Six Principles for a Sound
Dogs-in-Parks Strategy

1. The policy should recognize the social
value of off-leash areas in
neighbourhood parks.
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2. Encourage good citizenship and
individual accountability.
Do not impose collective liability or
devolve on citizens the responsibility
for park maintenance and
enforcement.

The City should be responsible for enforcing the park rules. Individuals
should be legally accountable for their own conduct.

!_ocal gro.ups, where they exist, .can be The City’s draft policy:
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for infrastructure, as the price of having responsibilities.

an off-leash area in their
neighbourhood park.



3. Grandparent existing off-leash areas.

Off-leash areas are vital neighbourhood amenities
on which citizens rely in deciding where to live.
Existing park uses need not be forever frozen in
place, but the policy should make clear that if
certain residents want the City to “re-evaluate”
(i.e., revoke) off-leash access in a particular park, a
heavy onus rests on them to justify the withdrawal
of their fellow citizens’ rights and to show that
there is an adequate alternative off-leash area
within the same neighbourhood.

The City’s draft policy:
Existing off-leash areas
would not be
"grandparented.” The City
plans to “re-evaluate” all
existing off-leash areas,
bringing them under the
new system rather than
relying on “outdated or
historic practices” (p. 13).



4. Invest in amenities.

A share of the Parks budget should be allocated to
maintenance and the provision of amenities in off-
leash areas, including but not limited to signage
about off-leash rules and owner responsibilities.

5. No mandatory infrastructure
requirements without resources.

The City should not impose infrastructure
requirements for off-leash areas (e.g., fencing) unless
it provides resources to meet those requirements.

The City’s draft policy:
The policy suggests that
fencing or other
requirements might be a
condition for having an
off-leash area, but it
emphasizes that no tax
money will be made
available to meet these
requirements.



6. Aim for 80 off-leash areas by 2010

In Toronto’s 1,400 parks, there are more than 800
playgrounds and 800 sports fields ... and only 32 off-leash
areas.

The City’s draft policy:

Yet, there are hundreds of The draft policy recognizes
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say 2010. The number doesn’t have to be 80, of course. The
point is that one-tenth as many neighbourhood off-leash
areas as playgrounds is not aiming too high.



