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Timeline and Site Selection Process

Sep to 2017
Oct, 2016 Dec. 2016 to 2019

Consultations with
regulatory
agencies, finalize
report and

July 1t
May 2016  June1,2016  June 28, 2016 Se;_ %1 2016  Sep. 20,2016

Land acquisition,
design and

Amec Foster
technical

Wheeler appointed Internal Presentation to

Council

Public Open

User focus group Survey, public
meeting outreach

consultations,
construction
(pending Council
approval)

contract to identify stakeholder
potential locations meeting
west of Hwy 400

House

recommendations,
submit to City Staff
and Council

. Assess short list of potential locations against Tier 2 criteria to determine suitability,
identify opportunities / advantages and challenges / disadvantages

. Consult with the public on proposed locations

. Consult with regulatory agencies (TRCA, York Region, MNRF)

Recommendations
to Council
. Research into previous off leash dog park
process and outcomes .
. Research into other off leash dog parks in
Southern Ontario 3 “ Tier 2 Criteria
. Conducting a werkshop with City staff Tier 1 Criteria Assessment
: Conducting a focus group with stakeholders Assessment )
. Develop a list of potential sites
. Develop list of criteria to assess the
suitability of potential locations e
. Conduct public survey
. Prepare report of findings and final
- Assess potential locations against Tier 1 recommendations
criteria to determine suitability, identify S Submit report and present to Council
opportunities / advantages and challenges

° Research / disadvantages
“ Develop a short list of potential sites for
further evaluation and consideration
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Overview of Other Dog Areas

in Southern Ontario

Detalls

* Dog parks in Southern Ontario were
reviewed to understand:

—Governance structure

—Management of issues (noise, litter, smell)
—Characteristics of park

—Municipal policies and enforcement

Parking

Amenities and
Infrastructure’

JACK BARLING L
PARK

Governance

Town of Richmond Hill

Community
Invalvement

Reference

City of Missisalga

arm:
foster
wheeler

Brampton

18,519

[ Markham | Mislessuga | RichmondHil |

523911 301,709 713,443 185,541
4 1 1 T 2
na Primary scale, fenced off leash nia Primary scale, fenced off leash -  Primary scale and Jocal scale,
fenced off leash
nia Entire site (including parking) nla Variety of sizes and types Sizes are 1.9 acres (0.75
greater than 8 acres (3.24 ranging from 1.4 to 22 acres hectares) [Tower Hil] and 2.5
hectares) (0,56 10 8.9 Ha) acres (1 hectars) [
] (min, size 2.5
hectare)
nia nla nia 15 m outside boundaries of
Location is across the street recreational facilities; 30
from rural residential properties m from playgrounds; (unofficial)
and abuts an industrial area 100 m from house.
na 25 spots on gravel ot ~100 spots on paved lot Available at ail sites Tow-'ﬁltlecl)doocndm
Typs and number of spots but an agreement with
varies between the locations pet store across the street;
Phyliis Rawlinson has ~100
spots as part of the larger park
Grass. Grass. Wood chips Grass. Natlve grass with over seeding
Wood chips Weed chips Wood chips and mulch
Trafls at some locations.
Fully-fenced Fully-fenced - Fenced (partially) Fully-fanced with double-gated Fully-fenced with double-gated
Agility Parking - Agility area enirance with separate areas entrance with separate areas
Parking Water staticn Shade for small and large dogs for small and large dogs
Water station Picnic tables and benches Picnic tables Parking
Picnic tables and benches Shed for shade Waste collection bags and Public washrooms Public washrooms.
Shed for shade (gazebo) Waste collection bags and containers Natural and man-made with a Upgraded access path to mest
Waste collection bags and containers Water station variety of terrains accessiblity
Natural wooded area Plantings to reduce visibility of
Seasonal agility residents
Running water splash pool
Dog wash station
Owned and operated by the Owned by the Town Volunteer run — responsible for - Managed and maintained by
City of Bramplon Operated through a partnership overall organization of off Jeash organization (L the Town In parinership
Dog owners must have betwsen tha Town and free areas Mississauga est. 1997) Richmond Hill K9 Kiub through
, licensed and Cobourg and District Dog Membership $20 year respensible for all day-to-day. the Off Leash Dog Area Policy
neutered cr spayed their dogs. Owners. operations and capital Richmond Hill K8 Kiub Is
before they can use the leash- All dogs must own and wear a Improvements for the
free parks dog tag lo enter the park Al parks are cpen to the public "Shared for
Memberships support Ongoing Operations’
operation and maintenance No off leash areas are
Memberships annually cost established without the
$15 for 1 dog and 320 for 2-4 exstence of a group that
dogs ‘adopts the "Shared
Responsibility for Ongoing
Operations®
By-Law 389-2004 A By-law to By-Law 026-2015 establish By-Law 20005-254 Animal Animal Care and Control By- Off Leash Dog Area Rules Park
Amend Dog By-law 7-62 to and regulate the use of off- Control By-Law law 0098-04 Use By-law 16-83
Provide for 1o leash dog parks Off Leash Dog Area Policy
Off-leash Parks (2009)
No community. Cobourg and District Dog Leash Free Markham Leash-Free Mississauga Richmond Hill K9 Kiub.
associated with off leash parks Owners Group (CADDOG) {
Council) Is run by volunleers
http; cal tp b Ven/m palpe - hitpl calport - a/sub
s/ Animal- cobourgiLeash-Free-Dog- pmmp?mddlpre)ﬁksu
Services/Pages/Off-Leash- Park.aspx Senvices/BylawsAndOffLeashA http:/fwww,leashfreemississaug ff_leash_dog_area
Parks.aspx reas acal
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Primary Off-Leash Dog Area

Identified Requirements: Assessment Criteria
— Serves a group of neighborhoods Tier1 « ‘Proxitiily ta play arsds,
— Accessible by foot and car with This ia designated areas, residential
parking provided " :{feaest,smajor intersections, and
— Generally 1 hectare or greater, and oF thls Ease of access by vehicle

— Provides physical space and access study Availability
to infrastructure required for off (SJinV:efSh'P
leash dog facilities Rogessibiliy
i Safety and security

Traffic implications
Park status
Microclimate
Drainage

Tier 2

Zone
of the

Cost of Construction
Cost of Maintenance
Cost of Acquisition
Innovation

Synergies

Public House and Survey
Feedback

Existing
primary dog
park

second
location

e 25) Frauchan

foster
wheeler




Existing Off-Leash Dog Facility
Concord Thornhill Regional Park (CTRP)

What we've heard in the survey:

Respondents Rating of CTRP

Days That Respondents Times That Respondents
Number of Visited CTRP Visited CTRP
Survey Responses 200
Respondents That Visited CTRP u Excellent
= Good (Saturday
and
= Average R
= Poor
= Very poor
How Often Respondents Visited CTRP
Key feedback ‘
* Increased bylaw enforcement ® Daily |
(aggressive dogs, inappropriate use, ® A few times a week
poop & scoop waste collection) » About once a week
= Improved maintenance (frequency) e
= Improved surface material (improve AR R
grass, add wood chips) I
= Improved lighting _ Y
* Improved accessibility : i At
= Addition of: B
+ Shade/wind coverage (trees,
shelter)

* Drinking water
« Agility / training area

* Benches
» Separate entrances for small and
large dogs

« Varied terrain

(4} ‘l'VAUGHAN
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What We’ve Heard

* Number of Survey Responses: 530

Age of Respondents

= 10 yoars or under 10 yaars or
under
= 20 t0 29 years 20 to 20 years

30 10 39 years 30 10 30 years

+ Key takeaways:
—Need for more than one park, variety of sizes and
locations

—Preference for local parks
—Most owners have one dog
—Willing to walk 10-15 minutes
—Willing to drive 10 minutes

= 40 10 49 years 40 to 49 years
= 50 to 59 years 50 to 50 years
60 to 69 years 60 to 69 years
= 70 to 79 years 70 o 79 years

® 80 years o older 80 years or
older

Small dog
(less than 20 kilograms/44 pounds)
f ™

« |ldentified concerns: O —

—Dog waste (not picking up, not enough waste bins, waste
bins not cleaned out, smell)

—Safety (leashing dogs unless in unleashed areas, leasing
dogs upon entrance and exit of off leash area, aggressive
dogs, fencing) Yes

—Noise (barking)

—Traffic (increased and parking)

—Hours of operation

—Improve education on the use of a dog park and policies

—Management (bylaw enforcement)

—Improve and responsive maintenance

Y -
Large dog
(greater than to 20 kilograms/d4 pounds)
2
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What We’ve Heard

How Respondents Exercise Their Dogs

Walks around neighbourhood
Play in backyard/home

Dog day care or similar

Dog walkers

Off-leash in municipal parks

Off-leash in natural areas/trails

Off-leash designated park such as Concord Thornhill Regional Park

Respondents Rating of Criteria Respondents Rating of Amenities

= Location u Agility course

T m Water for dog bathing

= Proximity to residsnces ® Separation and separale entrances for largg

and emall dog areas

Cost ta build
" Co il ™ Benches for siting

» Proximity to school

yards, play arsas  Water for drinking

= Shaded areas and treas

Time Respondents Would Spend Driving to Park
Mare than 25 minutes .

20 minutes -

15 minutes

5 minutes

% 5% 0% 15% 20%  25%  30%  35%  40%  45%  50%

Time Respondents Would Spend Walking to Park

More than 25 minutes
20 minutes

15 minutes

10 minutes

5 minutes

Respondents Rating of Surface Material

 Concrete of asphalt paving

= Natural area/tralls
m Sand Hatural area/trall

= Gravel screenings = Park within your

nelghbotrhood

® Park outside your
neighbourhood

® Artificial turf (synthetic product)

= Wood chips (mulch) ® Non-residential areas

# Turf (grazs vegatation)
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What Makes a ‘Good’ Off Leash Dog Area

Sound Planning and Characteristics
Management * Appropriate size Phntig
* Governance * Close proximity to enable walking

and short driving time
+ Safe, secure, and accessible
* Social space

)
* Part of the community / Fence
» Offers recreational opportunities i el

* Education and Awareness

« Effective Guidelines for Design,
Operation, and Use

* Effective and Responsive

Maintenance

Shaded area
including picnic
tables, benches
etc...

Features and Facilities

-,
+ Separate enclosure for small dogs A A XN
- Shade trees and structures \ ‘Small field "
» Access to water Pee : A
* Outdoor furniture (benches, picnic tables) j Nl
* Perimeter fencing and double gates WiéTitanaris Lk
 Surfaces that are easy to maintain gate Amx. \—Maintenance
« Waste receptacles Anilpoitt includiyg e 30 gate
« Clear signage signage S Double Water source
- Agility course (play equipment) NIV gated L
. Parking entrance

P> In Bold indicates top features from the survey

amec
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Tier 1 Assessment Criteria

Location A Location B Location D Location E Location G

General Description:

Rutherford Road and General Description: Ganeral Description:

Islington Avenue - Islington Avenue and Aviva Park Drive and

behind new Hos pice Highway 27 Weston Road
location

. Ktk Genaral Description:

Critarla Description Criterla Rankings Description: Rutherford Road and M(?‘q:ru:\:l:?:::‘r;plmu.n Fostar Woods - Major
Kirtby Road and | Highway 27 - behind i Mackenzie Drive and
Waeston Road naw FedEx bullding Al g islington Avenue

Genaral Genaral Dascription:

Proximity to play Potenlial site considers proximity to play areas, school yards, athletic 1:<15m (49 11)
fislds and seasonally active play areas, with greater distance 3:15mto 30 m (58 ft. to 88 ft.) 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
areas | preferred 5:>30m (98 ft)

Proximity to Potential site cannot result in negative environmental effects, 1:<5m (16 ft)
Distance away from Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) and v ¢
designated areas Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest (ANSI), with greater distance 3 M 1015 m (18ft To 5a L) 5 3 i 1 1 3 5
e 5:>15m (50 ft)
Proximity to Potential site within residential area bul distance away from 1:<15m (48 ft)
residences (including visual, edour and noise buffers), with greater 3:15mto 30 m (59 ft to 88 ft.
residential areas e e i ) ) 5 5 3 3 1 5
Proximity to major Patential site preference for close proximity to major intersection 1: Far away
4 (Major Mackenzis and Highway 27) and within existing residential djacent lo
Intersection e 5 At on 3 5 5 3 5 3 3
Proximity to major Potential site location preference on major strest 1: Several streets away
street 7 Acjscant 3 3 5 3 5 5 1
Ease of access by Polential sits location provides eass of access by vehicle 0 minute drive
Tl 3 10minio dive 1 8 5 5 3 1 1
; ute drive
Availability Polental site must be available to the City NA: Unavailable
1: Available long term (3+years)
: Available near term (1-2 years) 1 3 3 1 3 3 5
__________ 5: Available
Ownership Potential site must be City-owned; hawever, consideration maybs  1: Unowned
given ta locations that are nat City-owned but meet all other criteria  3: Owned Publically but not City owned or 1 3 3 1 3 3 5
partially owned by City
5: City owned
Size Potential sita must ba large enough to accommodate required faciity 1:<1 ha (2.47 acres)
design (min.0.5 ha) -2 ha (2.47 to 4.92 acres) 3 5 5 3 3 3 5
(R A : > 2 ha (3.92 acres)
Accessihility Potential site provides accessibility (parking, public transit, AODA) 1: Poor
\verage
> 1 3 1 3 3 1 3
Safety and security Polential site considers users and non-users safely and security 1: Poor
(easily visible, elactricity for ighting) 3: Average 1 5 1 5 5 5 5
5: Good
Traffic implications Polential site does not pose increased burden on traffic patterns (left- 1: limited turn movements and close to
hand turn without lights) or safety (parking) intersections
3: full tum movements but close to
Hlarseqicn 5 5 1 3 3 3 5
5: full turn movements and at least 300m
from intersection
Park status Polential status of park 1: limited park development potential
3: new park designation possible 3 5 3 1 1 1 3
| 5: designated park
Microclimate Potential site considers exposure to weather elements (sun, wind, 1: full exposure
snow, rain) and cther environmental factors such as natural shade or 3: average exposure 3 3 1 3 3 3 3
‘within a flood plain 5: limited exposure/protected
Potential site should be well drained (max. slope 15%) 3 1 3 3 3
5 3
Total Tier 1 Ranking (out of a possible 75|
possfi Te] e 43 61 45 43 51 43 57
Tier 1 Percant Ranking
9 57% 81% 60% 57% 68% 57% 76%
Tier 1 Rank
5 1 4 5 3 ) 2
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Tier 2 Assessment Criteria

Location G

General Descript Rutherford Road and
Islington Avenue = behind new Hospice
location

General Description: Aviva

Criterin Description Criterla Rankings General Deseription: Rutherford Road and | General Descripti
Park Drive and Weston Road

Highway 27 - behind new FedEx building Drive and

njor Mackenzie
hway 27

[ HTRHTTITATS I Potential site considers constructability 1:5$8
oh 5 1 1 5
5:8
FoP P TSP botential site considers ongoing maintenance efforls 1:858
3:8§ 5 1 1 )
5:8
Cost - Acquisition Costs of land acquisition or lease where required 1;35
3
5.8 1 3 3 5
Innovation Potential site affords innovative opportunities such as community  1: no
i ity group operation, in-kind elc. 3 limited potential 5 5 5 5
5: significant potential
-S—ynergles Opportunity to create synergies with existing facilities such as 1: no polential
parking or trails 3: limited potential 5 1 5 3
5: significant potential
[ ELE [T Feedback from the public open house 1:Unsupportive feedback
3: Limited feedback 3 1 5 3
5: Supportive feedback
Total Tier 2 Ranking (out of a possible 30) 24 1 0 20 22
anking (out of a possibla 75) : 61 45 51 57
O Il P Ranki
verai ercant Ran ing 81 % 52% 68% 75%
Overall Rank 1 4 3 2
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Short Listed Locations

AR

Short Listed
Locations




Proposed Location B

* Located near Rutherford Road and Highway 27
behind the new FedEx building

» Scored 61 out of 75 as part of the Tier 1 assessment
* Scored 24 out of 25 as part of the Tier 2 assessment
« Advantages / Opportunities

— Construction and maintenance cost
efficiencies

— Synergies with planned district park facilities
— Infrastructure could be designed to suit
+ Disadvantages / Challenges

— 2-3 year timeframe due to development
schedule for new District Park

— Additional open space property purchase to the

north should be considered for other park uses

Legend \
s Canceptual Dog Park (1.0ha) %
HMEEE Conceptual Access !



Proposed Location C

e-Dr. W:

~Major MacKenzi

* Located near Major Mackenzie Drive and Highway 27
* Scored 45 out of 75 as part of the Tier 1 assessment
» Scored 10 out of 25 as part of the Tier 2 assessment
» Advantages / Opportunities

— Owned by the City

— Easily accessible location

— Existing trail into neighbouring residential area ;
+ Disadvantages / Challenges Bk

— Integration with York Region realignment of Major f
Mackenzie required C

— Consultation with neighbouring property owners f

— Coordination with Toronto and Region : o
Conservation Authority to meet flood plain o 1|l aea
regulatory conditions :

— York Region may require additional overflow S e i e
parking provisions MEmE Concaptil Acsoss

— Restrictive vehicular access

— Additional property purchase required for access
and parking

oY
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Proposed Location E

Located near Rutherford Road and Islington Avenue
behind the proposed hospice location

Scored 51 out of 75 as part of the Tier 1 assessment
Scored 20 out of 25 as part of the Tier 2 assessment

Advantages / Opportunities

®

Existing open space, natural area
Central location that is easily accessible

Disadvantages / Challenges

Consultation with neighbouring property owners

Coordination and lease agreement with Toronto
and Region Conservation Authority and meet
sensitive features conditions.

York Region may require additional overflow
parking provisions

Restrictive vehicular access

Extensive site work required, grading and
servicing

Legend
s Conceplual Dog Park (1.0 ha.)
MM EE Conceptual Access




Proposed Location G

 Located at the end of Aviva Park Drive

* Scored 57 out of 75 as part of the Tier 1
assessment

« Scored 22 out of 25 as part of the Tier 2
assessment

+ Advantages / Opportunities
— Owned by the City
— Stormwater retention area that could be retrofit
- Disadvantages / Challenges
— Adjacent to industrial area and truck traffic
— Located south of Highway 407

— Accessibility considerations to be further e o i
evaluated ' R

e Concaptual Dog Park (1.0 ha.)
MERWM Conceptual Acsess
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Preferred Site

Location B: Rutherford Road and Highway 27
—Based on the results of the assessments: 85 out of 105 points (80.9%)

*Tier 1 assessment received 61 out of 75 points (81.3%)
Tier 2 assessment received 24 out of 35 points (68.6%)

—Envisioned to be developed as part of a planned District Park

—Opportunities

*Construction and maintenance cost efficiencies
*Synergies with planned district park facilities
*Infrastructure could be designed to suit

—Challenges

«2-3 year timeframe due to development schedule for new District Park
*Additional open space property purchase to the north should be considered for other park uses

*Reduced ease of access [proximity from current residential areas (i.e., increased distance) and
associated effort to commute (i.e., would require users to drive to the location)]

—Feedback received

*Good location with necessary infrastructure and potential connections with trails
ldentified preference and need for Local scale and timely off-leash facilities

>

2]
4
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Recommendations

1. Primary Recommendation
— Development of Primary Off-Leash Dog Area West of Highway 400 at Location B
in combination with sound planning and management.

2. Secondary Recommendations

— Undertake further community consultation for the planning and design of local
Off-Leash Dog Areas

— Consider ways to enhance the Existing Off-Leash Dog Area
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