City Wide Study of Existing City of Toronto Dogs Off-Leash Areas (OLA)

Background

The City of Toronto’s Parks Standards & Innovations Unit is leading an
interdivisional study to examine how the City’s existing Dog Off-Leash Areas
(OLAs) can be reimagined to better harmonize with existing park uses, provide
a satisfying user experience, and operate with optimum efficiency. This study is
a result of the recommendation in the Parks & Recreation Facilities Master Plan
(2017) to “develop criteria for improving existing dog off-leash areas.”

This study will explore common issues, global best practices, and potential
solutions in an effort to develop design solutions to help improve the City’s
existing OLAs. The City will select eight case study sites and examine the variety
of challenges and opportunities in OLAs of different size, context, and character.
Ultimately, the Study will strive to address common issues, reflect consideration
of a range of perspectives and needs, and propose site-specific recommendations
that could apply to OLAs City-wide

Why Now

The City has heard that OLAs could be better

Improving existing OLAs will help the City maintain a successful park amenity.

Toronto’s population (human and dog) is increasing

With more pets and dogs living in the City there is an increased demand to
accommodate them in public space like parks.

Existing OLAs need to work as well as possible

In 2010, the City’s People Dogs and Parks - Off-Leash Policy led to a capital
investment of over $5 million dollars to create and improve OLAs. With that
capital investment completed in 2016, the City is focusing on improving what it
already has.

Goals + Objectives

Improve existing OLAs through effective design, maintenance, and operations

Foster healthy relationships between dog owners and non-dog owners

Elevate OLAs as spaces that provide a healthy, safe, accessible, and sustainable environment
. Adapt OLA designs to meet operational pressures, such as use and sustainability

Develop guidelines to ensure consistent maintenance and operation across Toronto
Develop design recommendations that can be applied to all existing OLAS

Identify required operating and/or capital budget to maintain & improve existing sites

0 N > oA W N

. Improve community involvement and develop future ongoing partnerships

Phase One
Building Understanding

Phase Two
Testing Ideas

Phase Three
Finalizing Recommendations

Work Plan
March 2019

Review and Synthesis of Background Materials
April 2019

External Stakeholder Consultation #1

June 2019

Public Survey #1

July 2019

Internal Stakeholder Consultation
July 2019

Site Tour of 8 Case Studies
July 2019

Interviews with Local Stakeholders
late July & early August 2019

High Level Concepts
August 2019

External Stakeholder Consultation #2
August 2019

‘Pup’ Ups
September 2019

Public Survey #2
September 2019

Concepts and Recommendations Finalized
October 2019

Draft Report
October 2019

External Stakeholder Consultation #3
October 2019

Final Report
November 2019
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City Wide Study of Existing City of Toronto Dogs Off-Leash Areas (OLA)

Existing OLAs

Statistics, Design, Maintenance and Operations

In order to provide a successful off-leash area, the overall goal for the design,
operation and maintenance needs to be determined for each site individually.

All 73 sites pose their own opportunities and challenges. However, a variety of
design elements have proven successful and these can be included in Toronto’s
OLAs and tailored for each site. Some design elements to consider may include
fencing, varying topography, variety of surfacing, shade, seating and water
features.

With each design element comes different maintenance and operation
requirements. Surfacing may require annual top-ups (Engineered Wood Fibre) or
repairs (sod, artificial turf) and each site will require a different operation plan, as
well as different installation and maintenance costs.

The consideration of design, operations and maintenance are interconnected.
Throughout this process, the project team will work to understand the needs of the
City, dogs, dog owners and the general public to ensure the design of OLAs satisfies
the needs of the users while establishing a sustainable operation and maintenance
program.

Natural Trails + Boardwalk
1 park /1%

SMALLEST

Corkto
4

Crushed Granite
3 parks / 4%

ommons

Pea Gravel
16 parks / 22%

Grass

30 parks / 41%

/% of OLAs by
type of surfacing

Wood Chips
9 parks / 13%

Engineer Wood Fibre
6 parks / 8%

Sand
8 parks / 11%

largest vs smallest tof OLAS by
size
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City Wide Study of Existing City of Toronto Dogs Off-Leash Areas (OLA)

Potential Selection Criteria SEATING, WASTE BINS, PICNIC

8 Case Studies Sites PARKING IRRIGATION TABLES, COMMUNITY BOARDS, ACCESSIBILITY
ETC.

We will examine all existing OLA sites, and with support
from City staff, select, examine and evaluate eight (8)
case study sites. We will identify needs, and provide

design recommendations to improve the sites. It is DRAINAGE LIGHTING SURFACING VARIETIES WATER ACCESS
important to select sites that reflect a variety of challenges

presented by parks of different sizes, context and

character.

Our potential selection criteria will be based on at a wide ENVIRONMENTALLY
variety of considerations. Our understanding is that FENCING TYPES SMALL DOG AREA Sl D2 5 WEC SRR SENSITIVE

there are various opportunities and constraints to the
existing OLAs, and our goal is ensure our selected case
studies represent a diverse range of off-leash areas. Some
key considerations are listed on the right. If you feel as

though we are missing any key subjects, please let us TIME RESTRICTIONS URBAN VS SUBURBAN SMALL / MEDIUM / LARGE FENCE VS NO FENCE

know in the comment sheets provided.

Sample of Best Practices Reviewed
Nationally and Internationally

A s R
L = '-.
s 4 )
P b o ol

e W A

CONNAUGHT PARK CALGARY, AB @ WASHINGTON PARK CINCINNATI OH

e 9 - o ™, . 7
gl H ¥ ] ;
T 3 Iy
' .-'...-': o E. 7
ke do-. Y
e

3 n £ b Sty
' E,"fr O T &7 »
g?-' = w!' '
e 1 v ' -
T.'- 1 I " ] T 4 it T i b

1| s 111 (R T TTTT T T T
N, M — e

R F o e e 2 s
et i £ F el

STANLEY PARK TORONTO, ON

iy, T <.
e A_!‘ m—

NNER BARK PARK CHICAGO, IL

N ERE) TEERE) AR U TR

@ MCCORMICH PLACE PARK CHICAGO, IL

e

@ MONTROSE DOG BEACH CHICAGO, IL

JUNE 2019 // 4 of 4





Accessibility Report



		Filename: 

		190729-OLA_Stakeholder_Mtg_1-Access.pdf






		Report created by: 

		Trish Clarke


		Organization: 

		





 [Personal and organization information from the Preferences > Identity dialog.]


Summary


The checker found no problems in this document.



		Needs manual check: 2


		Passed manually: 0


		Failed manually: 0


		Skipped: 1


		Passed: 29


		Failed: 0





Detailed Report



		Document




		Rule Name		Status		Description


		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set


		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF


		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF


		Logical Reading Order		Needs manual check		Document structure provides a logical reading order


		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified


		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar


		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents


		Color contrast		Needs manual check		Document has appropriate color contrast


		Page Content




		Rule Name		Status		Description


		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged


		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged


		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order


		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided


		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged


		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker


		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts


		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses


		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive


		Forms




		Rule Name		Status		Description


		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged


		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description


		Alternate Text




		Rule Name		Status		Description


		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text


		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read


		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content


		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation


		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text


		Tables




		Rule Name		Status		Description


		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot


		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR


		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers


		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column


		Summary		Skipped		Tables must have a summary


		Lists




		Rule Name		Status		Description


		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L


		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI


		Headings




		Rule Name		Status		Description


		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting







Back to Top


