 
2015. 
 
Figure 6: Waste sent for preparing for reuse, dry recycling and composting 
Northern Ireland, 2006/07 to 2017/18, KPIs (a), (a2), (e), (e2) 

 
 
In 2017/18, the tonnage of LAC municipal waste sent for preparing for reuse, dry recycling 
and composting (referred to as ‘recycling’ for the rest of this section) increased by 7.3% to 
reach a record high of 465,777 tonnes. The LAC municipal waste recycling rate was 
47.6%, 3.6 percentage points higher than the recycling rate recorded in 2016/17. The dry 
recycling rate increased by 0.6 percentage points to 25.3% whilst the composting rate 
increased by 3.0 percentage points to 22.2%. The tonnage sent for composting showed 
strong growth in 2017/18, increasing by 14.8% to 216,717 tonnes. 
 
The household waste recycling rate was 48.1% in 2017/18, 3.7 percentage points higher 
than the 2016/17 recycling rate of 44.3% 1. The tonnage sent for recycling increased by 
8.2% to a new high of 420,265. The proportion of household waste sent for preparing for 
reuse was 0.2%, dry recycling made up 23.3% and composting was 24.6%. During 
2016/17, the equivalent rates for preparing for reuse, dry recycling and composting were 
0.2%, 22.8% and 21.4%. 
 

1 A revision to the way KPI(a2) is calculated resulted in the 2016/17 figure being revised from 44.4% to 44.3%.  
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Figure 7: Household waste preparing for reuse, dry recycling and composting rate 
by council and waste management group 
Northern Ireland, 2016/17 and 2017/18, KPI (a2) 

 

 
The lowest household recycling rate was recorded in Causeway Coast & Glens at 42.2%, 
similar to the rate recorded last year. Just under one quarter (24.7%) of their waste was 
sent for dry recycling, 17.4% was sent for composting and 0.1% was sent for preparing for 
reuse. Mid Ulster had the highest recycling rate at 54.3%, an increase of 2.7 percentage 
points on 2016/17. 
 
From April 2017, it became a statutory requirement for all councils in Northern Ireland to 
provide each household with a container for food (potentially with other bio-waste) to 
enable its separate collection. The purpose of this was to reduce the amount of this waste 
sent for disposal, if not collected separately it becomes contaminated/unrecyclable. The 
impact of this can be seen in Figure 7 above where all councils except Causeway Coast & 
Glens increased their household recycling rate compared to 2016/17. Differences in 
composting rates across the council areas can also be affected by variations in the urban-
rural characteristics of the council areas. 
 
Mid & East Antrim and Newry, Mourne & Down reported the largest increases on their 
recycling rates compared to last year. Mid & East Antrim increased their rate by 7.5 
percentage points to 52.8%. The composting rate increased by 7.0 percentage points to 
32.3%, accounting for most of this improved recycling rate. Newry, Mourne & Down 
recorded a 6.0 percentage point increase to report a 46.1% recycling rate for 2017/18, 
composting accounted for most of this with a 5.8 percentage point increase, giving a 
composting rate of 22.6%. Lisburn & Castlereagh increased their recycling rate compared 
to last year by 5.2 percentage points to 46.3% with their composting and dry recycling 
rates both improving by 3.2 percentage points and 2.0 percentage points respectively. 
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An additional recycling rate, called the waste from households recycling rate, was 
calculated for the first time in April to June 2015. It is not a key performance indicator and 
is not discussed in this report but can be found in the appendix tables of this report. It can 
be used to make comparable calculations between each of the four UK countries. For 
more information see Waste from Households Recycling Rate under Data Developments 
in the User Guidance. These figures can be found in Tables 16 and 17 of the data tables 
appendix and in the time series dataset. The waste from households figures are available 
in Table 23 and in the time series dataset. 
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-
municipal-waste-management-statistics-2017  
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Energy recovery 
 
Energy Recovery via incineration of LACMW 
This annual report includes figures on energy recovery, which is the term used when value 
is gained from waste products by converting them into energy. All energy recovery figures 
reported in this section are derived from material sent for energy recovery via incineration, 
although other technologies exist. Energy recovery via anaerobic digestion is discussed at 
the end of this section. For more information see Energy Recovery Data in the Data 
Developments section of the user guidance. 
 
In 2017/18, 179,899 tonnes of LAC municipal waste arisings was sent for energy recovery.  
This gave a LAC municipal waste energy recovery rate of 18.4%, similar to the 18.5% 
recorded in 2016/17.  In each year, the majority was mixed residual LAC municipal waste 
with a smaller proportion from specific streams, e.g. wood.     
 
Figure 8: LAC municipal waste sent for energy recovery 
Northern Ireland, 2006/07 to 2017/18 

 
 

There was zero, or very small quantities, of LAC municipal waste sent for energy recovery 
before 2009/10. Strong growth followed from 2010/11 to 2016/17 with the energy recovery 
rate increasing from 0.4% in 2009/10 to 18.5% in 2016/17. The rate remained similar in 
2017/18 (18.4%). Whilst mixed residual LAC municipal waste sent for energy recovery fell 
by 0.8 percentage points, the specific streams proportion continued to grow, reaching 
4.1% in 2017/18. 
 
Mixed residual LAC municipal waste sent for energy recovery is combustible residual 
waste collected from the kerbside and from civic amenity sites and processed into refuse 
derived fuel at material recovery facilities. The specific streams element of energy 
recovery is mostly wood but also includes furniture, carpets and mattresses, mostly 
collected from civic amenity sites.  
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Figure 9: LAC municipal waste energy recovery by council and waste management 
group 
Northern Ireland, 2016/17 and 2017/18 

 
 
Newry, Mourne & Down had the highest energy recovery rate in 2017/18 at 49.5%, a 
decrease of 0.9 percentage points on last year. A fall in mixed residual LAC municipal 
waste counted for most of this decrease. The lowest energy recovery rate was 5.5 for 
Fermanagh & Omagh, an increase of 2.4 percentage points on 2016/17. The energy 
recovery rate also increased in Lisburn & Castlereagh and Mid Ulster, rising 2.1 and 4.0 
percentage points respectively. 
 
Whilst the energy recovery rate remained similar between 2016/17 and 2017/18 in Antrim 
& Newtownabbey, Ards & North Down and Mid & East Antrim, it fell in all other council 
areas. Derry City & Strabane reported a decrease of 3.5 percentage points to give a rate 
of 27.6%, whilst Belfast, Armagh City, Banbridge & Craigavon, Causeway Coast & Glens 
and Newry, Mourne & Down reported decreases between 1.5 and 0.8 percentage points. 
 
For all councils except Antrim & Newtownabbey, Ards & North Down, Fermanagh & 
Omagh and Lisburn & Castlereagh, energy recovery for mixed residual waste accounted 
for a greater proportion of their total energy recovery than specific streams such as wood.  
Antrim & Newtownabbey had the highest energy recovery rate for specific streams at 6.8% 
whilst Newry, Mourne & Down had the highest energy recovery rate for mixed residual 
waste at 45.8%.   
 
The NWRWMG had an energy recovery rate of 22.3%, down from 24.3% in 2016/17, but 
higher than that of arc21 which at 16.9% remained similar to last year. 
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Generating energy from waste by incineration is preferable to landfill, although preparing 
for reuse, dry recycling and composting are preferable to both. 
 
Energy Recovery via Anaerobic Digestion of LACMW 
The tonnages relating to energy recovery from material undergoing anaerobic digestion 
are still accounted for under the recycling section since the vast majority of the tonnage of 
waste undergoing this process eventually ends up as a compost (once the methane 
generated from the anaerobic digestion process has been collected). Table 13 in the data 
tables appendix shows the amount of food waste anaerobically treated to recover energy 
before ending up as a compost. 
 
These figures can be found in Tables 3, 4 and 13 of the data tables appendix and in the 
time series dataset. 
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-
municipal-waste-management-statistics-2017 
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Landfill 
 
The quantity of LAC municipal waste sent to landfill decreased by 13.1% from 367,484 to 
319,212 tonnes between 2016/17 and 2017/18. This gave a landfill rate of 32.6% for 
2017/18, 4.6 percentage points lower than the 37.3% recorded in 2016/17 and the lowest 
ever recorded. Similarly, the landfill rate for household waste has recorded a new low of 
32.0% in 2017/18, a drop of 4.7 percentage points on the 2016/17 rate of 36.7% and a fall 
from a high of 72.3% in 2006/07. 
 
Figure 10: Waste sent to landfill 
Northern Ireland, 2006/07 to 2017/18, KPIs (b) and (f) 

 
 
The NWRWMG had a LAC municipal waste landfill rate of 30.8%, 1.8 percentage points 
lower than the NI rate, and 2.1 percentage points lower than recorded in 2016/17.  Arc21’s 
LAC municipal waste landfill rate was higher than the NI rate at 35.0%, however it fell by 
5.0 percentage points compared to 2016/17. 
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Figure 11: Household waste landfilled by council and waste management group 
Northern Ireland, 2016/17 and 2017/18, KPI (b) 

 

All councils recorded a decrease in their household landfill rate compared to last year. 
Decreases ranged from 8.1 percentage points in Mid Ulster to 1.2 percentage points in 
Causeway Coast & Glens. 
 
Newry, Mourne & Down recorded the lowest landfill rate at 5.6%, less than one fifth of the 
Northern Ireland rate of 32.0% and an improvement of 5.0 percentage points on the 
2016/17 rate for the council of 10.6%. Whilst Fermanagh & Omagh’s household landfill 
rate decreased by 3.2 percentage points compared to 2016/17, the 47.9% reported for 
2017/18 was higher than in any other council. 
 
Increased recycling rates due to the statutory requirement for all councils in Northern 
Ireland to provide households with a container for food to enable its separate collection 
contributed to the drop in landfill rates, though increasing energy recovery rates for some 
councils also contributed. Material, mainly from residual waste treatment, can be sent for 
energy recovery in the form of refuse derived fuel (RDF) which diverts it from landfill. 
Landfill Tax for household waste continues to be the main driver for local authorities to 
reduce landfill. Other considerations include a limit on the amount of biodegradable LAC 
municipal waste as measured by KPI (g). Generating energy from waste by incineration is 
preferable to landfill, although recycling and reuse are preferable to both. This data and 
more information including collection method can be found in the data tables appendix. 
Tables 3 and 4 cover LAC municipal waste and Tables 16 and 17 cover household waste. 
The data are also available from the time series dataset. 
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-
municipal-waste-management-statistics-2017  
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Biodegradable local authority collected municipal waste to 
landfill 

 
Article 5(2) of the EC Landfill Directive (1999/31/EC) requires member states to reduce the 
amount of biodegradable municipal waste sent to landfill, setting challenging targets. The 
Landfill Allowance Scheme (NI) Regulations 2004 (as amended) place a statutory 
responsibility on councils, in each scheme year, to landfill no more than the quantity of 
biodegradable LAC municipal waste (BLACMW) for which they have allowances. In order 
to ensure compliance with these targets, the amount of biodegradable LAC municipal 
waste sent to landfill, KPI (g), is monitored. This indicator is also used to monitor 
performance under the Local Government (Performance Indicators and Standards) Order 
(Northern Ireland) 2015. 
 
Under the Northern Ireland Landfill Allowance Scheme (NILAS) regulations councils have 
been allocated a number of allowances (each allowance represents 1 tonne of BLACMW) 
for each year until 2019/20. However in any scheme year a council may transfer 
allowances to other councils in order to ensure that each council does not exceed the 
amount it is permitted to send to landfill. Transfers of allowances are not included in the 
provisional quarterly figures but are included in these finalised annual figures. More 
information on the NILAS regulations can be found on the DAERA website: 
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/articles/northern-ireland-landfill-allowance-scheme-nilas 
 

Figure 12: Biodegradable LAC municipal waste sent to landfill 
Northern Ireland, 2006/07 to 2017/18, KPI (g) 

 
 
There were 171,295 tonnes of BLACMW sent to landfill during 2017/18. This was 16.2% 
lower than the 204,380 tonnes sent in 2016/17, and 69% of the allowance used compared 
to 78% in 2016/17.  The 2017/18 NILAS allowance (248,570 tonnes) was 5.4% lower than 
the 2016/17 allowance (262,857 tonnes). 
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The amount of BLACMW sent to landfill in 2017/18 has fallen by 68.0% compared with the 
amount sent in 2006/07. Whilst the tonnage of biodegradable LAC municipal waste being 
sent to landfill is decreasing in line with the allocation, the proportion of the allocation used 
in previous years has remained similar at around 75-82%, with the exception of 2011/12 
and 2012/13 when 66% and 86% of the allocation was used. In 2017/18, 69% of the 
allocation was used. 
 
Councils within arc21 used 71.7% of their total allocation, down from 83.6% in 2016/17, 
whilst councils within NWRWMG used 78.6% of their allocation, an increase of 1.5 
percentage points from 2016/17.  If comparing the extent to which allowances have been 
used against last year, it is important to note that there has been a reduction in the 
allocations in 2017/18. 
 
Figure 13: Biodegradable LAC municipal waste landfilled by council and waste 
management group  
Northern Ireland, 2017/18, KPI (g) 

 
Note: The NI and waste management group figures are not shown on this chart as their figures 
distort the scale and make it difficult to distinguish differences between councils. The figures are 
available from the data tables appendix. 

 
There is considerable variation between councils in the proportion of the 2017/18 
allowance used – there were no transfers of allowances between Councils in 2017/18.  
Newry, Mourne & Down used the lowest share of its annual allocation at 11.0%, a fall of 
10.5 percentage points compared to 2016/17. Fermanagh & Omagh used 99.2% of their 
2017/18 allowance, down from 99.8% in 2016/17, whilst Causeway Coast & Glens 
recorded a 5.3 percentage point increase in the proportion of their allocation used 
compared to last year, using 98.5% of the 2017/18 allocation.   

 
This data can be found in Table 21 of the data tables appendix and in the time series 
dataset. 
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-
municipal-waste-management-statistics-2017   
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Northern Ireland Key Performance Indicators 2017/18 
 
Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) are a set of measures used to gauge performance in 
terms of meeting waste strategy targets. They were originally defined in the Environment 
and Heritage Service (now the Northern Ireland Environment Agency) municipal waste 
data monitoring and reporting: interim guidelines, published in March 2003. 

 

The table below has been included to help users find a specific KPI value or location in the 
report or appendix. Previously used key performance indicators KPIs (a) and (e) have 
been modified, in line with the rest of the UK, to include waste sent for preparing for reuse, 
and relabelled as KPI (a2) and (e2). 

 

 
KPI 
 

 
Performance during 2017/18 

 
Section in report and 

Appendix Table 

a2 
48.1% of household waste sent for recycling 
(including composting and preparing for reuse) 

Recycling (pages 8-10) 
Appendix table 17a 

b 32.0% of household waste landfilled 
Landfill (pages 14-15) 

Appendix table 17b 

e2 
47.6% of LAC municipal waste sent for recycling 
(including composting and preparing for reuse) 

Recycling (pages 8-10) 
Appendix table 4a 

f 32.6% of LAC municipal waste landfilled 
Landfill (pages 14-15) 

Appendix table 4b 

g 
171,295 tonnes of biodegradable LAC municipal 
waste landfilled 

Biodegradable landfill  
(pages 16-17) 

 Appendix table 21 

h 
1.177 tonnes of household waste generated per 
household 

Waste arisings (pages 5-7) 
Appendix table 18 

j 977,817 tonnes of LAC municipal waste 
generated 

Waste arisings (pages 5-7) 
Appendix table 1 

m 
See Tables 22i and 22ii for capture rates by 
primary waste category 

Appendix tables 22i and 22ii 

n 
0.8% decrease in LAC municipal waste 
generated 

Waste arisings (pages 5-7) 
Appendix table 2 

p 
467 kilogrammes of household waste generated 
per capita 

Waste arisings (pages 5-7) 
Appendix table 18 

 
The fully validated figures that are published in the annual report have undergone audit by the 
Northern Ireland Environment Agency (NIEA) and further validation by Statistics and Analytical 
Services Branch (SASB) in the Department of Agriculture, Environment and Rural Affairs 
(DAERA). The annual validation acts as a check that all issues raised at the quarterly 
validation stage have been addressed. Additional validation checks incorporated later in the 
working year are then also applied backwards to all quarters in the reporting year via the 
annual validation.  
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The table below outlines the differences between finalised data in this annual report and the 
provisional 2017/18 figures presented in the data tables appendix for the January to March 
2018 quarterly report.  
https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-municipal-
waste-management-statistics-january-march-2018  (Data tables appendix - Table 18)  
 
Comparison of provisional and final figures for 2017/18 key performance indicators 

 

KPI Definition 
2017/18 

provisional 
2017/18 

finalised 
difference 

 
a2 

 
Percentage of household waste 
sent for recycling (including 
composting and preparing for 
reuse) 
 

 
48.3% 

 
48.1% 

 
-0.20 percentage 

points 

b Percentage of household waste 
sent to landfill 

31.9% 32.0% 0.16 percentage 
points 

e2 Percentage of LAC municipal 
waste sent for recycling (including 
composting and preparing for 
reuse) 

47.9% 47.6% -0.26 percentage 
points 

     

f Percentage of LAC municipal 
waste landfilled 

32.5% 32.6% 0.15 percentage 
points 

g Reported biodegradable LAC 
municipal waste sent to landfill 

171,119 171,295 177 tonnes  
(0.10%) 

h Annual household waste collected 
per household 

1.177 1.177 -0.00 tonnes  
(-0.03%) 

j LAC municipal waste arisings 978,005 977,817 -188 tonnes 
(0.02%) 

m Capture rates See Tables 22i and 22ii for capture rates by 
primary waste category 

n LAC municipal waste arisings 
growth rate 

-0.8% -0.8% 0.02 percentage 
points 

p Annual household waste collected 
per capita 

467 467 -0.17 kg per person 
(0.04%) 

 
The differences between provisional and final figures are small but arise due to the 
additional validations carried out before the finalisation of this annual publication. 
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Progress against targets 
 

Data contained in this release are published primarily to provide an indication of the 
progress towards achieving waste strategy targets. They allow for the assessment of the 
performance of the councils and waste management groups in Northern Ireland in 
managing waste arisings, recycling, composting and landfill.  
 

Overview of progress against targets 

Indicator Source Progress/Outcome 

To achieve a 
recycling rate of 45% 
(including preparing 
for re-use) of 
household waste by 
2015    

Targets 1, 2 & 3 on p39 of the 
revised Northern Ireland Waste 

Management Strategy  
https://www.daera-

ni.gov.uk/publications/delivering-
resource-efficiency-northern-
ireland-waste-management-

strategy 
 

KPI (a2) 
Target not met in 2016/17 - 

44.3% 1 
Target met in 2017/18 –  

48.1% 
 

  
To achieve a 
recycling rate of 50% 
(including preparing 
for re-use) of 
household waste by 
2020   

KPI (a2) 
Progress in 2017/18 – 48.1% 

  
To achieve a 
recycling rate of 60% 
(including preparing 
for re-use) of LACMW 
by 2020   
 

KPI (e2) 
Progress in 2017/18 - 47.6% 

To landfill no more 
than 248,570 tonnes 
of biodegradable 
LACMW by the end of 
March 2018.    

Article 3 of The Landfill (Scheme 
Year and Maximum Landfill 
Amount) Regulations 2004  

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi
/2004/1936/regulation/3/made  

KPI (g) 
Target met in 2017/18 – 
171,295 tonnes (69% of 

allowance used)  
 

Target met in 2017/18 – 
171,295 tonnes (69% of 

allowance used) 

 
To landfill no more 
than 220,000 tonnes 
of biodegradable 
LACMW by the end of 
March 2020.   

   

   

1 A revision to the way KPI(a2) is calculated resulted in the 2016/17 figure being revised from 44.4% to 44.3%.
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Appendix 1: User Guidance 
 
This statistical release is part of a regular 
data series presenting finalised 
information on local authority collected 
municipal waste managed in Northern 
Ireland. 
 
Description of data 
Local authority collected municipal waste 
(LACMW) data in Northern Ireland. This 
is municipal waste which is collected 
under arrangements made by a district 
council. 
 
Main Uses of Data 
Data contained in this release are 
published primarily to provide an 
indication of the progress towards 
achieving waste strategy targets. They 
allow for the assessment of the 
performance of the councils and waste 
management groups in Northern Ireland 
in managing waste arisings, recycling, 
composting and landfill. Targets are set 
for an annual period and performance 
against targets is considered in the 
Progress against targets section.  
 
The revised NI Waste Management 
Strategy sets out targets for the 
management of local authority collected 
municipal waste. 

- To achieve a recycling rate of 45% 
(including preparing for re-use) of 
household waste by 2015. 
- To achieve a recycling rate of 50% 
(including preparing for re-use) of 
household waste by 2020.  
- Proposals to achieve a recycling rate 
of 60% (including preparing for re-use) 
of LACMW by 2020. 

https://www.daera-
ni.gov.uk/articles/waste-management-
strategy  
 
The draft Programme for Government 
Framework 2016-2021 contains 
‘percentage of household waste that is 
recycled or composted’ as a measure for 
indicator 36: increase household waste 
recycling. The second consultation on this 

framework opened on 28 October 2016 
and closed on 23 December 2016. 
 
The Local Government (Performance 
Indicators and Standards) Order 
(Northern Ireland) 2015 came into 
operation on 28 September 2015. It 
contains three waste management 
indicators which correspond to KPIs (a2), 
(g) and (j) in this publication. 
 
The EU Waste Framework Directive 
statutory target requires member states to 
recycle 50% of waste from households by 
2020.  
 
The data are also used to assess 
performance against the Landfill Directive 
targets. 
http://www.ciwm.co.uk/ciwm/knowledge/la
ndfill-directive.aspx  
 
This annual report provides final validated 
information on several key performance 
indicators (KPIs) used to assess progress 
towards achieving local authority 
collected municipal waste targets. 
 
The waste data may help to inform 
particular lifestyle choices of the public, 
specifically decisions about how to treat 
their waste. This information feeds into 
Northern Ireland specific and UK wide 
research projects and articles carried out 
and published by Waste and Resource 
Action Programme (WRAP) – see the 
following web resources for more 
information: 
https://www.recyclenow.com/ni 
http://www.wrap.org.uk/  
http://laportal.wrap.org.uk/ 
 
These projects are funded by each of the 
governments within the UK and the EU. 
The results of research by WRAP assist 
governments to devise strategies to deal 
with issues such as using resources 
sustainably, helping people to recycle 
more and to waste less both at home and 
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at work, offering economic as well as 
environmental benefits. 
 
Additionally, waste management 
information is used to inform the media, 
special interest groups such as the 
Chartered Institute of Waste Management 
(CIWM) which is the professional body 
representing waste and resource 
professionals, academics, for example 
those who would have an interest and/or 
involvement in the WRAP research 
mentioned above, and by DAERA to 
respond to parliamentary / assembly 
questions and ad hoc queries from the 
public.  
 
The Northern Ireland Neighbourhood 
Information Service (NINIS) provides 
access to waste information with the aim 
of making it available to as wide an 
audience as possible by providing 
interactive charts and mapping facilities 
that enable the statistics to be interpreted 
readily in a spatial context.  
http://www.ninis2.nisra.gov.uk/Interactive
Maps/Agriculture%20and%20Environmen
t/Environment/Local%20Authority%20Coll
ected%20Municipal%20Waste%20Recycl
ing/atlas.html 
 
Local Government Reorganisation 
The 26 councils covered by previous 
reports were reorganised into 11 new 
councils from 1 April 2015. Prior to this, 
we consulted with users of the report, the 
proposed changes and summary of 
responses are available on the Statistics 
and Analytical Services Branch (SASB) 
website https://www.daera-
ni.gov.uk/consultations/proposed-
changes-northern-ireland-local-authority-
collected-municipal-waste-management-
statistics 
 
At that stage the opportunity was also 
taken to update the report using feedback 
from NISRA’s peer review group. 
 
 
 
 

Data Developments 
Key Performance Indicators (a) and (e) 
Prior to 2015/16, NI recycling KPIs did not 
include waste sent for preparing for 
reuse, unlike the other UK devolved 
administrations. Waste sent for preparing 
for reuse has been added to the 
calculations of these KPIs and they have 
been renamed KPI (a2) and KPI (e2).  
This change has been backdated to 
include data from 2012/13 onwards and 
allows comparisons across time to be 
made for these KPIs. 
 
The difference this makes to the quantity 
of waste recycled is small. During 
2017/18 this change added on 1,490 
tonnes of waste sent for preparing for 
reuse to the recycling total. This added 
0.2 percentage points to the KPI (a) and 
KPI (e) rates respectively. 
 
These measures are now more 
consistent with the rest of the UK and 
more consistent with the definition of the 
targets in the Waste Management 
Strategy 2020 and the Local Government 
(Performance Indicators and Standards) 
Order (NI) 2015, which include waste 
sent for preparing for reuse. 
 
Waste from households recycling rate 
In Northern Ireland, the household 
recycling rate is based on ‘household 
waste’ as defined in the Waste and 
Contaminated Land (NI) Order 1997 (the 
1997 Order) and Schedule to the 
Controlled Waste and Duty of Care 
Regulations (NI) 2013. The new ‘waste 
from households’ recycling rate has been 
introduced for statistical purposes to 
provide a harmonised UK indicator with a 
comparable calculation in each of the four 
UK countries. 
 
This ‘waste from households’ measure 
has been added to the data tables 
appendix; see Table 23. However the 
focus of this report is still the previous 
‘household waste’ definition because it is 
the measure most directly related to 
current NI policy targets. There are 
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targets in the revised Waste Management 
Strategy, the 2015-16 Programme for 
Government and the Local Government 
(Performance Indicators and Standards) 
Order (NI) 2015 that reference the prior 
‘household waste’ definition. The ‘waste 
from households’ measure may feature in 
the body of this report in future if it 
becomes more prominent in recycling 
targets. 
 
There is a difference between ‘household 
waste’ and ‘waste from households’. The 
latter has a generally narrower definition 
than the former. There are a number of 
sources of waste that were considered 
under ‘household waste’ that are not 
considered by ‘waste from households’, 
for example waste from street recycling 
bins and street cleaning. More 
information is available from the ‘waste 
from households’ calculation guidance on 
the WDF website. 
http://www.wastedataflow.org/documents/
guidancenotes/NorthernIreland/OtherGui
danceNotes/WfHrecyclingguidanceNI_v2.
pdf  
 
Analysis using 2017/18 data has shown 
that the ‘waste from households’ rate is 
1.0 percentage points lower than the 
‘household waste’ recycling rate at the 
Northern Ireland level. However, the 
difference between these rates vary 
across councils, with the waste from 
households being between 1.2 
percentage points higher to 5.4 
percentage points lower than the 
household waste. The time series file 
allows the difference in these rates to be 
compared over quarters and across 
councils. 
 
Data Sources 
Waste Management Data 
The information presented in this report is 
taken from WasteDataFlow (WDF), a web 
based system for local authority collected 
municipal waste reporting by UK local 
authorities to central government. The data 
are based on returns made to WDF (relating 
to approximately 40 questions on local 

authority collected municipal waste 
management) by councils, within two 
months of the end of each quarter. 
 
It is increasingly rare that residual waste 
may still be disposed of directly to landfill. 
Waste is collected by the councils directly 
from the kerbside and some civic amenity 
sites; third parties under contract to the 
council also collect from the remaining 
civic amenity sites and almost all of the 
bring banks. Some larger councils use 
intermediate bulking up stations where 
the waste is weighed both coming into 
and leaving the transfer station. In all 
cases the waste is weighed on arrival at 
treatment sites for recovery e.g. Material 
Recovery Facilities (MRFs) and/or 
disposal e.g. landfill sites.  
 
MRFs, which sort the co-mingled waste 
into different resource streams, almost 
always have more than one input source 
and so the weighed tonnages of each 
stream coming out of the plant are 
assigned pro-rata to each source i.e. 
based on their input tonnages as a 
percentage of all input tonnages for that 
period. Weighbridge dockets are 
generated which form the basis for 
statutory Waste Transfer Notes (WTNs) 
as the waste moves further down the 
treatment chain/onto reprocessors. These 
WTNs and/or internal reports (which also 
form the basis for invoices) are then sent 
to the council on a monthly basis. These 
are summarised on a quarterly basis and 
organised into the relevant WDF 
questions/categories and finally input by 
hand into the WDF web portal. 
Data providers (councils in Northern 
Ireland) are supplied with technical 
guidance documents outlining the 
methodologies that should be used in the 
collection, reporting and validation of the 
data returns. These documents can be 
accessed on the WDF website. 
www.wastedataflow.org/htm/datasets.asp
x#NorthernIrelandGuidance 
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Population Data 
Population data used to calculate KPI (p), 
household waste arisings per capita, are 
taken from the 2017 mid-year estimates, 
produced by NISRA, and were the most 
up to date available at the time of 
publication. 
 
Household Data 
Household data used to calculate KPI (h), 
household waste arisings per household, 
are based on the Land and Property 
Services (LPS) housing stock from April 
2018.  Note these household figures do 
not include caravans.  An adjustment is 
made to account for the estimated 
number of vacant properties. A council-
specific occupancy rate was calculated 
from 2011 Census data and is applied to 
the LPS data. The datasets can be 
accessed from the LPS website. 
https://www.finance-
ni.gov.uk/topics/statistics-and-
research/housing-stock-statistics 
 
https://www.finance-
ni.gov.uk/topics/statistics-and-
research/new-dwelling-statistics 
 
Data Quality 
The data are final and are based on, but 
supersede, previously published data 
from the four quarterly returns for the 
financial year. The data download from 
WDF were completed on 16 November 
2018. At that time, all the district councils 
had made a return, giving a 100% 
response rate. 
 
Information contained in this report has 
been sourced from WasteDataFlow 
(WDF), which is the web based system 
for local authority collected municipal 
waste data reporting by UK local 
authorities to central government. The 
data in this report are based on returns 
made to WDF by district councils in 
Northern Ireland at the end of the 
2017/18 financial year. 
 
The fully validated figures that are published 
in this annual report have undergone audit 

by Northern Ireland Environment Agency 
(NIEA) and further validation by Statistics 
and Analytical Services Branch (SASB) 
beyond that which is done on a quarterly 
basis. The annual validation acts as a check 
that all issues raised at the quarterly 
validation stages have been addressed. 
Additional validation checks incorporated 
later in the working year are then also 
applied backwards to all quarters in the 
reporting year via the annual validation. 
 
Strengths of Data 
Data are derived from WDF with full 
coverage for all councils to support 
statutory NILAS diversion targets. As the 
data are derived from an administrative 
system, they provide a complete picture 
of council controlled waste activity in NI.  
 
Validation and audits 
Various validation checks are carried out 
by both NIEA and SASB. Validations are 
conducted for each individual question, 
with additional global validations carried 
out to ensure that total tonnage of waste 
types is equal to the sum of the 
component parts. Any discrepancies are 
queried with the data provider. Variance 
checks are employed as an integral part 
of the production process. 
 
In addition, NIEA carry out a year round 
programme of audits of WDF returns by 
individual councils. These audits are 
conducted under Regulation 10 (6)(a) of 
the NILAS Regulations. Councils are 
selected from each waste management 
group and contacted by telephone, letter 
and e-mail informing them of NIEA’s 
intention to audit. The audit involves 
checking and confirming relevant data 
submitted as a NILAS return to the 
Monitoring Authority via WDF. One 
quarter of each council’s municipal waste 
returns are selected, generally being the 
most recent submission. The areas being 
inspected relate to: 
i. landfilling of municipal waste, 
ii. collection, recycling, reuse and 

recovery of municipal waste, 
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iii. the standard of reporting/evidence for 
end destinations of recycled materials. 

 
Councils are asked to provide original 
documentation to support reported figures 
in the WDF system for the quarter in 
question. Any anomalies or discrepancies 
are subsequently queried with the 
relevant council. As WDF data can 
usually only be amended at council level, 
it is then necessary to ‘reject’ or release 
the data back to the waste management 
group and subsequently back to the 
council so that it might be corrected as 
appropriate. 
 
Limitations of Data 
Waste Management Data 
Despite the intensive validation carried 
out on the data prior to publication, any 
administrative system involving manual 
data compilation will always be open to a 
degree of clerical error. 
 
Unclassified waste 
Unclassified waste is calculated as a 
residual amount of municipal waste after 
municipal waste sent to landfill, sent for 
recycling (including composting), sent for 
energy recovery and preparing for reuse 
have been accounted for, instead of 
being extracted directly from the 
WasteDataFlow system. The majority of 
the total unclassified tonnage can be 
attributed to moisture and/or gaseous 
losses. Small negative tonnages can 
arise in the unclassified column if more 
waste is sent for treatment in the quarter 
than was actually collected as is more 
likely at councils operating transfer 
stations. Transfer stations move waste 
quickly but if a particular transfer occurs 
the day after arriving, which also happens 
to be the start of the next quarter, then a 
small inconsistency can arise. 
Types of waste 
There are many different forms of waste, 
including municipal solid waste, 
commercial and industrial waste, 
construction, demolition and excavation 
waste, hazardous waste, agricultural 
waste, and waste water and sludges. 

The latest report on construction, 
demolition and excavation waste arisings 
is for 2009/10: 
https://www.daera-
ni.gov.uk/publications/construction-
demolition-and-excavation-waste-
arisings-use-and-disposal-northern-
ireland  
 
Following on from the UK’s agreement to 
revise its interpretation of ‘municipal 
waste’ to include much more commercial 
and industrial waste than previously; it 
should be noted that this report, as with 
all previous ones, reflects local authority 
collected municipal waste only. 
 
Material Recovery Facilities 
MRFs usually have more than one input 
source and the pro-rata assignment to 
each source based on their input 
tonnages can lead to a small over or 
under estimation of the actual tonnage 
being recovered from each individual 
source. 
 
Capture Rates 
Capture rates are no longer included in 
the body of the report but are still 
available in the data tables appendix. The 
calculations for capture rates are based 
on a Compositional Study undertaken in 
2007-08 and may not accurately reflect 
the current situation. However, it is the 
best available estimation of the 
proportions of the primary waste 
categories contained within kerbside 
residual waste. Levels of uncertainty 
around the results of the Compositional 
Study are discussed in the full report. 
 
The accuracy of these estimates is 
expected to decrease over time as 
household recycling habits continue to 
change. 
 
Waste Crime 
Waste crime is the unauthorised 
management of waste, including illegal 
dumping. It can be difficult to quantify the 
impact of such activity upon these official 
figures as it is not always possible to 
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determine the source, date and tonnage 
of illegally deposited waste. Where 
possible the extent and any implications 
of such activity will be communicated to 
users. 
 
Rounding and Summing 
It should be noted that in some instances 
totals may not add up due to rounding. If 
tonnages work out to be less than 0.5 
tonnes, they will be rounded to zero.  
 
On occasion percentages work out to be 
less than 0.1% or more than 99.9%. 
Users should be aware that in such 
cases, the percentage is rounded to zero 
or 100% respectively. 
 
Whilst tonnages may be summed over 
councils and/or Waste Management 
Groups to give totals for higher level 
geographies, such totals may suffer from 
rounding errors when compared with any 
given totals. 
 
However where fractions or proportions, 
such as recycling rates, waste arisings 
per capita etc are stated for councils or 
waste management groups, these 
indicators cannot be simply added or 
averaged to produce a rate for a higher 
level geography. Such information is 
often available in the data tables 
appendix, or otherwise may be available 
upon request. 
 
Notation and Terminology 
Please see the glossary (appendix 2) for 
clarification of key terms. 
 
 
Guidance on using data 
All figures in the report and the 
accompanying Excel tables are annual 
figures and refer to the stated period. 
These annual figures are the final, 
validated figures for the year and 
supersede those figures published in the 
quarterly reports for the period. Please 
note that any comparisons with prior year 
use the final validated figures as 
published in the annual report for that 

period. Very small increases or 
decreases in figures (<0.5% or <0.5 
percentage points) are not highlighted in 
the commentary and should be 
interpreted with care. 
 
Waste Management information 
elsewhere in the United Kingdom and 
Europe 
While it is our intention to direct users to 
waste management information 
elsewhere in the UK and Europe, users 
should be aware that local authority 
collected municipal waste statistics in 
other administrations are not always 
measured in a comparable manner to 
those in Northern Ireland. Details of 
waste management data published 
elsewhere in the UK and Europe can be 
found at the following links. 
 
England 
https://www.gov.uk/government/collection
s/waste-and-recycling-statistics 
 
Scotland 
http://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/wast
e/waste-data/waste-data-reporting/ 
 
Wales 
http://gov.wales/statistics-and-
research/local-authority-municipal-waste-
management/?lang=en 
 
Ireland 
http://www.epa.ie/waste/municipal/ 
 
European Union Member States 
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-
explained/index.php/Municipal_waste_sta
tistics 
The basis of the data collection across 
the UK using WDF is broadly consistent, 
however there are some minor 
definitional differences such as NI 
recycling KPIs do include material used 
as ‘backfill’ (using suitable waste material 
to refill an excavation instead of non-
waste material) which is not directly 
comparable with the revised Waste 
Framework Directive recycling 
measurements. 

Page 214 of 292

https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/waste-and-recycling-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/waste-and-recycling-statistics
http://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/waste/waste-data/waste-data-reporting/
http://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/waste/waste-data/waste-data-reporting/
http://gov.wales/statistics-and-research/local-authority-municipal-waste-management/?lang=en
http://gov.wales/statistics-and-research/local-authority-municipal-waste-management/?lang=en
http://gov.wales/statistics-and-research/local-authority-municipal-waste-management/?lang=en
http://www.epa.ie/waste/municipal/
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Municipal_waste_statistics
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Municipal_waste_statistics
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Municipal_waste_statistics


 

27 

 

The meetings of the WasteDataFlow 
Operational Group ensure a conscious 
effort to share waste management 
developments on a UK-wide basis with 
Northern Ireland representation on this 
group.  
https://www.daera-
ni.gov.uk/publications/waste-data-flow-
northern-ireland-user-group-meeting-
2012 
 
A National Statistics Publication 
National Statistics are produced to a high 
professional standard. They undergo 
regular quality assurance reviews to 
ensure that they meet customer needs. 
They are produced free from any political 
interference.  
 
The UK Statistics Authority has 
designated these statistics as National 
Statistics, in accordance with the 
Statistics and Registration Service Act 
2007 and signifying compliance with the 
Code of Practice for Official Statistics.  
Designation can be broadly interpreted to 
mean that the statistics:  

-  meet identified user needs;  
- are well explained and readily 

accessible;  
- are produced according to sound 

methods; and  
- are managed impartially and 

objectively in the public interest.  
 
Once statistics have been designated as 
National Statistics it is a statutory 

requirement that the Code of Practice 
shall continue to be observed.  
 
The Department demonstrates its 
commitment to the Code of Practice by 
publishing a series of supporting 
statements related to its use of 
administrative data, publication strategy, 
confidentiality arrangements, revisions 
policy, customer service and complaints 
procedure. For details see the statistics 
charter on the DAERA statistics website 
https://www.daera-
ni.gov.uk/publications/daeras-statistics-
charter  
 
For further information 
For more information relating to this 
publication, including additional analysis, 
breakdowns of the data or alternative 
formats please contact Statistics and 
Analytical Services Branch. 
 
As we want to engage with users of our 
statistics, we invite you to feedback your 
comments on this publication at any time 
of the year. Contact details are available 
on the front cover of this report and in the 
data tables appendix. 
 
Copyright 
This publication is Crown copyright. It 
may be reproduced free of charge in any 
format or medium. Any material used  
must be acknowledged and the title of the 
publication specified. 
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Appendix 2: Glossary 
 

Term 
 

 
Explanation 
 

Biodegradable waste 
Any waste that is capable of undergoing anaerobic 
decomposition, such as food and garden waste, and paper 
and paperboard. 

Bring site An unmanned site with a container or a collection of 
containers for depositing recyclable waste. 

Capture rate for 
household kerbside 
collected waste 

The amount of ‘available’ material that is actually being 
collected for recycling through household kerbside collection 
schemes. 

Civic amenity site A manned site for depositing waste. 

Composting 

An aerobic, biological process in which organic wastes, 
such as garden and kitchen waste, are converted into a 
stable granular material which can be applied to land to 
improve soil structure and enrich the nutrient content of the 
soil. 

Composting rate 
The percentage of waste sent for composting. It excludes 
waste collected for composting that was rejected at 
collection or at the gate of the reprocessor. 

Dry recycling The recycling of dry materials such as paper, card, cans, 
plastic bottles, mixed plastic, glass. 

Dry recycling rate 

The percentage of waste sent for recycling. It excludes 
waste collected for recycling that was rejected at collection, 
during sorting or at the gate of the recycling reprocessor. It 
includes residual waste which was diverted for recycling but 
excludes waste sent for preparation for reuse. 

Energy recovery rate The percentage of waste sent for energy recovery. It 
includes mixed residual and specific sources components. 

Household waste 

Includes materials (except soil, rubble and plasterboard) 
collected directly from households (e.g. kerbside collections) 
or indirectly (e.g. bring sites, civic amenity sites, collected by 
private and voluntary organisations not included elsewhere 
or street sweepings). 

Kerbside A regular collection of waste from premises. 
Key Performance 
Indicators (KPIs) 

A set of measures used to gauge performance in terms of 
meeting waste strategy targets. 

LAC Local Authority Collected, as in LAC municipal waste. 

Landfill sites 

Any areas of land in which waste is deposited. Landfill sites 
are often located in disused mines or quarries. In areas 
where they are limited or no ready-made voids exist, the 
practice of landraising is sometimes carried out, where 
waste is deposited above ground and the landscape is 
contoured. 

Local authority collected 
municipal waste 

Waste which is collected under arrangements made by a 
district council.   
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Term 
 

 
Explanation 
 

Mixed dry recyclables Waste streams intended for recycling found together with 
each other but separately from other waste.   

Mixed residual waste sent 
for energy recovery 

Combustible residual waste collected from the kerbside and 
civic amenity sites and processed into refuse derived fuel at 
material recovery facilities. 

NILAS Northern Ireland Landfill Allowance Scheme 

Non household waste 

Asbestos, beach cleansing, civic amenity sites waste, fly-
tipped materials, gully emptyings, commercial and industrial, 
construction and demolition, grounds waste, highways 
waste, other collected waste and other. 

Other household waste Healthcare waste, bulky waste, street cleaning and other 
household. 

Recycling 

Any recovery operation by which waste materials are 
reprocessed into products, materials or substances whether 
for the original or other purposes. It does not include energy 
recovery and the reprocessing into materials that are used 
as fuels. 

Refuse Derived Fuel 
(RDF) 

Consists largely of organic components of municipal waste 
(such as plastics and biodegradable waste). This can then 
be used in a variety of ways to generate electricity, most 
commonly as an additional fuel used with coal in power 
stations or in cement kilns. 

Regular residual 
household waste Household regular kerbside collection. 

Residual waste Waste that is not sent for preparing for reuse, sent for 
recycling or composting. 

Specific streams e.g. 
wood 

Used in the context of LAC municipal waste sent for energy 
recovery. It is mostly wood but also contains furniture, 
carpets and mattresses, mostly collected from civic amenity 
sites. 

Waste arisings The amount of waste collected in a given locality over a 
period of time. 

Waste collected for 
disposal to landfill 

Collected for disposal is residual waste that has not been 
sorted to separate out recyclable material from other waste 
before being presented to the Council for collection at 
various locations. 

Waste from households 

Not the same as ‘household waste’. This is a narrower 
definition and includes material (except soil, rubble and 
plasterboard) collected only from households (e.g. kerbside 
collection, bring sites, civic amenity sites or community skips 
managed by councils).  
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Term 
 

 
Explanation 
 

Waste sent to landfill 

The amount of waste sent to landfill. Excludes residual 
waste which was diverted for energy recovery, recycling or 
composting. Includes household waste collected for energy 
recovery, recycling or composting which was diverted to 
landfill. 

Waste Transfer Note 
(WTN) 

A note which must be created for any transfer of controlled 
waste. The exception to this is householders, who are not 
required to produce transfer notes. 

WasteDataFlow 
The web based system for local authority collected 
municipal waste data reporting by UK local authorities to 
government (www.wastedataflow.org). 

 
Recycled material types 
 

  

Compostable (excluding 
wood) 

Green waste only, green garden waste only, mixed garden 
and food waste, waste food only, other compostable waste 
(excluding wood). 

Construction, Demolition 
and Excavation Plasterboard, rubble and soil. 

Electrical Goods 
Large and small domestic appliances, TVs and monitors, 
fluorescent tubes and other light bulbs, fridges and freezers, 
auto batteries and post consumer batteries. 

Glass Brown, clear, green and mixed glass. 

Metal 
Aluminium, mixed and steel cans, aluminium foil, bicycles, 
aerosols, gas bottles, fire extinguishers and other scrap 
metal. 

Paper and Card Books, card, mixed paper and card, paper, yellow pages 
and cardboard beverage packaging. 

Plastics PET(1), HDPE(2), PVC(3), LDPE(4), PP(5), PS(6), other 
plastics(7), mixed plastic bottles, and plastics. 

Textiles Textiles and footwear, footwear only, textiles only and 
carpets. 

Unclassified Derived category including all other recycled material 
collected not included in the main categories. 

WEEE (Waste Electrical 
and Electronic 
Equipment) 

As electrical goods above but excluding auto batteries and 
post consumer batteries.  

Wood Wood, chipboard and MDF, composite wood materials and 
wood for composting. 
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Appendix 3: List of Acronyms 
 

This is a list of commonly used acronyms in this report. 
 

arc21     Regional waste management group in Northern Ireland 

BLACMW  Biodegradable Local Authority Collected Municipal Waste 

CIWM     Chartered Institution of Wastes Management 
DAERA    Department of Agriculture, Environment and Rural Affairs 

EC       European Commission 

EU       European Union 

KPI      Key Performance Indicator 
LAC      Local Authority Collected 

LACMW   Local Authority Collected Municipal Waste 

LPS      Land and Property Services 
MDR     Mixed Dry Recyclables  
MRF     Materials Recovery Facility 

NI       Northern Ireland 

NIEA     Northern Ireland Environment Agency 

NILAS    Northern Ireland Landfill Allowance Scheme 

NISRA    Northern Ireland Statistics and Research Agency 

NWRWMG  North West Regional Waste Management Group 

RDF      Refuse Derived Fuel 
SASB     Statistics and Analytical Services Branch, DAERA 

UK       United Kingdom 

WDF     WasteDataFlow 

WEEE    Waste Electrical and Electronic Equipment 
WRAP    Waste and Resource Action Programme 
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To obtain further information about this report, please contact: 

 

Control and Data Management Team │ Waste Regulation Unit 

Northern Ireland Environment Agency │Klondyke Building 

Gasworks Business Park │ Cromac Avenue 

Lower Ormeau Road │Malone Lower │Belfast │ BT7 2JA 

 

Telephone: 028 9056 9428 

 

Email: NILAS@daera-ni.gov.uk 

 

 

This document may be made available in alternative formats, please contact us to discuss 

your requirements. 

 

 

This document is also available on the Northern Ireland Environment Agency’s website at 

https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/articles/published-waste-data  
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Executive Summary 

 

This report covers the thirteenth scheme year of the Landfill Allowance Scheme (Northern 

Ireland) Regulations 2004 (as amended) and summarises district council compliance with 

the scheme during 2017/18. 

 

The Waste and Emissions Trading Act 2003 (Amendment) Regulations 2011 and the 

Landfill Allowances Scheme (Amendment) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2011 came into 

effect on the 21st and 22nd November 2011 respectively. Their main purpose was to 

provide for the use of the terms “local authority collected municipal waste” and 

“biodegradable local authority collected municipal waste”. This annual report only reports 

on Local Authority Collected Municipal Waste (LACMW) collected under “arrangements” 1 

by district councils in Northern Ireland. This change has no impact on the WasteDataFlow 

data that is reported, and the calculation of Biodegradable Local Authority Collected 

Municipal Waste (BLACMW) as regards the Northern Ireland Landfill Allowances Scheme 

(NILAS). 

 

This is the third NILAS annual report as regards the 11 new councils which came into 

existence on the 1st April 2015. All 11 district councils in Northern Ireland achieved their 

2017/18 landfill allowance obligations by diverting BLACMW from landfill. BLACMW is 

calculated using a mass balance methodology via the WasteDataFlow online waste 

reporting system. 

 

In 2017/18 the total amount of BLACMW which was permitted to be sent to landfill was 

248,570 tonnes. The total amount of BLACMW reported to have been sent to landfill was 

171,295 tonnes i.e. 31.1% of landfill allowances were not utilised. This was an increase of 

8.8 percentage points compared to 2016/17 (22.3%). Since the implementation of the 

NILAS regulations in 2005 district councils have collectively reduced the amount of 

BLACMW sent to landfill by 386,714 tonnes. The proportion of local authority collected 

municipal waste statutorily defined to be biodegradable (i.e. BLACMW) decreased from 

71% to 64% from 1st April 2009 following additional research (which included sampling) 

into the composition of various (local authority collected) municipal waste streams. 

                                            

1 s21 WET Act 2003 [as amended] (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2003/33/section/21) 
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The three district councils not associated with a waste management group (Armagh City, 

Banbridge and Craigavon Borough; Fermanagh and Omagh District and Mid Ulster District 

Councils) sent 34,957 tonnes of BLACMW to landfill, 43.9% less than their allocated 

allowances. 

 

The North West Regional Waste Management Group (NWRWMG) consisting of 

Causeway Coast and Glens Borough and Derry City and Strabane District Councils sent 

31,066 tonnes of BLACMW to landfill, 21.4% less than their allocated allowances. 

 

arc21 consisting of Antrim and Newtownabbey Borough; Ards and North Down Borough; 

Belfast City; Lisburn and Castlereagh City; Mid and East Antrim Borough; and Newry, 

Mourne and Down District Councils sent 105,272 tonnes of BLACMW to landfill, 28.3% 

less than their allocated allowances. 

 

 

After the final reconciliation Newry Mourne and Down District Council had a surplus of 

allowances which exceeded its allocation by at least 80%. 

 

Armagh City, Banbridge and Craigavon Borough Council had a surplus of allowances 

which exceeded their allocations by at least 60%. 

 

Derry City and Strabane District Council, and Mid Ulster District Council had surpluses of 

allowances which exceeded their allocations by at least 40%. 

 

Antrim & Newtownabbey Borough Council, and Mid and East Antrim Borough Council had 

a surplus of allowances which exceeded their allocation by at least 20%. 

 

Ards and North Down Borough Council, and Lisburn and Castlereagh City Council had a 

surplus of allowances which exceeded their allocations by at least 10%. 

 

Over the next 2 years under NILAS the allocation for each district council, and 

consequently Northern Ireland as a whole, reduces toward the EU Landfill target making it 

vital for more BLACMW to be diverted from landfill. The EU Landfill Directive obligated 

Member States to reduce their BMW to landfill (which includes BLACMW) to 35, 50 & 75% 
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of 1995 baseline levels by 2010, 2013 & 2020 respectively. The revised Waste 

Management Plans (WMPs) of the WMGs detail how they propose to deal with Northern 

Ireland’s LACMW up to 2020. The plans set out the range of facilities required to deliver 

both the statutory (NILAS) and other strategic targets within the Northern Ireland Waste 

Management Strategy – “Delivering Resource Efficiency” (https://www.daera-

ni.gov.uk/publications/delivering-resource-efficiency-northern-ireland-waste-management-

strategy). 

 

The chart below shows the downward trend in BLACMW utilisation and allocation over the 

period which NILAS has been operational. 
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List of Acronyms 

 

AA   Allocating Authority (EPD) 

arc21   Eastern Regional Waste Management Group 

BMW   Biodegradable Municipal Waste  

BLACMW  Biodegradable Local Authority Collected Municipal Waste 

CIWM   The Chartered Institution of Wastes Management  

CWD   Climate & Waste Division – DoE(NI) 

DAERA  Department of Agriculture, Environment & Rural Affairs 

Defra   Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 

DoE(NI)  Department of the Environment (Northern Ireland) 

EHS    Environment and Heritage Service 

EPD   Environmental Policy Division – DAERA 

EWC   European Waste Catalogue 

LACMW  Local Authority Collected Municipal Waste 

MA   Monitoring Authority (NIEA) 

MRF   Materials Recovery Facility  

MSW   Municipal Solid Waste 

NIEA   Northern Ireland Environment Agency 

NILAS  Northern Ireland Landfill Allowance Scheme 

NWRWMG  North West Regional Waste Management Group 

P&EPG  Planning and Environmental Policy Group – DAERA 

SASB   Statistical & Analytical Services Branch           

SWaMP2008  Southern Waste Management Partnership 

WDF   WasteDataFlow 

WET Act  Waste and Emissions Trading Act 

WMG   Waste Management Group 

WMP   Waste Management Plan 
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Introduction 

 

Council Directive 1999/31/EC, on the Landfill of Waste (the Landfill Directive) became law 

on the 26th April 1999. The aim of the Landfill Directive is to reduce the pollution from 

landfilled waste that can impact on surface water, groundwater, soil, air and also climate 

change. Article 5(2) of the EU Landfill Directive (1999/31/EC) requires member states 

(http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:31999L0031:EN:HTML) 

to reduce the amount of Biodegradable Municipal Waste (BMW) sent to landfill through 

setting challenging targets. 

 

The targets for the reduction of BMW landfilled are: 

 To reduce by 2010 the quantity of BMW landfilled to 75% of that produced in 1995. 

 To reduce by 2013 the quantity of BMW landfilled to 50% of that produced in 1995. 

 To reduce by 2020 the quantity of BMW landfilled to 35% of that produced in 1995. 

 

The Landfill Allowance Scheme (Northern Ireland) Regulations 2004 (NILAS) 

(http://www.legislation.gov.uk/nisr/2004/416/contents/made) made under the Waste and 

Emissions Trading (WET) Act 2003 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2003/33/contents), 

have been designed to help local authorities in Northern Ireland meet their targets as set out 

in the Landfill (Scheme Year and Maximum Landfill Amount) Regulations 2004 

(http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2004/1936/contents/made) by allocating progressively 

challenging limits on the amount of BLACMW which can be landfilled by each District 

Council. 

 

The NILAS Regulations came into operation in Northern Ireland on 1st April 2005 hence, 

2017/18 is the thirteenth scheme year. The Regulations place a statutory responsibility on 

district councils, in each scheme year, to landfill no more than the quantity of BLACMW for 

which they have allowances (each allowance represents one tonne of BLACMW that can be 

sent to landfill). If the annual limit is exceeded this may result in financial penalties of £150 

per exceeded allowance as per the Landfill Allowances Scheme (Amendment) Regulations 

(Northern Ireland) 2005 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/nisr/2005/588/contents/made) 
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The scheme facilitates the transfer and borrowing (with restrictions e.g. allowances cannot 

be borrowed in a target year or in the year preceding a target year) of allowances between 

district councils which promotes a flexible and partnership working arrangement. The 

scheme in Northern Ireland does not facilitate the trading of landfill allowances. The 

methodology for allocating allowances to each district council was selected following 

consultation by P&EPG (now EPD), who are designated under NILAS as the Allocating 

Authority (AA). 

 

The Department, after consultation, allocated NILAS allowances in 2005 to each council, for 

each year, to 2019/20 on the basis of an ‘early convergence simple population’ model, with 

weightings applied using population projections, and proportionately based each councils 

percentage share of the total population. Each allowance permits one tonne of 

biodegradable municipal waste to be landfilled and the allowances allocated to each council 

reduce over time in line with the Directive targets. In April 2015 the number of councils in 

Northern Ireland was reduced from 26 to 11 in line with planned local government reforms. 

Following local government reorganisation the Department re-allocated NILAS allowances 

to the 11 new councils from 1 April 2015 using the same approach as was used for the 

original allocations to the existing councils in 2005.  

 

Consequently the AA, in order to facilitate long term planning, set the maximum allowance 

for each district council for each year of the scheme. Going forward for 2015/16 onwards the 

AA has used the mid 2012 NISRA population statistics as the basis for the NILAS 

allocations for the eleven new district councils (Annex C) i.e. each council has shared the 

overall allocation on the basis of its share of the Northern Ireland population. The overall 

NILAS allocation for Northern Ireland remains the same for each of the remaining years for 

the scheme. 

 

The method used to determine the amount of BLACMW sent to landfill for a scheme year is 

the mass balance approach. At its simplest this takes the LACMW arisings in a scheme 

year and converts it to BLACMW by using the deemed biodegradable percentage (64%). 

For the purposes of calculating the BLACMW sent to landfill only, any distinct / separate 

rubble waste stream (rubble, soil & plasterboard) collected is excluded on the basis that it is 

unlike household waste and is therefore considered to be non-municipal in nature. 
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Biodegradable materials diverted from landfill for recovery or recycling are also subtracted 

from this figure at either 100% or 50% according to the schedule of the NILAS Regulations 

in order to determine the remaining BLACMW sent to landfill. Further details of the 

methodology used in WasteDataFlow throughout 2017/18 in calculating the mass balance 

can be found at 

http://www.wastedataflow.org/documents/guidancenotes/NorthernIreland/LandfillAllowance

Scheme/KPI_(g)_DC_Mass_Balance_Schematic_v4.pdf.  

 

In line with local government reform on 1st April 2015 SWaMP2008 was formally dissolved 

and its assets, liabilities and staff transferred to Armagh City, Banbridge and Craigavon 

Borough Council (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/nisr/2015/183/article/12/made). 

 

England, Scotland and Wales each have their own specific Landfill Allowance Regulations: 

 

England:  http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2004/3212/contents 

Scotland:  http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2005/157/contents/made 

Wales:  http://www.legislation.gov.uk/wsi/2004/1490/contents/made  

 

However, only the landfill allowance schemes in Northern Ireland and Wales are currently 

continuing to operate following England’s decision to end its Landfill Allowance Trading 

Scheme (LATS) on the 30th September 2013. In Scotland the Landfill Allowance Scheme 

(LAS), which formerly administered a system of banking, borrowing and penalties 

concerning the disposal of Biodegradable Municipal Waste (BMW), was revoked by the 

Scottish Government in 2012. 

 

Consultation paper on meeting EU landfill diversion targets: 

 

Following discussions with the European Commission it was agreed that the UK’s approach 

to meeting the Landfill Directive’s diversion targets should be changed. Consequently on 25 

June 2010 the AA issued an initial consultation paper addressing the implications of this 

change in relation to Northern Ireland (NI). 

 

The consultation included setting out the new interpretation of the definition of municipal 
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waste; revisions to the 1995 baseline and targets; and the reporting and monitoring 

obligations necessary to enable robust reporting against the targets to the European 

Commission. It also sought views on the future of the Northern Ireland Landfill Allowance 

Scheme (NILAS) in addressing both the district council and private sector elements of 

municipal waste and providing the necessary confidence that Northern Ireland will meet its 

overall Landfill Directive targets. The revised interpretation will mean that much more 

commercial and industrial waste than previously will fall within the scope of the term ‘municipal 

waste’. This is because the new definition is based on waste types (as defined by European 

Waste Catalogue codes) rather than who manages the waste (i.e. district council). 

 

The consultation closed on the 8th October 2010 and the Department subsequently published 

a summary of the comments received. 

 

The Department considered policy options in respect of NILAS on the basis of this 

consultation and issued a policy position on the future of the scheme in February 2011.  

 

Changes to legislation to incorporate the new definition of municipal waste were made across 

the UK during 2011/12. On the 21 and 22 November 2011 the Waste and Emissions Trading 

Act 2003 (Amendment) Regulations 2011 

(http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2011/2499/pdfs/uksi_20112499_en.pdf) and the Landfill 

Allowances Scheme (Amendment) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2011 

(http://www.legislation.gov.uk/nisr/2011/373/pdfs/nisr_20110373_en.pdf) 

came into effect. Their main purpose was to provide for the use of the terms “local authority 

collected municipal waste” and “biodegradable local authority collected municipal waste”. 

Therefore, this report uses the terminology above. However, these name changes have no 

impact on the WDF data that is reported.
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2. Reporting 

 

2.1 District Councils 

 

District councils in Northern Ireland are required to report data on local authority collected 

waste arisings on a quarterly basis as per NILAS Regulation 10 (5). The data for each 

quarter must be submitted to the Monitoring Authority within 2 months after the relevant 

quarter end. Table 1 shows the NILAS reporting deadlines in each scheme year. District 

councils must submit their data via the WasteDataFlow (WDF) system 

(http://www.wastedataflow.org).  

 

Initially developed in 2004 by the Chartered Institution of Waste Management (CIWM) WDF 

is now owned, operated, and managed by Defra in partnership with the UK’s devolved 

administrations through an Operational Group and Programme Management Board who 

support the maintenance and development of the system via an IT contractor (currently 

Jacobs Ltd).  

 

Northern Ireland district councils began formally reporting municipal waste data via WDF 

from January 2005. Data is managed within the system through various user levels 

representing district councils, WMGs, NIEA and public access. After the final reconciliations 

and annual report for the scheme year have been issued by NIEA, the raw data for the 

relevant scheme year is made publically available on WDF. 

 

Table 1: NILAS reporting deadlines 

Quarter Period in scheme year Return MUST be submitted by: 

1 1st April – 30th June 31st August 

2 1st July – 30th September 30th November 

3 1st October – 31st December 28th February 

4 1st January – 31st March 31st May 

 

Table 2a shows when data was submitted to NIEA during the scheme year. For 

comparison, the date when the data was submitted to the WMG is also shown.  
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During the course of the 2007/08 scheme year an ‘e-mail notification alert’ was introduced  

aimed at improving the timeliness of returns. The relevant users, at each submission level, 

are informed by an automatically generated email that data is awaiting their approval and 

submission to the next level. This measure and the issue of further guidance from NIEA in 

February 2010 (see 2.1.1) have continued to improve data submission times. 

 

Table 2a: Date on which district council returns were submitted to WMG and NIEA in 2017/18 

 

 

Green font denotes return made on or before deadline. 

Red font denotes late return. 

* Data rollup carried out by NIEA in absence of waste management group. 

 

2.1.1  Penalty Guidance 

 

In February 2010 NIEA, as NILAS Monitoring Authority in conjunction with the AA, 

introduced penalty guidance for district councils and landfill operators. 

 

The purpose of the guidance was to improve the timeliness of WDF returns from district 

councils and from landfill operators submitting landfill operator returns. The guidance 

provides a framework by which procedures can be implemented to impose fines where late 

District Council Q1 due 

31/08/2017 

Q2 due 

30/11/2017 

Q3 due 

28/02/2018 

Q4 due  

31/05/2018 
 

WMG NIEA WMG NIEA WMG NIEA WMG NIEA 

Antrim & Newtownabbey BC 31/08/17 01/09/17 30/11/17 30/11/17 28/02/18 28/02/18 31/05/18 01/06/18 

Ards & North Down BC 31/08/17 31/08/17 30/11/17 30/11/17 23/02/18 26/02/18 29/05/18 29/05/18 

Armagh City, Banbridge & Craigavon BC* 30/08/17 31/08/17 30/11/17 30/11/17 27/02/18 27/02/18 31/05/18 31/05/18 

Belfast CC 31/08/17 31/08/17 29/11/17 29/11/17 28/02/18 28/02/18 29/05/18 30/05/18 

Causeway Coast & Glens BC 31/08/17 31/08/17 29/11/17 29/11/17 23/02/18 26/02/18 16/05/18 16/05/18 

Derry City & Strabane DC 30/08/17 31/08/17 01/12/17 01/12/17 28/02/18 28/02/18 31/05/18 31/05/18 

Fermanagh & Omagh DC* 25/08/17 31/08/17 29/11/17 29/11/17 27/02/18 27/02/18 25/05/18 25/05/18 

Lisburn & Castlereagh CC 21/08/17 21/08/17 29/11/17 30/11/17 26/02/18 27/02/18 30/05/18 30/05/18 

Mid & East Antrim BC 25/08/17 29/08/17 27/11/17 29/11/17 22/02/18 22/02/18 28/05/18 29/05/18 

Mid Ulster DC* 31/08/17 01/09/17 30/11/17 30/11/17 28/02/18 28/02/18 01/06/18 01/06/18 

Newry, Mourne & Down DC 29/08/17 29/08/17 30/11/17 01/12/17 27/02/18 27/02/18 22/05/2018 25/05/18 

% received by WMG / NIEA 

by due date 

100% 81.82% 90.91% 81.82% 100% 100% 90.91% 81.82% 
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returns are an issue. The guidance details the transparent, proportionate and fair process 

by which any fines would be applied. 

 

The introduction of the guidance has improved the timeliness of all returns since its 

introduction in the second half of the 2009/10 scheme year as can be seen in table 2a. 

 

To facilitate the production of accurate and timely quarterly waste management statistics 

NIEA request that any queries generated are responded to within five working days of issue. 

 

Table 2b shows which district councils met the 5 working day turnaround time in relation to 

NIEA WDF queries for each quarterly return for the 2017/18 scheme year. 

 

Although, most district councils are able to meet the five working day turnaround relatively 

easily, there are some who experience difficulties in meeting the deadline for various 

reasons. These district councils tend to have one person responsible for data entry, and no-

one else trained in the compilation of the relevant data which creates difficulties in situations 

where the designated officer is absent due to leave or unforeseen circumstances such as 

sickness. NIEA has recommended from the outset of formal WasteDataFlow reporting in 

May 2005 that district councils should have more than one officer trained in the compilation 

of data and the operation of WasteDataFlow to deal with situations where the main 

designated officer is unable to deal with the issues concerned and to ensure that the various 

deadlines are met in order to provide accurate data in a timely manner. 

 

Additionally, NIEA undertake an annual validation exercise during October each year in 

conjunction with SASB. This exercise looks at the data submitted during the scheme year 

and compares it with the previous scheme year’s data for trends and analysis, and to 

prepare data for publication in the annual local authority collected municipal waste report 

(https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/articles/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-municipal-

waste-management-statistics). Table 2c shows the dates by which district councils 

responded to annual queries for 2017/18.
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Table 2b: Date by which councils had responded to NIEA quarterly queries in 2017/18 

District Council Q1 (Apr – Jun 2017)  Q2 (Jul – Sep 2017)  Q3 (Oct - Dec 2017)  Q4 (Jan – Mar 2018)  

 issue response issue response issue response issue response 

Antrim & Newtownabbey BC 18/09/17 28/09/17 07/12/17 15/12/17 15/03/18 27/03/18 05/06/18 22/06/18 

Ards & North Down BC 13/09/17 14/09/17 07/12/17 12/12/17 09/03/18 13/03/18 05/06/18 12/06/18 

Armagh City, Banbridge & 

Craigavon BC 

11/09/17 20/09/17 06/12/17 12/12/17 05/03/18 09/03/18 05/06/18 12/06/18 

Belfast City CC 14/09/17 20/09/17 11/12/17 13/12/17 13/03/18 21/03/18 07/06/18 14/06/18 

Causeway Coast & Glens BC 12/09/17 19/09/17 06/12/17 13/12/17 05/03/18 12/03/18 06/06/18 12/06/18 

Derry City & Strabane DC 12/09/17 18/09/17 07/12/17 15/12/17 09/03/18 14/03/18 06/06/18 11/06/18 

Fermanagh & Omagh DC 14/09/17 15/09/17 11/12/17 14/12/17 09/03/18 14/03/18 06/06/18 11/06/18 

Lisburn & Castlereagh CC 15/09/17 22/09/17 11/12/17 14/12/17 13/03/18 21/03/18 08/06/18 18/06/18 

Mid & East Antrim BC 15/09/17 21/09/17 12/12/17 15/12/17 13/03/18 19/03/18 08/06/18 13/06/18 

Mid Ulster DC 14/09/17 21/09/17 08/12/17 14/12/17 09/03/18 13/03/18 07/06/18 13/06/18 

Newry, Mourne & Down DC 11/09/17 20/09/17 06/12/17 12/12/17 06/03/18 14/03/18 07/06/18 15/06/18 

% received by NIEA by due date   72.72%  81.81%  90.9%  72.72% 

 

Table 2c: Date by which councils had responded to NIEA annual queries in 2017/18 

District Council: Query Sheet Issued Query Sheet Response 

Antrim & Newtownabbey BC 24/10/18 06/11/18 

Ards & North Down BC 18/10/18 22/10/18 

Armagh City, Banbridge & Craigavon BC 15/10/18 24/10/18 

Belfast CC 16/10/18 19/10/18 

Causeway Coast & Glens BC 16/10/18 17/10/18 

Derry City & Strabane DC 17/10/18 30/10/18 

Fermanagh & Omagh DC 16/10/18 23/10/18 

Lisburn & Castlereagh CC 19/10/18 23/10/18 

Mid & East Antrim BC 22/10/18 28/10/18 

Mid Ulster DC 17/10/18 24/10/18 

Newry, Mourne & Down DC 15/10/18 25/10/18 

 

Green font denotes return made within requested five working day target. 

Red font denotes return made later than requested five working day target. 

 

The only district councils to miss more than half of their deadlines were Antrim & 

Newtownabbey BC which missed all five and Newry, Mourne & Down DC which missed 

three during this year. 

 

NIEA rely on the prompt receipt of comprehensive and accurate data to issue quarterly 

Official (National from October to December 2013 onwards) Statistic reports in conjunction 

with the DAERA’s Statistical and Analytical Services Branch (SASB) which provides each 
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District Council with an indication on their waste management key performance indicators 

(KPIs) and how many landfill allowances they have utilised for the quarter. This is calculated 

using the mass balance calculation, which indicates the performance of local authorities in 

relation to their allocation of allowances and the diversion of biodegradable waste from 

landfill. 

 

 

2.1.2 Validation Process 

 

To assist district councils with self-validation a summary spreadsheet has been developed 

within WDF through the data authorisation functionality. This enables quick checks to be 

viewed easily e.g. comparison of reported tonnages collected for recycling with reported 

tonnages of the waste sent for recycling; residual waste collected vs. residual waste 

treated/disposed etc. Similarly a spreadsheet detailing an indicative mass balance 

calculation has also been developed to enable district councils to easily review the 

calculated amount of BLACMW sent to landfill in any particular quarter and hence monitor 

their progress towards meeting their obligations under NILAS. 

 

In previous years upon receipt of the district council’s data NIEA, as Monitoring Authority, 

conducted a qualitative assessment of the municipal waste arisings data in WDF. The 

validation process involved cross checking figures between questions and previously 

submitted quarterly returns. However, since the 2009/10 scheme year NIEA have been 

assisted by Central Statistics & Research Branch (CSRB) primarily through a significant 

automation of the validation process. This involves downloading the relevant quarterly data 

and processing it through SPSS (Statistical Package for the Social Sciences) to identify 

trends and potential anomalies which allows a quicker and more detailed data analysis than 

was previously possible. This information was then used by NIEA to formulate queries to 

each district council. Queried data for the relevant quarter is rejected back to the WMG who 

then reject the data to the relevant district council to facilitate, where appropriate, any 

amendments. The data can usually only be entered and amended at district council level by 

data entry officers. 
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NIEA aims to complete the validation of all returns within one month of the relevant deadline 

and therefore requests that a response is made to all validation queries within 5 working 

days to ensure the production of timely and accurate local authority collected municipal 

waste statistics. 

 

Data for the 2010/11 scheme year was validated, as in the preceding scheme years, by 

NIEA in its role as the Monitoring Authority but the responsibility for the compilation and 

publication of the reports was passed to CSRB from April 2009. CSRB published the 

quarterly reports to a specified timetable in line with the Pre-release Access to Official 

Statistics Order (Northern Ireland) 2009 

(http://www.legislation.gov.uk/nisr/2009/71/contents/made)  

These Official Statistics were compiled in accordance with Official Statistic Protocols and 

subsequently published on the Departmental website 

(https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/articles/northern-ireland-local-authority-collected-municipal-

waste-management-statistics)  

 

Until March 2011 CSRB was a branch within the Department for Regional Development 

(DRD) providing services to DoE(NI). In April 2011 CSRB became Analytical Services 

Branch (ASB) within DoE(NI). On 8th May 2016 DoE(NI) ceased to exist and its functions 

were transferred to a new department – the Department of Agriculture, Environment & Rural 

Affairs (DAERA). Since 1st July 2016 ASB has become Statistics and Analytical Services 

Branch (SASB) within DAERA. 

 

 

2.1.3 National Statistics 

 

The data for October to December 2013 was the first LACMW quarterly dataset to be 

published to National Statistics accreditation. National Statistics are produced to a high 

professional standard. They undergo regular quality assurance reviews to ensure that they 

meet customer needs and are produced free from any political interference.  

 

The UK Statistics Authority has designated the Northern Ireland quarterly waste statistics as 

National Statistics, in accordance with the Statistics and Registration Service Act 2007 

(http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2007/18/contents) and signifying compliance with the 
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Code of Practice for Official Statistics (https://www.statisticsauthority.gov.uk/code-of-

practice/). 

 
Designation can be broadly interpreted to mean that the statistics:  

 meet identified user needs;  

 are well explained and readily accessible;  

 are produced according to sound methods; and  

 are managed impartially and objectively in the public interest. 

Once statistics have been designated as National Statistics it is a statutory requirement that 

the Code of Practice shall continue to be observed.  

 

The Department further demonstrates its commitment to the Code of Practice by publishing 

a series of supporting statements related to its use of administrative data, publication 

strategy, confidentiality arrangements, revisions policy, customer service and complaints 

procedure. For details see https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/articles/dard-statistics-charter-and-

pre-release-access-statements. 

 

The timetable for the publication of provisional quarterly and annual reports is published, 

and updated, on the Gov.uk website: 

(https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/announcements?organisations=department-of-

agriculture-environment-and-rural-affairs-northern-ireland). 

 

 

2.1.4 WasteDataFlow Northern Ireland User Group 

 

On 10th July 2007 NIEA hosted the inaugural Northern Ireland WasteDataFlow User Group 

with the overall aim of contributing to making WasteDataFlow a successful data capture and 

reporting system with a high level of timely good quality data returns from district councils in 

Northern Ireland. 

 

The main objective is to provide an accurate database of waste management information, 

with reporting functions available for district councils, WMGs and regional government. 

The Group aims to achieve this by: 

 Identifying barriers to the effective use of the WDF system by district councils. 
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 Proposing practical solutions to these barriers. For example through specific 

proposals on contents of on-line help, Guidance Manual, revisions to questions, 

adjustments to web-based data screens, reporting functionality etc. 

 Identifying and sharing good practices in waste data management. 

 Facilitating communication within the WasteDataFlow community. 

 Providing input to reporting developments. 

 

The User Group also enables NIEA to provide a forum for dialogue between the three 

parties as well as an element of training to district council users involved in the entry of data 

through demonstrations of the reporting functionality etc. 

 

No user group meetings took place during 2017/18. 

 

2.1.5  WasteDataFlow Training 

 

One training session was conducted by NIEA during the 2017/18 scheme year for district 

councils. Such sessions are provided as and when required for new council officers involved 

in WasteDataFlow data entry and reporting. 

 

2.1.6  WasteDataFlow Guidance 

 

No guidance was amended or added to the WDF website during the year. 

 

2.1.7  WasteDataFlow Developments 

 

No major development work was carried out to the system during the course of the year. 
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2.2 Landfill Operators 

 

Under NILAS Regulation 11 (4), landfill operators are required to report, in each year, the 

amount of LACMW deposited in landfill at their sites. In 2017/18, eight landfills in Northern 

Ireland reported accepting local authority collected municipal waste. LACMW data from 

landfill operators is statutorily required within 2 months of the quarter end, corresponding 

with the district councils’ submissions of data via WDF. 

 

Table 3 shows the dates on which landfills accepting LACMW for disposal made returns to 

NIEA.  

 

Table 3: Dates on which landfill operators submitted returns in 2017/18 

 

Green font denotes return made on or before deadline. 

N/A – Mid Ulster DC’s Magheraglass landfill site closed on 19th May 2017 and is no longer 

accepting waste for disposal. 

 

Landfill operator returns are submitted electronically to NIEA using the ‘Landfill Operator – 

LACMW Data Return Form (NILAS 001)’  

(https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/sites/default/files/publications/daera/NILAS-001-Landfill-

Operator-Return-Form.xls).  

Landfil Site (Operator) Apr-Jun 2017 

Return Submitted 

Q1 due 31/08/17 

Jul – Sept 2017 

Return Submitted 

Q2 due 30/11/17 

Oct – Dec 2017 

Return Submitted 

Q3 due 28/02/18 

Jan – Mar 2018 

Return Submitted 

Q4 due 31/05/18 

Baird’s Brae (Biffa ) 20/07/17 03/10/17 08/01/18 25/04/18 

Craigahulliar (Causeway Coast & Glens DC) 17/08/17 22/11/17  22/02/18 10/05/18 

Craigmore (River Ridge Recycling) 30/08/17 30/11/17 28/02/18 31/05/18 

Crosshill (Eastwoods) 31/08/17 30/11/17 28/02/18 31/05/18 

Drummee (Fermanagh DC) 31/07/17 21/11/17 12/02/18 22/05/18 

Magheraglass (Mid Ulster DC) 29/08/17 28/11/17 N/A N/A 

Mullaghglass (Whitemountain Group) 31/07/17 30/10/17 26/01/18 01/05/18 

Tullyvar (Mid Ulster DC) 31/08/17 27/11/17 21/02/18 23/05/18 
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2.2.1 Validation Process 

 

The return includes the following information: 

 Weight of each load (to the nearest tonne); 

 EWC code; 

 District council area where the waste originates; 

 Name of transfer station, where applicable; 

 Any treatment applied to waste prior to its landfill. 

 

The amount of residual LACMW reported by landfill operators on the landfill operator return 

was cross checked with the returns from district councils submitted via WasteDataFlow. 

 

Where there was more than 10 tonnes difference and this variation exceeded +/- 1% of the 

total between the landfill operator return and the district council return, NIEA as the 

Monitoring Authority queried both sets of returns to establish the reason, and if appropriate 

to enable one or both sets of data to be corrected. 

 

Some variation between the amounts of municipal waste reported as sent to landfill by 

landfill operators and by district councils will be attributable to:  

 Rounding errors – landfill operators report the weight of each load which is rounded to 

the nearest tonne; 

 Private contractors may deal with both commercial and municipal waste streams within 

the same facility and take the residue to landfill in the same collection vehicle and 

therefore an estimated apportionment is used; 

 NIEA do not receive returns from landfill operators outside Northern Ireland; 

 Accurate reporting by landfill operators is dependent on them knowing the origin of the 

waste. This can be difficult when waste arrives via intermediate stages such as transfer 

stations or residual material recovery facilities; this has increasingly become a factor in 

establishing an audit trail between the waste disposed of by district councils and landfill 

operators. Additionally, both local authority collected municipal and commercial wastes 

may be handled by such facilities and therefore the outputs are based on the proportion 

of inputs received from each source. 
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In the 2017/18 scheme year, in addition to the cross checks with WasteDataFlow, data 

checks were also carried out on the quarterly waste summary returns submitted to NIEA for 

waste management exemptions, licences and permits. 

 

2.2.2 Guidance to Landfill Operators 

 

The guidance for landfill operators had been updated in March 2015 to take account of the 

forthcoming local government reform. 

 

2.2.3 Landfill Operator Data Audit 

 

During the thirteenth scheme year seven audits were carried out on the landfill sites 

accepting LACMW in Northern Ireland (see Table 4). These audits were conducted by NIEA 

as NILAS Monitoring Authority under Regulation 11 (5) of the NILAS Regulations. 

 

The returns submitted by the landfill operator were compared with actual weighbridge 

dockets to validate the submissions made via the landfill operator returns under NILAS 

Regulation 11. Records kept by landfill operators were in both paper and electronic form. 

 

 

Table 4: Landfill operators audited during the scheme year 2017/18. 

 Landfill Site (Operator) Audit date Quarter(s) audited 

1. Drumeee (Fermanagh & Omagh DC) 10/08/17 January to March 17 

2. Tullyvar (Mid Ulster DC & Fermanagh Omagh DC)  10/08/17 January to March 17 

3. Magheraglass (Mid Ulster DC) 06/09/17 October to December 16; January to 

March 17; April to June 17 

4. Craigahulliar (Causeway Coast & Glens BC) 29/11/17 April to June 17; July to September 17 

5. Mullaghglass (Alpha Resource Management/ Lagan 

Group) 

15/03/18 October to December 17 

6. Crosshill (Eastwood) 23/03/18 October to December 17 

7. Cottonmount (Biffa) 29/03/18 October to December 17 

 

A sample of the submitted data was selected from each landfill site to be audited. A 

randomly selected period of at least one week for each month within each quarter was 

Page 242 of 292



 

Northern Ireland Environment Agency NILAS Annual Report 2017/18 

  16 

audited. Any discrepancies found were discussed with the operator prior to the close of the 

audit, and resolved through an audit report subsequently agreed with the landfill operator. 

 

Each of the seven landfills audited presented satisfactory records e.g. waste transfer notes, 

invoices and weighbridge printouts which were generally well ordered and readily available. 

The documentation matched or agreed closely with landfill return figures sent to NIEA. 

There were, on occasions, some missing waste transfer notes, however it was still possible 

to track the tonnages using the weighbridge printouts or other data sources such as 

invoices and customer reports from each site’s weighbridge systems.  

 

During the 2017/18 scheme year NIEA continued to seek data on LACMW sent to landfill 

via waste transfer stations both through WasteDataFlow and quarterly waste summary 

returns. This work has enabled the capture of appropriate data for these waste material 

streams, and helped the audit process and correlation between the data reported by district 

councils via WasteDataFlow and that reported by landfill operators in their quarterly NILAS 

landfill operator returns.
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3. District Council Data Audits 

 

Between 23rd June 2017 and 22nd March 2018, NIEA as Monitoring Authority carried out 6 

audits of district councils for LACMW data submitted via WDF during the scheme year. The 

audits were conducted under Regulation 10 (6) (a) of the NILAS Regulations. The district 

councils selected from each WMG were contacted by telephone, letter and e-mail informing 

them of NIEA’s intention to audit. Table 5 lists the district councils selected, the dates of the 

audits and the quarter for which the audit was conducted. 

 

Table 5: District councils audited during the scheme year 2017/18 

 District council: Audit Date Quarter audited 

1. Belfast CC 23/06/2017 October to December 2016 

2. Mid Ulster DC 17/08/2017 January to March 2017 

3. Fermanagh & Omagh DC 24/11/2017 April to June 2017 

4. Lisburn & Castlereagh CC 21/02/2018 July to September 2017 

5. Antrim & Newtownabbey BC 06/03/2018 July to September 2017 

6. Armagh, Banbridge & Craigavon BC 22/03/2018 July to September 2017 

 

Each audit involved checking and confirming the relevant quarterly data which was 

submitted to the Monitoring Authority (NIEA) via WDF. One quarter of each district council’s 

LACMW returns was selected, generally the most recent submission. The areas inspected 

related to:- 

1. Landfilling of LACMW. 

2. Collection, recycling, reuse and recovery of LACMW. 

3. The standard of reporting / evidence for end destinations of recycled / recovered material 

streams. 

 

In each case documentation was requested relating to each waste stream recorded within 

WDF. The documentation requested had to provide robust evidence of reported figures (e.g. 

waste transfer notes, Annex VIIs, invoices, Quality Protocol test results etc) and was 

compared against figures entered in WDF, and from landfill operator returns. The type of 

documentation used to compile returns was noted as were the names of any intermediate 

facilities, and waste carriers used. Where facilities had been selected which were not 
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considered to be final destinations, further information on the final destination of the waste 

stream was also requested. 

 

Records were requested to confirm the data entered for household and non-household 

residual waste collections e.g. regular household collections and civic amenity site skips. 

Evidence was sought as to the composition of, and origin of components in the final residual 

waste stream as well as the methodology used to determine these respective tonnages. A 

similar methodology to the landfill operators was employed for the inspection of the residual 

waste tonnages sent directly to landfill i.e. at least one week in each month of the relevant 

quarter was inspected and compared with the landfill operator return.  

 

Residual waste sent to MRFs for recovery was inspected on the basis of a sample of the 

waste transfer notes and invoices to confirm and verify the tonnage input to the facility. 

Evidence was sought in the form of waste transfer notes and / or export documentation 

(Annex VIIs) to verify materials recovered for recycling or energy recovery.  

 

All records for recycling, including weighbridge dockets and invoices, were inspected and 

totalled for comparison with the figures entered in WDF. Where minor discrepancies were 

discovered these were pointed out to the council officers concerned and rejected by NIEA 

for rectification on the WDF system accordingly. 

 

Upon completion of the audit a draft report was issued to the district council within twenty 

five working days of the audit taking place. The draft report summarised the evidence 

presented during the course of the audit and highlighted where action was required. When 

the report’s recommendations had been agreed the WDF data was rejected to enable the 

council officer(s) to make the necessary changes, and a final version of the audit report was 

issued to the district council and the relevant waste management group. 

 

Arrangements for audits were made with the agreement of the council concerned which 

NIEA visited for 2-3 days. It is envisaged that in time records will be stored in a single 

location as local government reforms structures and consolidates contracts to deliver further 

efficiencies. 
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The systems used by district councils for the collection and storage of data varied. The 

majority of data is held in a paper format, although increasing amounts of data are managed 

through internal spreadsheets and databases. On occasions additional material was e-

mailed to the NILAS Team subsequent to the audit. In the majority of cases the collection 

and storing of data was managed by one person thereby considerably increasing the risk to 

the district council as a corporate body for a failure to make a timely statutory submission 

should that person be absent due to sickness or leave.  

 

Although, the information recorded regarding final destinations has improved considerably 

over the course of the thirteen scheme years more effort is urgently required by some 

district councils to determine this information. NIEA from the outset of WDF reporting has 

advised district councils that MRFs were not considered to be a final destination for the 

recovery of materials, and that councils should determine this information which is also 

required to discharge their obligations under NILAS Regulation 10 (1) (c). In a wider sense 

this is one of the main considerations addressed by the overall Duty of Care which covers 

the whole waste management industry (https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/publications/waste-

management-duty-care-code-practice). 

 

NIEA recommends that information on final destinations is obtained on a regular basis, best 

practice is considered to be at least once every other quarter, to ensure that materials 

collected are being sent for recycling/ reuse/ recovery and that any rejection prior to 

reprocessing is accurately recorded. The minimum adequate evidence expected to 

adequately demonstrate final destinations would be sample copies of waste transfer notes  

for waste transfers within the UK and / or export documentation (Annex VII notifications) for 

waste transfers to destinations in other countries outside the UK showing the movement of 

a particular waste stream between the MRF and the reprocessing destination.  

 

NIEA expect that reprocessing destinations within the UK are accurately recorded with the 

WDF system, and will accept the name of the country to which waste is sent for processing 

for EU and non-EU exports with the proviso that export documentation (Annex VII 

notifications) accompanies the evidence presented for the relevant period.
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4 Reconciliation Process: 

 

The Monitoring Authority (NIEA) has a statutory duty under NILAS Regulation 13 to 

calculate the amount of BMW sent to landfill by each district council for the scheme year 

and to prepare a draft reconciliation of the tonnages involved and allowances used. This 

process must be completed no later than 5 months after the end of the scheme year i.e. by 

30th September. The BLACMW sent to landfill is calculated via a mass balance approach. 

 

NIEA delivered each district council’s draft reconciliation to the district council & WMG 

concerned as well as the Allocating Authority on 26th July 2018. This showed that all district 

councils had surpluses of allowances, and that no transfers of allowances from other district 

councils in order to meet their obligations under NILAS would be necessary for the scheme 

year.  

 

The Monitoring Authority has a statutory duty under Regulation 14 to reconcile the 

allowances available with the amount of BLACMW as calculated under Regulation 13 as 

soon as reasonably practicable after the end of the reconciliation period. The final 

reconciliation was completed by 29th November 2018, and issued simultaneously with the 

annual municipal waste management report (https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/articles/published-

waste-data) and the publication of the NILAS Public Register (https://appsd.daera-

ni.gov.uk/landfillallowances/).
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5. District Council Performance 

 

The scheme year 2017/18 was the thirteenth year of the landfill allowances scheme. In 

2017/18 the total number of landfill allowances allocated under NILAS was 248,570 tonnes. 

Each allowance permits the landfilling of one tonne of BLACMW. 

 

The total amount of BLACMW reported to have been sent to landfill was 171,295 tonnes, a 

decrease of 33,085 tonnes from 204,380 tonnes in 2016/17. In 2017/18, 31.1% of landfill 

allowances were not utilised compared to 22.3% not utilised in 2016/17. Over the past 13 

years district councils in Northern Ireland have collectively reduced the amount of BLACMW 

sent to landfill by 386,714 tonnes. Although, it should be noted that the deemed BLACMW 

percentage in the NILAS Regulations decreased from 71% to 64% from 1st April 2009. 

 

Councils not associated with a waste management group sent 34,957 tonnes of BLACMW 

to landfill, 43.9% less than their allocated allowances. 

 

The amount of BLACMW sent to landfill by arc21 was 105,271 tonnes, 28.3% less than their 

allocated allowances. 

 

The amount of BLACMW sent to landfill in the North West Regional Waste Management 

Group (NWRWMG) was 31,066 tonnes, 21.4% less than their allocated allowance.  

 

Figure 1 shows the calculated BLACMW for the thirteenth scheme year against the 

allowances allocated to each of the district councils 

 

Table 6 shows the percentage of allowances utilised by each district council ranked 

according to the balance remaining of the allocation at the end of the scheme year. 
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Figure 1: Landfill Allowance Utilisation for 2017/18 
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Table 6: Landfill Allowance Utilisation for 2017/18 

District Council BLACMW 

allowance 

BLACMW reported sent 

to landfill rounded to the 

nearest tonne 

Allowances 

Utilised (%) 

Newry, Mourne & Down DC 23,675 2,612 11.03% 

Armagh City, Banbridge & Craigavon BC 27,588 9,401 34.08% 

Mid Ulster DC 19,131 10,117 52.88% 

Derry City & Strabane DC 20,257 12,074 59.60% 

Antrim & Newtownabbey BC 18,968 14,235 75.05% 

Mid & East Antrim BC 18,515 14,221 76.81% 

Belfast CC 45,521 38,876 85.40% 

Ards & North Down BC 21,487 18,869 87.82% 

Lisburn & Castlereagh CC 18,580 16,458 88.58% 

Causeway Coast & Glens BC 19,278 18,992 98.52% 

Fermanagh & Omagh DC 15,570 15,439 99.16% 

Northern Ireland total 248,570 171,295 68.91% 

 

 

Table 7 illustrates the differences between the amount of BLACMW landfilled between the 

first and thirteenth; and previous and current, scheme years at the Northern Ireland level. 

 

Table 7: Comparison between 1st and current scheme years; and previous and 

current scheme years 

District Council: Decrease from 2005/06 

to 2017/18 (T) 

Decrease / Increase from 

2016/17 to 2017/18 (T) 

Northern Ireland – Total -386,714 -33,085 

 

Figure 2 and Table 8 show and quantify the % increase or decrease in BLACMW landfilled 

in 2017/18. 
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Figure 2: Comparison of BLACMW sent to landfill broken down by district council 2017/18 
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Table 8: Comparison of BLACMW reported as sent to landfill by district council & WMG 

by NILAS scheme year. 

 

WMG District Council 2016/17 2017/18 

arc21 

Antrim & Newtownabbey BC 17,609 14,235 

Ards & North Down BC 20,462 18,869 

Belfast CC 47,399 38,876 

Lisburn & Castlereagh CC  19,687 16,458 

Mid & East Antrim BC  19,161 14,221 

Newry, Mourne & Down DC   5,393   2,612 

NWRWMG 
Causeway Coast & Glens BC 18,996 18,992 

Derry City & Strabane DC  13,242 12,074 

None 

Armagh City, Banbridge & Craigavon BC 11,107 9,401 

Fermanagh & Omagh DC 16,815 15,439 

Mid Ulster DC  14,509 10,117 

Northern Ireland  204,380 171,295 

 

 

5.1 Northern Ireland Local Government Reform Programme 

 

The reform of local government programme implemented a reduction of the current 26 district 

councils to 11. The process was completed by 1st April 2015 .The new bodies should be more 

efficient and able to deliver more effective services. They will be citizen focused, responding to 

the needs, aspirations and concerns of their communities. In partnership with others, they will 

guide the future development of their areas. Therefore, 2014/15 was the last reporting year for 

the previous local government structures. In 2017/18 NIEA monitored NILAS on the basis of the 

11 new councils which commenced operation on 1st April 2015. 

 

The allocations for NILAS until 2020 were revised to take account of the new local government 

structures (Annex C). The revised allocations have been based on the proportion of the overall 

Northern Ireland population residing within the new administrative boundaries. 

 

 

Page 252 of 292



 

Northern Ireland Environment Agency NILAS Annual Report 2017/18 

  26 

5.2 Northern Ireland Waste Compositional Study 2007/08 

 

NIEA as Monitoring Authority have an obligation under Regulation 9(2) to keep under review the 

assumed amount of biodegradable waste in collected municipal waste.  

 

Regulation 12(2) deemed the biodegradable content of collected local authority municipal waste 

to be 71% as determined in 2000 by the Northern Ireland Waste Characterisation Study 

conducted by NI2000. 

 

The results of the new 2007/08 Northern Ireland Waste compositional study were made public 

in February 2008. The main finding of this study was the determination that at this time 64% 

was a more representative figure for the biodegradable content of LACMW within Northern 

Ireland.  

 

5.3 The Landfill Allowances Scheme (Amendment) Regulations (NI) 2008 

 

In September 2008 P&EPG issued a consultation paper on proposed amendments to the 

NILAS Regulations with a view to amending NILAS Regulation 12 (2)(a) from 71% to 64% in 

relation to the deemed biodegradable content in local authority collected municipal waste.  

 

The Landfill Allowances Scheme (Amendment) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2009 

(http://www.legislation.gov.uk/nisr/2009/46/regulation/2/made) were made on 11th February 

2009 to come into operation on 1st April 2009 changing the deemed statutory BLACMW 

percentage to 64% for the 2009/10 scheme year onwards. This change reflects the current 

levels of biodegradability of LACMW in Northern Ireland and is comparable to previously used 

levels in England (68%), Scotland (63%), and Wales (61%). 

 

Assessment of the impact of the reduction in the BLACMW percentage must be seen in the 

context of the mass balance calculation, rather than a straightforward 7% reduction. Therefore, 

the impact of the figures for the BLACMW at 64% may appear greater than originally 

anticipated. 
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5.4 Looking Forward to 2019/20 

 

The third and final Landfill Directive target year will come in 2019/20. The UK will report to the 

European Commission on the basis of the new definition of municipal waste (LACMW plus 

similar commercial & industrial wastes), but it is expected that NILAS will play its part in helping 

to achieve overall Landfill Directive targets. However, due to the lack of data following the 

reform / reorganisation of Northern Ireland’s local government in 2015 no forecasts have been 

made.
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Annex A: NILAS– 13th Scheme Year (2017/18) Regulation 13 Draft Reconciliation 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

District Council 2017/18 

Allocation 

BLACMW sent to 

landfill for scheme year 

2017/18 (As reported) 

BLACMW sent to 

landfill as % of 

2017/18 allocation 

Antrim & Newtownabbey BC 18,968 14,151 74.6% 

Ards & North Down BC 21,487 18,869 87.8% 

Armagh City, Banbridge & Craigavon BC 27,588 9,351 33.9% 

Belfast CC* 45,521 38,870 85.4% 

Causeway Coast & Glens BC 19,278 18,992 98.5% 

Derry City & Strabane DC 20,257 12,074 59.6% 

Fermanagh & Omagh DC 15,570 15,443 99.2% 

Lisburn & Castlereagh CC 18,580 16,458 88.6% 

Mid & East Antrim BC 18,515 14,221 76.8% 

Mid Ulster DC 19,131 10,077 52.7% 

Newry, Mourne & Down DC 23,675 2,612 11.0% 

Northern Ireland – Total:  248,570 171,119 68.8% 
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Annex B: NILAS progress – 13th Scheme Year (2017/18) Regulation 14 Final 

Reconciliation 

District Council 2017/18 

Allocation (T) 

BLACMW sent to 

landfill 2017/18 (T) 

BLACMW sent to 

landfill 2017/18 

(% of allocation) 

Antrim & Newtownabbey BC  18,968 14,235 75.0% 

Ards & North Down BC  21,487 18,869 87.8% 

Armagh City, Banbridge & Craigavon BC 27,588 9,401 34.1% 

Belfast CC  45,521 38,876 85.4% 

Causeway Coast & Glens BC 19,278 18,992 98.5% 

Derry City & Strabane DC 20,257 12,074 59.6% 

Fermanagh & Omagh DC  15,570 15,439 99.2% 

Lisburn & Castlereagh CC  18,580 16,458 88.6% 

Mid & East Antrim BC  18,515 14,221 76.8% 

Mid Ulster DC  19,131 10,117 52.9% 

Newry, Mourne & Down DC 23,675 2,612 11.0% 

Northern Ireland total 248,570 171,295 68.9% 

 

Page 256 of 292



 

Northern Ireland Environment Agency NILAS Annual Report 2017/18 

  30 

ANNEX C: Northern Ireland Landfill Allowance Scheme Allocations (tonnes) [New district councils] 

 

District Council Name 2015 / 16 2016 / 17 2017 / 18 2018 / 19 2019 / 20 Population 

(mid-2012 %) 

Antrim & Newtownabbey Borough Council 21,148 20,058 18,968 17,878 16,788 7.6% 

Ards & North Down Borough Council 23,956 22,722 21,487 20,252 19,017 8.6% 

Armagh, Banbridge & Craigavon Borough Council 30,759 29,173 27,588 26,002 24,417 11.1% 

Belfast City Council 50,753 48,137 45,521 42,904 40,289 18.3% 

Causeway Coast & Glens Borough Council 21,494 20,386 19,278 18,170 17,062 7.8% 

Derry City & Strabane District Council 22,586 21,422 20,257 19,093 17,929 8.1% 

Fermanagh & Omagh District Council 17,360 16,465 15,570 14,675 13,781 6.3% 

Lisburn & Castlereagh City Council 20,716 19,648 18,580 17,512 16,444 7.5% 

Mid & East Antrim Borough Council 20,644 19,579 18,515 17,451 16,387 7.4% 

Mid Ulster District Council 21,330 20,231 19,131 18,032 16,932 7.7% 

Newry, Mourne & Down District Council 26,396 25,036 23,675 22,314 20,954 9.5% 

Northern Ireland 277,142 262,856 248,570 234,284 220,000 100.0% 
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Report on 
 

Building Control Workload 

Date of Meeting  
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

William Wilkinson 

 
 

Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 
 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To provide Members with an update on the workload analysis for Building Control across 
Mid-Ulster District Council. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 

 
Building Control applications are received in three different forms:- 
 
a      Full Applications - submitted with detailed working drawings. 
 
b      Building Notices - minor work not usually requiring detailed plans, e.g.      
        provision of insulation to roof space, etc. 
 
c      Regularisation Applications – where work has been carried out without an   
        approval, an application must be submitted for retrospective approval.    
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 

 
Workload Analysis 
 

December 
 

Accumulative 
 

2018 2018/19 
 

 
Total number of Applications 
 
Full plans applications received 
 
Building Notices applications received 
 
Regularisations applications received               
 

 
122 

 
41 

 
51 

 
30 
 

 
1407 

 
588 

 
587 

 
232 

 

 
Estimated value of works submitted 

 
£9,823,243 

 
£139,850,301 

 
Number of inspections carried out by Building 
Control Officers  
 

 
949 

 
8050 
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Commencements 
 
Domestic Dwellings 
 
Domestic alterations and Extensions 
 
Non-Domestic work 
 

 
158 

 
30 

 
121 

 
7 

 
1800 

 
648 

 
1075 

 
77 

 
Completions 
 
Domestic Dwellings 
 
Domestic alterations and Extensions 
 
Non-Domestic work 
 
 

 
213 

 
97 

 
105 

 
11 

 
1361 

 
504 

 
780 

 
77 

 
Property Certificates Received 

 
165 

 
1654 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial:  Within Current Resources 
 

Human:  Within Current Resources 
 

Risk Management:  None 
 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  None 
 

Rural Needs Implications:  None 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 

 
Members are requested to note the content of this report. 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 

 
Appendix 1 - List of significant applications received by Building Control. 
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Appendix 1 

 

Significant Developments - December 2018 
 
 

 

 
Applicant 

 

 
Location of Development 

 
Details of Development 

 
Estimated value of 

development 

 
Education Authority 

 
Kilronan School,                
46 Ballyronan Road, 
Magherafelt 
 

 
Extension to Dining Room & 
Refurbishment of Staff Room  
B.C. fee - £2,265 
 

 
£364,380 

 
H Graham 

 
17-19 Main Street, Bellaghy 

 
Extension to Commercial Premises. 
(Floor Area 505m2) B.C. fee - £2,155 
 

 
£342,895 
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Report on 
 

Entertainment Licensing Applications 

Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

William Wilkinson 

 
Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To update Members on Entertainment Licensing applications across Mid Ulster District 
Council. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 
2.2 
 
2.3 

 
The Council has responsibility for licensing places of entertainment in accordance with The 
Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) (NI) Order 1985. 
 
Entertainment Licensing applications are received on a continued basis across the District. 
 
Statutory consultations are carried out with PSNI and NIFRS for each Entertainment 
Licence application (grant or renewal) submitted. 
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
As previously agreed a list of applications for all grant/renewal of Entertainment Licences 
in Mid Ulster District Council is attached (see Appendix 1). The number of applications 
received on a monthly basis will vary depending on the date of expiry of the current 
licence. 
 
Each application is accompanied by the following documentation: 
 
1  A current Fire Risk Assessment detailing the following: 

(a) means of escape from premises  
(b) management responsibilities for day to day safety aspects 
(c) details of review on an annual basis 

 
    The fire risk assessment submitted is audited by the inspecting officer. 
 
2  Electrical certification is required for the following: 

(a) General electrical installation 
(b) Emergency lighting system 
(c) Fire alarm system 

 
 
3  Details of current public liability insurance for premises 
 
4  Copy of public advertisement in local press 
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3.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Following the application for the Grant/Renewal of an Entertainment Licence being 
submitted and validated, an inspection is carried out to ensure that the premises are in 
compliance with all relevant guidance and legislation. 
 
Areas which would be inspected are as follows: 
 

1. Means of escape from the venue i.e. Final Exit Doors and Easy Opening Devices 
are satisfactory and escape routes are free from obstruction etc. 

 
2. All floor, wall, and  ceiling coverings are in compliance and in good condition 

 
3. All firefighting equipment are correctly positioned and serviced as required 

 
4. The general condition of the premises is satisfactory 

 
5. All management documentation is in place 

 

4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial: Within Current Resources      
 

Human:    Within Current Resources      
 

Risk Management: None 
 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications:  None 
 

Rural Needs Implications: None 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 

 
Members are requested to note the content of this report. 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 
 
 
6.2 

 
Appendix 1 – Schedule of applications received for the Grant/Renewal of Entertainment 
Licences. 
 
Appendix 2 – Schedule of Entertainment Licence applications which have been 
granted/renewed. 
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Appendix 1 
 
 
Schedule of applications received for the Grant/Renewal of Entertainment Licences in December 2018 
 
 

 
Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

K Regan Regan's Bar  17a Hall Street Maghera Annual 

 
 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
 

150 

M P Doyle The Shepherd's Rest  
220 Sixtowns Road 
Draperstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11:00 
To: 13.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

340 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

P B McKenna McKenna’s Bar 2-4 Glen Road Maghera Annual 

 
Monday To 
Wednesday 
From: 11.30 
To: 23.30 
 
Thursday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.30 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.30 
 

107 

L Doyle Islandhill AOH Hall  
185 Shore Road 
Magherafelt 

Annual 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 10.00 
To: 01.30 

360 

R Donnelly The Underground Bar 
37 St. Patricks Street 
Draperstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
 

184 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

P Kidd St Martin's GAC  
51 Longfield Road 
Desertmartin 

Annual 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 10.00 
To: 13.00 

410 

N McMullan 
Castledawson Presbyterian 

Church Hall  
61 Main Street 
Castledawson 

14 
Unspecified 

Days 

Monday To Saturday 
From: 10.00 
To: 24.00 

288 

M Regan The Market Inn  
25-27 St. Patricks Street 
Draperstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
 

100 

H & T McGlone 
Secrets Nightclub & 

Dorman's Bar  
15-17 Queen Street 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 02.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 01.30 
 

1246 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

M O'Kane & A M 
Crawford 

McMaster’s Bar  27 Main Street Maghera Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 12.00 
 

120 

P McAllister McAllister’s Bar & Lounge 
76b Sixtowns Road 
Draperstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

190 

R O'Kane The Flax Inn  
27 King Street 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

115 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

 J Belton The Elk  
38-40 Hillhead Road 
Toomebridge 

Annual 

 
 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 02.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 01.00 
 
 
 

2376 

 D O'Kane 
The Taphouse Bar & 

Restaurant  
37 Main Street Bellaghy Annual 

 
Monday To Thursday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.30 
 
Friday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 02.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
24.00 
 
 
 

170 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

 D Friel Friel’s Bar & Restaurant  
2-4 Kilrea Road 
Swatragh 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.30 
 

230 

P McCloy The Terrace Hotel  
42-48 Church Street 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 11.30 
To: 24.00 
 

710 

R McGrath The Old Thatch Inn  
116 Hillhead Road 
Castledawson 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.00 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

238 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

D Gordon The Hawthorn Inn 
54 Kilrea Road 
Portglenone 

Annual 

 
 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 22.00 
 

175 

St John Bosco 
Community 
Association 

St John Bosco Community 
Hall   

3 Culbane Road 
Portglenone 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 08.00 
To: 01.00 
 

180 

M T Molloy The Oak Leaf Restaurant  
31 Glenshane Road 
Maghera 

Annual  

 
 
Monday To Thursday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 
Friday To Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 01.00 
 

135 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

M Stewart The Coachman 
58 Rainey Street 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 02.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 02.00 
 

155 

C McNally The Hogan Stand  
32a Moneyneany Road 
Draperstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.00 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
 

70 

S Doherty 
Fallaghloon AOH 
Community Hall  

189 Glen Road Maghera Annual 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 09.00 
To: 01.00 

492 

J Fox The Parish Centre  
153 Aughrim Road 
Toome 

14 
Unspecified 

Days 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

100 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

R Diamond 
Wolfe Tones GAA Social 

Club  
30 Ballyscullion Road 
Bellaghy 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 11.00 
To: 01.00 
 
 

200 

I Gillespie 
Rainey Old Boys' Rugby 

Football Club  
7 Meadowbank Road 
Magherafelt 

Annual  

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 17.00 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 17.00 
To: 24.00 
 
 

280 

Siobhan Toner MacFlynn Suite 
75 Castledawson Road 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 09.00 
To: 23.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 09.00 
To: 21.00 
 

110 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

M Bradley The Dugout Bar 94 Main Street Maghera Annual 

 
Monday To Thursday 
From: 11.30 
To: 23.30 
 
Friday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.30 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.30 
 
 

50 

J Gates Magherafelt Parish Centre  
24 King Street 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 09.00 
To: 01.00 
 

620 

Msgnr A Dolan PP 
VG 

St Mary Parochial Hall 
1 Tamlaghtduff Park 
Bellaghy 

Annual 

 
 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 10.00 
To: 01.00 
 
 

615 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

S Boyle The Cosy Corner Bar  
68 Gulladuff Road 
Gulladuff 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 22.00 
 

90 

H Stewart 
Magherafelt Presbyterian 

Church 
28 Meeting Street 
Magherafelt 

14 
Unspecified 

Days 

 
Monday To Friday 
From: 20.00 
To: 01.00 
 
Saturday 
From: 20.00 
To: 24.00 
 

350 

F McCloskey 
St Colm's GAC Social 

Centre  
6 Corrick Road 
Draperstown 

Annual  

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.00 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

290 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

T P McMullin Royal British Legion Club 
67 Kilrea Road 
Upperlands 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 19.00 
To: 23.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 11.00 
To: 18.00 

175 

M Murray An Rath Dubh 
53 Moneyneany Road 
Draperstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Thursday 
From: 11.00 
To: 24.00 
 
Friday To Sunday 
From: 11.00 
To: 13.00 
 

300 

D Williamson 
Fivemiletown Royal British 

Legion Club Ltd 
163 Ballagh Road 
Fivemiletown 

Annual 

Monday To Thursday 
From: 13.00 
To: 24.00 
 
Friday & Saturday 
From: 13.00 
To: 24.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 19.00 
To: 23.00 

160 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

H Downey Downey's Bar 
26-28 Queen Street 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 12.00 

330 

M Doris The Market Tavern Bar 
62 Rainey Street 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
 

180 

P Bell 
Castlebay Community 

Centre 
187a Mountjoy Road 
Coalisland 

14 
Unspecified 

Days 

Monday To Thursday 
From: 09.00 
To: 12.30 
 
Friday & Saturday 
From: 09.00 
To: 01.30 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.30  

490 

Page 277 of 292

https://mid-ulster-licence.tascomi.com/contacts/index.html?area=view&fa=v_sc&id=52
https://mid-ulster-licence.tascomi.com/contacts/index.html?area=view&fa=v_sc&id=39


 
Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of Premises 

 
Type of 
Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

proposed 

 
Max No 

of 
Patrons 

B Mussen 
Assembly Hall - St Patrick's 

College 

St Patrick's Co-ed 
Comprehensive College 
25 Coleraine Road 
Maghera 

14 
Unspecified 

Days 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 07.00 
To: 22.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 14.00 
To: 17.00 
 

450 

D Scott Scott’s Bar 
72-76 Main Street 
Fivemiletown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.00 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

140 
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Appendix 2 
 
Schedule of applications issued for the Grant/Renewal of Entertainment Licences in December 2018 
 

 
Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of 
Premises 

 
Type of Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

Granted 
 

Mid Ulster District 
Council 

The Lounge Marquee 
Market Street 
Magherafelt 

14 Unspecified 
Days 

 
 
Saturday 24 November 
2018 
From: 11.00 
To: 22.00 
 
Sunday 25 November 
2018 
From: 13.00 
To: 18.00 
 
 

L Bradley The Back Door Bar 
31-33 Main Street 
Maghera 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of 
Premises 

 
Type of Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

Granted 
 

P Laverty PB's BAR 
1 Dungannon Street 
Moy 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday  
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
 

D Hamilton Ton's Place Daly's Bar 
65 Irish Street 
Dungannon 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.30 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

J Conway The Belfast House 
3 Orritor Street 
Cookstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From 12.00 
To: 24.00 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of 
Premises 

 
Type of Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

Granted 
 

D Jardine The Gas Works 
Perry Street 
Dungannon 

Annual 

 
Monday To Thursday 
From: 11.00 
To: 24.00 
 
Friday & Saturday 
From: 11.00 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 

A McAlynn St Patrick GFC 
111a Ballyneil Road 
Moneymore 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
 

F Brunt St John's Parish Halls 
Murley Road 
Fivemiletown 

14 Unspecified 
Days 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From:09.00 
To:24.00 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of 
Premises 

 
Type of Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

Granted 
 

Rev P Donnelly St Patrick's Parish Hall 
137 Ballinderry 
Bridge Road 
Coagh 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 09.00 
To: 22.00 
 

Scott & Ewing Jimmy Johnston's Bar 
39-41 Main Street 
Augher 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.30 
 

A McCracken 
Cookstown Royal 

British Legion Club Ltd 
19 Burn Road 
Cookstown 

Annual 

 
Thursday 
From: 19.00 
To: 23.20 
 
Friday 
From: 15.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Saturday 
From: 14.00 
To: 01.00 
 

Mid Ulster District 
Council 

The Burnavon 
7 Burn Road 
Cookstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 08.00 
To: 01.00 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of 
Premises 

 
Type of Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

Granted 
 

A Sheeran Bottle Of Benburb 
241-247  
Derryfubble Road 
Benburb 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 12.00 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 24.00 
 
 

R J Carmichael The Jungle 
60 Desertmartin 
Road 
Magherafelt 

14 Unspecified 
Days 

 
 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 09.00 
To: 01.00 
 
 

M Barry Ma Quinns 
65 James Street 
Cookstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 
Sunday 
From: 12.30 
To: 24.00 
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Name of Applicant 

 

 
Name of Premises 

 
Address of 
Premises 

 
Type of Licence 

 
Days and Hours 

Granted 
 

C Loughran The Millwheel Bar 
60 Dunnamore Road 
Cookstown 

Annual 

 
Monday & Tuesday 
From: 11.30 
To: 23.30 
 
Wednesday To 
Sunday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.30 

M McElhatton Greenvale Hotel 
57 Drum Road 
Cookstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 01.00 
 

1 Oak Leisure Ireland Time Bar Venue 
40-42 James Street 
Cookstown 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 12.00 
To: 14.00 
 

E Quinn The Tailor's House 
50 Main Street 
Ballygawley 

Annual 

 
Monday To Saturday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
 

P Forbes The Cove Bar 
126 Shore Road 
Magherafelt 

Annual 

 
Monday To Sunday 
From: 11.30 
To: 01.00 
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Report on 
 

Mid Ulster Travellers Working Group Update 

 
Date of Meeting 
 

8th January 2019 

Reporting Officer 
 

Mark Kelso - Director Public Health & Infrastructure 

 
Is this report restricted for confidential business?   
 

If ‘Yes’, confirm below the exempt information category relied upon  
 

Yes     

No  X 

 

1.0 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 

 
To provide an update to Members in relation to the Mid Ulster Travellers Working Group 
meeting held on 15th November 2018. 
 

2.0 Background 

 
2.1 
 
 

 
Following the Environment Committee meeting held on 11th September 2018 the Mid 
Ulster Travellers Working Group was established and met on 15th November 2018. 
 

3.0 Main Report 

 
3.1 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The first Mid Ulster Travellers Working Group meeting was held on 15th November 2018.  
The Working Group consists of nominated Elected Member representation, MUDC Officers 
and other agencies such as NIHE and DfI Roads. 
 
The Working Group is time bound and will be concluded when a Needs Assessment has 
been completed and NIHE have identified an appropriate site to progress to development 
if necessary and secured any temporary accommodation as required to prevent 
unauthorised encampments. The Working Group will report on a regular basis through the 
Environment Committee. Any matter concerning the identification and release or otherwise 
of Council lands will be subject to land availability and agreement through Policy and 
Resources Committee as per Council procedures. 
 
The Draft Terms of Reference (as set out below) were discussed at the meeting.  The draft 
notes from the meeting are attached at Appendix 1. 
 
Draft Terms of Reference  
 

1. Assist and support local NIHE representatives and the NIHE Place Shaping Team 
in addressing recent Traveller issues in Mid Ulster area. 

 
2. Confirm the identified Traveller need as per the NIHE Needs Assessment 

mechanism for the Mid Ulster area. 
 

3. Assist and support NIHE and other statutory agencies in the identification of 
suitable and appropriate permanent and temporary site provision for Traveller 
families in the Mid Ulster area as deemed required. 
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4.0 Other Considerations 

 
4.1 

 

Financial, Human Resources & Risk Implications 
 

Financial:  Not determined at present  
 

Human:  Officer time  
 

Risk Management: N/a  
 

 
4.2 

 

Screening & Impact Assessments  
 

Equality & Good Relations Implications: N/a 
 

Rural Needs Implications:  N/a 
 

5.0 Recommendation(s) 

 
5.1 
 
 

 
Members to note the draft meeting notes from the Mid Ulster Travellers Working Group 
meeting held on 15th November 2018. 
 

6.0 Documents Attached & References 

 
6.1 

 
Appendix 1 – Traveller Working Group Meeting 15th November 2018, draft notes 
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Appendix 1 

Traveller Meeting – Draft Notes 
Thursday 15th November 2018, MUDC Magherafelt Office 

 
In Attendance: 
Members: Cllr N Doris, Cllr C McFlynn, Cllr A Forde, Cllr R McGinley, Cllr D McKinney 
 
Other:  Mark Kelso (MUDC), Andrew Cassells (MUDC), Dr Chris Boomer (MUDC), 

Ursula Mezza (MUDC), Fiona McClements (MUDC), Philip Clarke (MUDC), 
Johnny McNeill (MUDC),  Georgina Junk (MUDC) M Bradley (NIHE), A 
Hickey (NIHE) 

 
Apologies:   Cllr K Ashton, Cllr P McLean, Cllr T Wilson (MUDC), M Dallat (NIHE), Connor 

Smith (NIHE) N Bratton (DFI Roads)   
 

Meeting Draft Notes / Actions 

 
M Kelso opened the meeting. Cllr McGinley advised it would be beneficial to have the 
meeting Officer-chaired on this occasion and agree an elected member chair at the next 
meeting. 
 
Notes of meeting held 24 July 2018 were noted.   
 
Draft Terms of Reference   
 
Following discussion re meeting times was proposed and agreed that meetings would be 
held bi-monthly commencing 5.30pm in Cookstown in Cookstown offices. Next meeting 
scheduled for Tuesday 15 January 2019. 
 
Terms of Reference had been drawn up for discussion. A Hickey queried how potential 
conflict of interests for members /officers sitting on planning committee and working group 
would be addressed. M Kelso advised members had all received relevant training and 
would identify any potential issues if circumstances required. It was agreed that the 
working group would facilitate NIHE - Place Shaping working to address their statutory 
responsibility and it would not get into the detail of the site selection.  
 
Dr Boomer advised that Planning Service have appropriate mechanisms in place to ensure 
no potential for conflict of interest. The group has to identify the need on different levels. 
Planners are currently working with NIHE at regional level to draw up a strategic needs 
assessment and their role was in an advisory capacity, not to identify any specific site. Dr 
Boomer accepted the differences between the strategic and the operational assessment.  
Any planning application for a temporary or permanent serviced site solution would be 
accompanied by a planning statement which demonstrates the specific housing need for 
the proposed accommodation.   
  
Cllr McGinley stated that the Working Group is a task and finish group, with no decision 
making powers. The Group’s role was to identify and scope out potential temporary and 
permanent sites for travellers, which would be separate from the planning process. Council 
have the opportunity to be pioneers in this process.   
 
Cllr McGinley asked if it would be useful to have a Human Rights Commission 
representative on the group in view of their ongoing work with traveller issues. M Kelso 
advised officers were already engaged with the NIHRC and working group would address 
relevant issues.  
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Update on Current Position  
 
Cllr McKinney advised it would be useful to get a location map drawn up of all potential 
sites for discussion between the group and those travellers who would be utilising any 
sites. Cllr Forde agreed this would be a useful exercise as there was a clear need for some 
type of site provision.  
 
Dr Boomer indicated that the group should be mindful that travellers’ needs come in 
different shapes and sizes.  One larger site might not be the best solution. It may be easier 
to integrate smaller groups.   
 
M Bradley asked if there was a duty on Council within its Community Plan to bring 
education or health issues on board for travellers. M Kelso advised matter can be referred 
to the relevant Thematic Group for consideration. 
 
Cllr McFlynn advised that Council can advise NIHE on what sites they may have available 
and NIHE can carry out the scoping exercise as is their duty.  NIHE had agreed on a 
‘halting’ site to accommodate 6/8 families. 
 
The Council are not in a position to share their landownership details with NIHE as it does 
not exist in a format that can be easily shared.  A Cassells agreed to assist in identifying 
any potential sites which can be forwarded to NIHE. 
 
A Cassells queried if there is a set of criteria to evaluate sites to measure if they are 
suitable. A Hickey advised this was a set out in the policy guidance and would be 
addressed through the PAD process. 
 
M Kelso queried if there would be any potential for redundant portions of roadway to be 
considered given extent of new roadworks in the area. A Hickey agreed to take this up with 
DFI Roads. 
 
Some discussion took place on what size of ground would be required.  A Hickey advised 
approximately 1.5 acres – this is in line with Planning Policy Guidelines. 
 
A Hickey was asked to circulate a map which defined the site selection area. 
 
NIHE have written to all directors of statutory authority and central departments with regard 
to their landholdings in the former Magherafelt district Council area and await their 
feedback.  NIHE will be following this up with relevant staff from these bodies in the coming 
weeks. 
 
Councillor McKinney raised the issue regarding size/design guide.  A Hickey undertook to 
circulate the Design Guide for Traveller Accommodation. 
 
M Kelso asked if any complaints or actions had been taken to address the unauthorised 
temporary facility on the lay-by at Hillhead Road. F McClements advised that the area was 
under the control of Roads service and believed that Notices had been served. The 
complainant’s concerns would appear to be, not with the travellers themselves, but with 
rubbish build up and certain behaviours.  The complainant seems to be engaging with the 
travellers and the situation is improving.   
 
M Bradley advised that Conor Smyth had assessed the site and had referred the matter to 
Roads Service who own the land. 
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A Hickey also undertook to check whether DfI have initiated court proceedings to move the 
families currently residing at Hillhead Road, Castledawson. 
 
Cllr McKinney queried facilities at the site and the merits of providing a skip or bins on-site.  
A Cassells advised that the rubbish was currently being managed by travellers themselves. 
 
Cllr McGinley advised that it is each agency’s duty to deal with those issues relevant to 
them in an impartial and objective way, which minimises risk to children and families on the 
site, taking into consideration the control of rubbish and sanitation issues (provision of 
portaloo facilities). I.  
 
 
 DRAFT ACTIONS FOR REVIEW 
 
 

1. Map and scope out potential Temporary and Permanent sites and provide a list all 
properties owned by NIHE and Council, in the legacy Magherafelt area (MUDC / 
NIHE).  A Cassells agreed to assist in identifying any sites which may be in council 
ownership of sites as put forward by NIHE.  A Hickey was asked to circulate a map 
which defined the site selection area.  NIHE have written to all directors of statutory 
authority and central departments with regard to their landholdings in the former 
Magherafelt district Council area and await their feedback.  NIHE will be following 
this up with relevant staff from these bodies in the coming weeks. 

 
2. A Hickey undertook to circulate the Design Guide for Traveller Accommodation. 

 
3. Consider the legal connotations if Council / DFI Roads were to provide skips / 

portaloos at the present site (MUDC / DFI). 
 

4. Review and consider NIHRC recommendations for traveller sites. ( NIHE/ MUDC) 
 

5. Get an update on the current situation with the traveller families on the site to 
assess their needs (NIHE).  A Hickey also undertook to check whether DfI have 
initiated court proceedings to move the families currently residing at Hillhead Road, 
Castledawson. 
 
 
 

NEXT MEETING 
  
Tuesday 15th January 2019, in Cookstown offices, at 5.30pm. 
 
AOB 
 
Councillor Bateson has retired and a new Member is to be nominated to the Travellers 
Working Group. 
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