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._'S’t‘éff‘_Report ,
Origin -

‘At the April 28, 2008 Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee meeting staff
presented the “Dogs in Parks Task Force Report”(Attachment 2) to committee members. The
report was compiled after a series of meetings between staff and key stakeholders in the
community who met to discuss issues related to dogs in Richmond parks.

Richmond City Council endorsed the vision and strategic directions identified by the Dogs in
Parks Task Force, and made the following refetral to staff regarding the specific report
recommendations:

“that a public consultation process regarding the recommendations of the 2008 Dogs in
Parks Task Force be undertaken throughout the fall of 2008 and report back to
Committee in early 2009.”

This report responds to the refetral above and provides recommendations for improved dog
management in Richmond parks.

Analysis
Background

The Dogs in Parks Task Force met regularly over a five month period in late 2007 and early
2008. Membership on the Task Force included two RRDOG (Richmond Responsible Dog
Owners Group) directors, a professional dog walker, a professional dog trainer and a citizen at
large. The Task Force was supported by staff from Parks Programs and Community Bylaws.

The Task Force defined four strategic directions to address the issues of design, education,
partnerships and enforcement related to dogs in parks:

1. Opportunities for accessible, off-leash use of open spaces for Richmond
dog owners; :

2. Effective communications regarding dogs in Richmond;

3. Effective, efficient and sustainable delivery of services and support for
issues which affect dogs in the community; and

4. Enforcement of dog related bylaws is coordinated, consistent,
fair and adequately funded.

The Task Force supported each strategic direction with specific recommendations (Attachment
3) and highlighted three areas needing further discussion:

1. Dogs at Garry Point Park;
2. Dedicated (primary use) off-leash areas; and,
3. Issues related to persons with disabilities and dogs.

The public consultation focused on the three issues above as well as other recommendations in
the report which were not already implemented.
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The Public Consultation Process consisted of:
a) Information boards placed at City Hall and Community Centres. (Attachment 4)
b) A website. (Attachment 5)

¢) A survey which asked questions regarding the recommendations by the Dogs in Parks
Task Force. This survey was available online, at City Hall and at local community
centres. (Attachment 6)

d) A press release issued and distributed to the local media. (Attachment 7)

¢) Ads placed in the local paper which briefly described the process and listed the web link
for the survey. (Attachment 8)

f) Focus groups with identified stakeholders, including professional dog walkers in
Richmond and the Richmond Centre for Disability.

The public responses on the subject included:
o 601 surveys submitted.
e At least two articles in the local papers and one editorial letter.
¢ Multiple phone calls from the public.
e Four emails to Mayor and Council on the issue.

o Surveys, letters, emails and phone calls including opinions reflecting many points of view.

* Public Consultation Feedback Resulis on The Dogs in Parks Task Force Recommendations

The public consultation process indicated that the majority of the recommendations in the task
force report have support, particularly the recommendation for more off-leash areas in
‘Richmond.

.The consultation also indicated mixed views on locating off-leash areas at Garry Point Park, the
Railway Avenue Right of Way and the Bath Slough Trail; as a result these areas will not be
included as additional off-leash areas.

The proposed exemptions to the Animal Control Bylaw that would allow professional dog
walkers permission to have more dogs off-leash than non professionals also resulted in mixed
support. Focus group sessions with the professional dog walkers in Richmond indicated that dog
walking is an increasingly popular service (licensed dog walkers walk an average of 40 dogs per
week) and the Dogs in Parks Management Strategy proposes a conservative plan for addressing

- this issue.

The Richmond Centre for Disability (RCD) was another group which volunteered their time to
participate in a focus group session. RCD strongly disagreed with the Task Force suggestion to
amend bylaws such as leashing requirements for persons living with disabilities. It was RCDD’s
position that persons with disabilities should be subject to the same bylaw requirements as the
rest of the community.
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Options for Future Dog Management in Parks

There are two options for consideration following the completion of the public consultation
process:

1. Maintain the Status Quo “Not recommended | None

2. TImplementation of the Dogs | Recommended Initial cost of $7300 plus staff
in Parks Management time (funded by existing
Strategy _ departmental resources) —

future costs to be evaluated in
future capital budgets or
absorbed by appropriate
departmental resources.

Option 1: Maintain the Status Quo (not recommended)

Under this option the information from the task force report is received for information and no
changes are implemented regarding dogs in parks at this time. This option is not recommended
because the high level of participation and the results of our public consultation process indicate
that Richmond park users want to see improvements to dog management in parks.

Option 2: Implementation of the Dogs in Parks Management Strategy (recommended]}

Unde this option the City acknowledges that changes to the current system can be made in order
to improve the park experience for all users and implements the attached Dogs in Parks
Management Strategy Report dated June, 2009. The Dogs in Parks Management Strategy
includes support for the majority (29 out of 34) of the recommendations put forward by the Dogs
in Parks Task Force Report. -

1. Ensure no net loss of space for designated off- | There will be no reduction in current off-leash
leash areas. areas. '

2. Clear paths at existing McDonald Beach off- Future capital budgets.
leash area to improve accessibility to site.
3. Plan for a future designated off- leash area in | This will be considered in future capital budgets

City Centre. and development.

4. Consider adding fenced/naturally bounded This will be considered in future capital budgets
‘designated off-leash areas within off-leashed and development.
areas.

5. Implement a public process to determine the The public process was implemented and resulted
appropriateness of and possible location at in mixed opinions.
Garry Point Park.
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6.

Begin a dialogue with School District 38 to
discuss and address uses related to off-leash
dogs on school grounds.

The potential school ground locations will be
neighbourhood areas where the school site acts as
a neighbourhood park.

7. Begin a dialogue with YVR to discuss greater | The Miller Road field is currently being used for
use of Sea Island for designated off-leash areas | dog training and expansion to designating this as
including the Miller Road field and the area to | an off-leash will be explored.

_ the east of McDonald Beach,

8. Consider the concept of time-sensitive Time sensitive designated off-leash areas will be
designated off-leash areas in parks across the | evaluated following the implementation of the
City. other dog management strategies listed in this

repott.

9. Consider the concept of dedicated off-leash This report proposes trial designated off-leash

areas in locations around the City.

areas at Parklane Park and Steveston Park.

ic
Update all signage at designated off-leash

1. Signhage will be updated as new signs are required.
___areas to include references to current bylaws. ‘

2. Update all signage at designated off-leash Signage at all designated off-lcash arcas will be

areas to include a responsible dog ownership updated immediately.
_message. .

3. Collaborate with the media (both English and | An effective communication plan will be
other language) to share the message of the developed in 2010.
benefits of a dog inclusive culture.

4. Collaborate with dog producers (pet stores, This report recommends that educational material
breeder, etc) and media to share the message be created, this material can be distributed or
of responsible dog ownership. made available at participating pet stores.

5. Explore opportunities with schools, Additional collaboration opportunities will be
community associations and cultural evaluated following the implementation of the
organizations teaching the message of otlier dog management strategies listed in this
responsible dog ownership. report. _

6. Consider the establishment of a This report recommends that educational material

* with distinct roles for the City and for

comprehensive public dog education program

community partners.

be created by City Staff in consultation with
community partners such as the Richmond
Animal Protection Society.

1. Reprioritize and refocus the “Adopt-a-Dog- This will be included in the 2010 work plan for
Bag Dispenser program. Parks Programs Staff.

2. Ensure Bags in dog bag dispensers are Dog bags switched to biodegradable after the
biodegradable. Dogs in Parks Task Force report was presented in

2008.

3. Explore alternative avenues for disposing of This will be included in the 2010 work plan for
dog waste materials. Parks Programs Staff,

4, Provide recognition for exemplary dogs. This will be considered in future work plans

following the implementation of the other dog
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management strategies listed in this report.

- 5, Create an advisory board for dog control
issues.

Ad hoc advisory boards will be created to respond
to issues as they arise.

6. Maintain the financial incentive for licensing
spayed or neutered dogs.

The City will continue to support a reduced cost
for licensing spayed and neutered dogs.

7. Consider a dialogue with disabilities groups
regarding their unique concerns and needs.

Staff have met with the Richmond Centre for
Disability and have committed to continuing a
dialogue as dog issues arise which affect their
members,

Plan an annual outreach licensing effort.

\

Staff in the Community Bylaws Division
have included licensing outreach in their
annual operations, and have a budgeted
amount for seasonal auxiliary staff to visit
neighbourhoods and identify unlicensed
dogs.

2. Provide a more streamlined method of
licensing dogs.

Staff in the Community Bylaws Division
department have improved licensing
methods, including an annual mail out
invoice for dog license renewal.

3. Ensure random checks of dog licenses,
behaviour and ‘poop and scoop” are
_conducted on a regular basis.

Community Bylaws and Richmond Animal
Protection Society staff are currently
conducting random checks.

4. Consider a new type of animal control
officer which has an education role first
and peace officer capabilities second.

Animal control officers currently issue fines
only when necessary — their primary role is
to educate.

3 Update Animal Control Bylaw 7932 to
eliminate conflicting provisions.

‘Community Bylaws and Parks Programs

staff have confirmed there are no conflicting
provisions in the Animal Control Regulation
Bylaw No. 7932.

6. Consider updating Dog Licensing Bylaw
No. 7138 to include service as well as
assistance dogs.

Staff will consider defining service and
assistance dogs as well as considering a
lower rate for licensing.in future
amendments to the Dog Licensing Bylaw
No. 7138.

7. Explore exceptions to section 2.3.5.2 of
the Animal Control Bylaw 7932 for
professional dog walkers with a
Richmond business license and a
proposed dog-walking permit.

A licensing program for professional dog
walkers is recommended in this report and a
future report to Council will outline the
specifics of the program.

Five of the 34 recommendations in the Dogs in Parks Task Force Report are not supported as
part of the Dogs in Parks Management Strategy. The reasons for rejection of these five ‘
recommendations are ¢ither that the public consultation results did not indicate suppott, or there
were practicality issues identified by staff. The table which follows outlines each of the five

rejected recommendations:
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- Consider designating a portion of the Public consultation results indicate a lack of
Railway Right of Way asa demgnated off- | support from area residents.

‘leash area. _ - -
2. Consider designating the Bath Slough Trail | Public consultation indicates highest need for
as a designated off-leash area. off-leash areas is in Steveston and West

Richmond. The Bath Slough Trail may be
looked at for ofi-leash potential in the future.

3. Consider designating the space at the west | The circuit area is currently being used by park

side of Minoru Park which currently visitors. Future park development over two
contains the fitness circuit as a fenced acres in the City Centre area will be included
designated off-leash area. for consideration for off-leash areas. '

4. Seek to enact 2 bylaw to ban the sale of Staff is not considering any increased regulation
dogs from storefront locations. on the sale of dogs at this time.

5. Support a reduction in the fine for the The animal shelter operates as a not for proﬁt
return of an impounded dog if the dogis | and funds received help recover operating costs.

spayed or neutered.

Financlal Impact

The total cost for the initial implementation of the recqmmended initiatives is approximately
$7300 is broken down as follows:

e $2500 for new signage at existing dog parks to come out of Parks General
Development account. '

e $1400 for production of 10,000 brochures to come out of the existing Parks
Operational account.

e $3400 for six (6) months of temporary fencing to come out of the Parks General
Development account.

In addition, staff time will be required to implement the projects listed previously; this time is
funded by existing departmental resources. Initiatives beyond those 1mplemented initially will be
funded by future departmental budgets.

Conclusion

Dogs are an important part of life for many Richmond residents and visitors. The Dogs in Parks
Management Strategy balances the needs of both dog owners and non dog owners to improve the
rall experience for both users in Richmond parks. -

Jodie Shebib .
Acting Manager, Parks Programs
(604-244-1275)
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InNtroduction

In July of 2007, the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee of - N\
Council recommended the development of a dog management strategy to
address the following issues:

In October 2007, the Richmond Dogs in Parks Task Force was formed

to look at dog-related issues and provide recommendations for a
comprehensive dog management strategy. The mandate of this Task Force
was to address the issues while keeping forefront the following objectives:

Dog ownership and licensing
Education of dog owners
Enforcement of dog-related rules and regulations

Infrastructure required for accommodating dogs, including signage,
dog bag dispensers and design features

Proposed enhancements to Richmond’s current off-leash program
Identification of stakeholders and potential partnerships

A balanced compromise between restraint and freedom for dogs
A safe and exciting parks and recreation experience for all

A sharing of public spaces within specified practices, rules, and
regulations

A fair representation of all views
The identification of baseline data and key success factors
The identification of realistic and cost-effective solutions

The outcome of the Task Force’s work was a series of strategic directions
and recommendations that related to dog management in Richmond.
These were presented to Richmond City Council in the Spring of 2008.

Council adopted the four strategic directions which were in the Dogs in
Parks Task Force Report:

1.

Opportunities for accessible, off-leash use of open spaces for
Richmond Dog owners;

Effective communications regarding dogs in Richmond;

Effective, efficient and sustainable delivery of services and support
for issues which affect dogs in the community; and

Enforcement of dog related bylaws is coordinated, consistent, fair
and adequately funded.

The report also included specific recommendations which each fell under
the umbrella of one of the strategic directions. A public consultation process
was undertaken in the Spring of 2009 to determine which Task Force
recommendations should be implemented as part of the Dogs in Parks
Management Strategy.

PRCS - 25 L



CITY OF RICHMOND

Accessible off-leash areas

Dogs in Parks Management

Strategy

The public consultation process highlighted support for the majority of the proposed
recommendations in the Dogs in Parks Task Force report. The Dogs in Parks
Management Strategy endorses implementation of these recommendations as budget

and staff resources permit.

The following section is a summary of all recommendations put forward by the Dogs in
Parks Task Force report which are endorsed in this strategy:

Strategic Direction 1
Opportunities for accessible off-leash
use of open space for Richmond Dog
Owners

Comment

1. Ensure no net loss of space for
designated off-leash areas.

There will be no reduction in current
off-leash areas.

2. Clear paths at existing McDonald
Beach off-leash area to improve
accessibility to site.

Future capital budgets.

3. Plan for a future designated off-
leash area in City Centre.

This will be considered in future capital
budgets and development.

4. Consider adding fenced/naturally
bounded designated off-leash areas
within off-leashed areas.

This will be considered in future capital
budgets and development.

5. Implement a public process to
determine the appropriateness of
and possible location at Garry Point
Park.

The public process was implemented
and resulted in mixed opinions.

6. Begin a dialogue with School District
38 to discuss and address uses
related to off-leash dogs on school
grounds.

The potential school ground locations
will be neighbourhood areas where the
school site acts as a neighbourhood
park.

7. Begin a dialogue with YVR to
discuss greater use of Sea Island for
designated off-leash areas including
the Miller Road field and the area to
the east of McDonald Beach.

The Miller Road field is currently being
used for dog training and expansion to
designating this as an off-leash will be
explored.

8. Consider the concept of time-
sensitive designated off-leash areas
in parks across the City.

Time sensitive designated off-leash
areas will be evaluated following
the implementation of the other dog
management strategies listed in this
report.

9. Consider the concept of dedicated
off-leash areas in locations around
the City.

This report proposes trial designated
off-leash areas at Parklane Park and
Steveston Park.
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Strategic Direction 2
Effective Communication regarding
dogs in Richmond

Comment

1. Update all signage at designated
off-leash areas to include references
to current bylaws.

Signage will be updated as new signs
are required.

2. Update all sighage at designated off-
leash areas to include a responsible
dog ownership message.

Signage at all designated off-leash
areas will be updated immediately.

3. Collaborate with the media (both
English and other language) to share
the message of the benefits of a dog
inclusive culture.

An effective communication plan will be
developed in 2010.

4. Collaborate with dog producers (pet
stores, breeder, etc) and media to
share the message of responsible
dog ownership.

This report recommends that
educational material be created, this
material can be distributed or made
available at participating pet stores.

5. Explore opportunities with schools,
community associations and cultural
organizations teaching the message
of responsible dog ownership.

Additional collaboration opportunities
will be evaluated following the
implementation of the other dog
management strategies listed in this
report.

6. Consider the establishment of a
comprehensive public dog education
program with distinct roles for the
City and for community partners.

This report recommends that
educational material be created by City
Staff in consultation with community
partners such as the Richmond Animal
Protection Society.

Trail and park signage

Strategic Direction 3
Effective, efficient and sustainable
delivery of services and support
for issues which affect dogs in the
community.

Comment

1. Reprioritize and refocus the "Adopt-
a-Dog-Bag Dispenser program.

This will be included in the 2010 work
plan for Parks Programs Staff.

2. Ensure Bags in dog bag dispensers
are biodegradable.

Dog bags switched to biodegradable
after the Dogs in Parks Task Force
report was presented in 2008.

%

3. Explore alternative avenues for
disposing of dog waste materials.

This will be included in the 2010 work
plan for Parks Programs Staff.

4. Provide recognition for exemplary
dogs.

This will be considered in future work
plans following the implementation of
the other dog management strategies
listed in this report.

5. Create an advisory board for dog
control issues.

Ad hoc advisory boards will be created
to respond to issues as they arise.

6. Maintain the financial incentive for
licensing spayed or neutered dogs.

The City will continue to support a
reduced cost for licensing spayed and
neutered dogs.

7. Consider a dialogue with disabilities
groups regarding their unique
concerns and needs.

Staff have met with the Richmond
Centre for Disability and have
committed to continuing a dialogue
as dog issues arise which affect their
members.

Dispenser locations and signage
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Strategic Direction
Enforcement of dog related bylaws
is coordinated, consistent, fair and

adequately funded. Comment
1. Plan an annual outreach licensing Staff in the Community Bylaws
effort. department have included licensing

outreach in their annual operations,
and have have a budgeted amount
for seasonal auxiliary staff to visit
neighbourhoods and identify
unlicensed dogs.

2. Provide a more streamlined method | Staff in the Community Bylaws Division

of licensing dogs. have improved licensing methods,
including an annual mail out invoice for
dog license renewal.

3. Ensure random checks of dog Community Bylaws and Richmond
licenses, behaviour and ‘poop and Animal Protection Society staff are
scoop” are conducted on a regular currently conducting random checks.

basis.
4. Consider a new type of animal Animal control officers currently issue
control officer which has an fines only when necessary — their

education role first and peace officer | primary role is to educate.
capabilities second.

5. Update Animal Control Bylaw 7932 to | Community Bylaws and Parks
eliminate conflicting provisions. Programs staff have confirmed there

are no conflicting provisions in the

Animal Control Regulation Bylaw No.

7932.
6. Consider updating Dog Licensing Staff will consider defining service and
Bylaw No. 7138 to include service as | assistance dogs as well as introducing
well as assistance dogs. a lower rate for licensing in future

amendments to the Dog Licensing
Bylaw No. 7138

7. Explore exceptions to section 2.3.5.2 | A licensing program for professional

of the Animal Control Bylaw 7932 dog walkers is recommended in this
for professional dog walkers with a report and a future report to Council will
Richmond business license and a outline the specifics of the program.

proposed dog-walking permit.

Bylaw Officer and enforcement
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Implementation of the Dogs in
Parks Management Strategy:

The purpose of the Dogs in Parks Management Strategy is to formalise a
framework for improvement of the overall park experience as it relates to
dogs. As mentioned, the strategy will be phased in as staffing and monetary
resources permit.

The following section outlines six specific recommendations which can
begin implementation immediately.

Strategic Direction No. 1:
Opportunities for accessible, off-leash use of open spaces for Richmond Dog
owners.

Recommendation (1a): Ensure that dog off-leash areas are considered in future

park development or redevelopment in parks over two acres in size.

*  Currently there are five (5) designated off-leash areas in the City of Richmond
(Attachment 1) most of which are not in neighbourhood or community parks.
This means that the majority of people wishing to walk their dogs off-leash
must drive to a designated off-leash park.

* In order to make off-leash dog parks more accessible future park New park locations
development and redevelopment should include consideration for
designated dog off-leash areas. Staff recognize that designated off-leash
areas are not always practical, however, if the park size, budget, clientele and
design can accommodate an off-leash area this should be considered along
with other park priorities.

Recommendation (1b): Explore the feasibility of time sensitive designated off-

leash areas on school grounds with the Richmond School Board.

*  Over 70% of people responding to the survey agreed that additional
designated off-leash areas are necessary in Richmond. However, it is difficult
to create additional designated off-leash areas on current park sites due
to the amount of demand from other parks users. School sites account for
approximately 25% of open space in Richmond, and the Richmond School
Board should be approached to review the feasibility of time sensitive
(outside of school program hours) designated off-leash areas on their
property.

Recommendation (1c): Creation of two new trial designated off-leash areas in

the West Richmond and Steveston areas at Parklane Park (Attachment 2) and
Steveston Park (Attachment 3).

* The majority (61%) of people who responded to the Dogs in Parks Survey live
in Steveston or West Richmond, which are also the areas where the majority
(54%) of dogs licensed by the City reside. Currently the closest designated
off-leash areas would be the Dyke Trail at the foot of No 3 Road or the
Cambie field, north of Cambie Road, neither of which are in West Richmond
or Steveston. The creation of designated off-leash areas at Parklane and
Steveston Park would allow local area residents a more convenient location
for walking their dogs off-leash.

* Residents near Parklane Park approached the City and requested that the
park be considered as an off-leash area. The Steveston Community Society
has submitted a written request for an off-leash area in Steveston Park which
further demonstrates support for this location.

e Both off-leash areas would be for an initial trial period of six months after
which time Staff would determine if the locations should remain permanently.
The Parklane Park designated off-leash area will be created by the summer of
2009, and the Steveston Park off-leash are will be created in the Fall of 2009.

N !
Time sensitive area on school grounds
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Etiquette and regulatory sighage

Licensing program for dog walkers

Strategic Direction No. 2:
Effective communications regarding dogs in Richmond.

Recommendation (2a): Improved park signage relating to dogs.

* In order for education and enforcement initiatives (strategic direction number
three) to be successful communication must be enhanced between the City
and Park users. Current park signage is out of date and difficult for non
English speakers to interpret. New signage should be designed and installed
in a way that is easy to understand, friendly in tone and includes graphics so
that people who do not read English can understand. The park signage at
designated off-leash areas will be replaced as soon as possible, and signage
in other parks will be updated as replacement is necessary.

Recommendation (2b): Creation of an interactive web site.

* 70 % of survey responses indicated favour towards the City using the web
site to gather public input on dog issues. Staff should design an interactive
web page which educates and informs the public, but also allows for
feedback to be submitted and communication between the City and public to
be enhanced.

Recommendation (2¢): Implementation of a new more streamlined phone number

to reach animal control officers.

e There are some challenges with the phone numbers in place to reach animal
control officers (there are different numbers depending on the time of day).
Community Bylaws staff are currently working on development of a single,
streamlined phone number that can be used throughout the day. This
number will be easy to remember and be included on the web site and in
educational literature.

Strategic Direction No 3:
Effective, efficient and sustainable delivery of services and support for issues
which affect dogs in the community

Recommendation (3a): Implementation of a comprehensive licensing program
for professional dog walkers operating in Richmond Parks, including changes to

the Animal Control Regulation Bylaw No. 7132 to allow for up to four (4) off-leash
dogs per licensed professional dog walker in designated off-leash areas in the
City.

e Professional dog walkers are key stakeholders in Richmond parks,
particularly the designated off-leash areas. There are currently seven (7)
professional dog walkers with business licenses from the City of Richmond
who each walk an average of 40 dogs per week. The volume of dogs
they are walking makes them highly visible to the public, and can also be
cause for complaints to the Community Bylaws Department. While some
complaints are legitimate concerns regarding bylaw infractions, others are
related to the volume of dogs being handled by the walker.

e Alicensing program will create additional accountability and visibility for
professional dog walkers. The license will require adherence to all related
bylaws, with the revocation of license a possible consequence of repeat
infractions. Vests, sashes or other identifiable clothing would be worn by
professional dog walkers, and could include the name of their company.
This will:

e reassure members of the public that this is a licensed professional; and,

e identify the specific company using the park in case of concerns by
parks users.
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Strategic Direction No 3 cont'd...

* The professional dog walkers in the research focus group for this report have
indicated their support for a more comprehensive licensing program. They
have also agreed to be a part of the implementation process by working with
staff to develop guidelines and rules as conditions of the license. The dog
walkers licensed by the City are professionals in their field and have a vested
interest in ensuring that their professional image is maintained in the public
eye.

* The professional dog walkers have repeatedly requested exemptions to the
off-leash rules to allow them to have more than three (3) dogs off-leash at a
time. Staff tried to balance these requests with the concerns expressed by
the public. Consequently, staff proposes an initial exemption of four (4) dogs
off-leash for professionals licensed by this program. This is less that the
amount requested, however it balances the concerns by Community Bylaws
staff and other park users. This limit can be re-evaluated at a later date.

* The logistics of the licensing process would be worked out at a later date,
with Community Bylaws and Parks Programs staff taking the lead to develop
and administer the program. The reasoning behind these staff groups taking
the lead instead of the Business License group is logistical; Business License S
Inspectors do not regularly patrol Richmond parks. The professional dog Dog exercising in off-leash area
walker licensing program will be presented to Council as part of a future
report which will outline the program specifics and any applicable bylaw
amendments.

e The license would be a bylaw requirement in order for professional dog
walkers to operate in Richmond parks. Enforcement options for non-
compliance could include fines or other legal action in extreme cases,
however this would be a last resort.

Strategic Direction No. 4:
Enforcement of dog related bylaws is coordinated, consistent, fair and
adequately funded.

Recommendation (4a): Enhance current enforcement initiatives with a public

education program designed to improve bylaw compliance.

* The survey results indicated that 85% of those polled believe that Bylaw
Enforcement Officers should be conducting random checks to determine
whether dog owners are picking up after their dogs. The results also
indicate that half of responses favoured increased enforcement to check
for dog licenses and to determine if dogs are off-leash in on leash areas.
The enforcement challenges for these sorts of infractions is that the Bylaw
Enforcement Officer must witness the event which is extremely difficult.

* Rather than increasing enforcement resources, educational initiatives should
be increased to in order to improve bylaw compliance and reduce the
number of conflicts in parks amongst users. Parks Programs and Community
Bylaws staff can collaborate to develop a program targeting both dog owners
and non dog owners. This program would include explanations of why bylaw
compliance is important and other relevant information to improve the park
experience for all users.

* Educational brochures with references to current City bylaws and maps of
off-leash locations should be developed and include both graphics and print. , , _
The brochures can be distributed as follows: Education to improve compliance

* for pick up at the Richmond animal shelter, Parks, Recreation and
Cultural Services offices and at City Hall;

e for distribution by Animal Control Officers while on patrols; and

* included in each dog license purchase and renewal package.
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Conclusion

The Dogs in Parks Management Strategy is the result of input from various
stakeholders in the community including professionals in the dog industry,
dog owners, non dog owners and City staff.

The City of Richmond’s vision is to be the most appealing, liveable and well
managed community in Canada. Effective dog management in Richmond
parks is an important component of ensuring that Parks are user friendly for
both dog owners and non-dog owners, and improves the overall liveability
of the City.
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Schedule 1

Map of Current Off-leash areas in

Richmond

1. McDonald Beach Park

2. Dyke Trail - South foot of No. 3
Road

3. Cambie Field - Old Cambie School
Field on Brown Road end, north of
Cambie Road

4. Shell Road and Horseshoe Slough
Trails

5. City owned vacant lot in Hamilton
Area
(Take Westminster Hwy east
over Highway 91 until you reach
Boundary Road. Turn right on
Boundary, then right at Thompson
Gate, and finally left on Thompson

Road.)
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Schedule 2

Aerial view of Parklane Park
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Schedule 3

Aerial view of Steveston Park
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Dogs I Ptke Task Force: Report |, Apiil 2008

Introduction

" July of 2007, the Patks, Recreation and Culturdl Services. Corrimittes of
. souncitragommended the deve[opment of a tlog management strategy to
address the following issues:

*  Dog ownership and licensing
*  Education of dog dwnars.
*  Enforcemerit of dog-related rules-and regutations
+  Infrastructure required: for accommodating dogs, including. s:gnagai
dug bag dispensers. and deslgn features
+  Propdsed enhancements to Rishmond's aurrent ofHleash progrars
« {dentification of stakeholders.and potential parinerships
In Octolbser 2007, the Richmond Dogs inParks Task Force was formed to loiok
at-dogrrelatect issues-and provide recarnrmentations fora cormprehensive dog
management strategy. The mandate of this Task Force was fo addressthé
issues while keeping forefront the. following objectives:
»  Abalanced eompromise between restraint-and fresdant for dogs
«  Asafe and exclting parks and recreation experience for all
»  Assharing of public spaces within specified practices, rules, and
regllations
»  Afair representafion of all views
*  Theidentilication of baseling dataand key success factors
» The identification of realistic and cost-effective solutions:

Membership
The Richimond Dogs in Parks Task Force was comprised of six members:

. . Jack Buchan, Richimond Responsible Dog Owners Group (RREJO@)
member

- Julie Halfnights, Thompson Gommunily Associaticty board meérber

+ Judi Hutchison, Gity of Richmonid staff membier and clog trainer

«  Ryan Lake; Rlehmond Resporisible Dog Owners Group (RRDOG)
Director

«  Carol Relchert, Richmond Animal Protection: Saciety (RAPS) Exeoutive:
Director

™ Sh‘eiley 8mith, Professional doy walkerand dogytrainer
The Task Force was provided support and resources from the following City
staff;

+  Dave Semple; Director of Parks-and Publis Works Operations

»  Sefena Lusk, Manager of Parks Ptograrms

+  Mike Redpath, Manager, Parks —Planning & Dasign

+  Wayne Mercer, Manager, Community Bylaws

*  Paul Brar, Coordinator, Parks Pragrams
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The Task Force met regularly between October 2007 and March 2008
to perform the following activities related to the development of a dog
management strategy for Richmond: '

1.
2.
3.
4

5.

Review of Current Reality
Identification of Stakeholders
Situational Analysis (strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, threats)

|dentification of Strategic Issues {design, education, partnerships,
enforcement)

Development of Recommendations

The outcome of the Task Force's work includes a series of strategic directions
and recommendations that relate to dog management in Richmond. Thase
recommendations form the basis of this report,
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Current Reality

Hfrastructure;

Wishmond currently has six designated off-leash arsas (attachment 1).

“These areas inciude:
+ MoDonald Beach Park
»  South Dyke Trail {south end of No. 3 Road & Woodwards: Sloughy
«  Gamble Field Neighbourhood Park
»  Shgll Road Trail
*  Horseshoe Slough Trail
«  Hamilton Highway Park

These off-leash areas have multiple uses. There:are no dedicated off-leash
areasin the Cily's parks and open space inventory;
S;gnage at these locations informs: users of these areas of the: foltowirigy
conditions:

«  Dtigs-must be kept under control by their owners at all times

¢ Stagp arid scoop, clean up aferyour-dog

¢ Dogowniers. must carry a leash-atall times

«  Alldogsmust Be cunéntly and visibly leashed

+ - Dog owners must maintain effective verbal contro! of thelr dogs-and-

always be able-to see their dog when offleash
. A‘ny-dog_ ex'h?biting aggr@ssive-béhaviouramust be leashed imme-diate_!_y

Sotith Dphe Tréi

(atlachment 2) and the ruies assoczated with them n sech@n 235 of the: same
bylaw.

Community members; nori-profit organisalions, voluriteer groups, and
businesses have the opportunity to partriér with the City through thisadoption
or spensor&h;p of o bag disperisers. Adopted dog bag dispensers are
lopated in four locations in‘the City:

«  MeDonald Beach

« West Dyke Trail at Blundell Road
* Impetial Landing

+  Britarnia Heritage Shipyard

«  South Dyke Trail at No. 3 Road

Heringer's Meats, Richmond Animél Hospital, arid Steveston Rotary Club are g
currently supporting this program as-sponsors. In-addition to these adopted ; .
dispensers, the Cily supplies and rmaimaing & dog bag. dusmnser at Garry
Point Park, Thé dog waste bags that arg-curiently used in these disperisers
are'made of low density. poly ethylene (LDPE), whickis not-a biodegradable
material,

In addition to-desigrated off-lgash areas, there are par.ks. anc:open -spaoes
where dogs are spegifically not permitted. These areas include:

+  Richmond Nature Park West ahd East
+ Terra Nova Rural Park-
+  Avificial Turf Fields

Digpprseriotations and siginge:
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Etiforcement:
In accorciance wuth Dog LsCensmg Bylaw 71 38, the total number of dog-

dogsn the City, the Gemmiunity Bylaw ioﬁ notes. re!atwely hfgh levefs of
comphance and astimates the number of unlicensed dogs ta be 15%.

Animgl control and fhe operation of the animal shefter is currently contracted 10
the Richmond Animal Protectich Sagiely (RAPS). RAPS has onhe animal conlrol
olficer active seven days a week from 9:00am to 5:00pm. The Community
Bylaws Division supports animal contral outside of these hours.

Educatior:
Education: regarding’ desighated off-lsash areas; dog licensing, and
enforcement s promoted prirmarily thotigh the City of Riehmond website-arid-
brochures: The City website provides information on 0w to report pr ’blems
and contact information on dog-re ated programs and services, Broc
dlistributed with licerising invoicés and arg-available at the animal-shelter, Crty
Hall, cammunily centres, and the Parks. Office.

S R Education o respongible pet guardianship and-animal wellness is-furthier
Etigquelie acd regjiilator ; promotéei through the Richmand Animal Wellness Expo, put.oniby Bylaws and

: ' Parks inmild-sumrrisr-at Garry Point Park. This eventfeatures participation
by-over 40'local and regional advogacy groups, volunteer organisations,
rescue socielies; trainers, and pét orlented-businesses. The Rlchmond Animal
Wellness Expo s now into its fourth year and attraols-over 500 spectators:
annually.

Education of dog owners is also done on-anad-ho basis as issues arlse
though-the miedia or directly to. dag:-ownars from animal control officers o
RAPS stalt,
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Stakeholders

The Dogs in Patks Task-Force ofeated tine foilowmg stakeholder map- o help
“gure thal broad congideration for needs was giveri:wheh congidering issues

1slated to a:deg management strategy:

iy Professuonsﬁ ch N
g 'Walkers Vetermanans,‘ \

 The Efvitoriment

and Environmental  Kenngls &Dog. |
e Groups. Breeders, Pet Stores & /

\ Pet Supply Stores

_ayor & Counc.'f
Parks, Cormmunity Bylaws,
Policy Planning.
RichrnerichAnimal
Protection Society,

. Parkand Trail Users

N, ‘SPCA.RCMP - L
'N""f‘h‘_..;w PR
T T

Cammunity
Assosiations, Liand
Developers, Comieroial
Businesses, Landlords, the
Vansouver Airport (YVR) the
School District and Farent
\ Adwsory Commitlees, .
Strata Ooun()lls

. “w_.;.‘,“ e

The Media

" Regulatory Agenc:es.' \
Federal Agericies,

S
Indwfduall '

. Other Municipalities Dog Owners -
- ' Neightourho dé‘Deg_ '
i -Walking Groups,

\ Non-Richmond. Dog /

F’arkUsers "
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Situational Analysis: _
The Dags in Parks Task Force identified that there are rany strangths of
Richmond's current dog management sirategy. These strengths include the
following::

+ Established off-leash program (it's a great start & services many dog

pwners}

» Or-leash areas

+  Dykeaccess - Richmond hags waterfront

+ Dispenser bags provided at some locations

*  Network of trails for dogs and cwriets

*  Accommodations fordog walkers

*+  Licenses all relatively inexpensive

+ Pasglonate advocatss in the.community = the Issug has.a voice

*  Swimming:spots for dogs '

*  Estaplished advocagy group -~ BRDOG

+  RAPS is doing agreat job with.shelter with resources they have

+ Motivated Clty Coungit

+  Staff dedicated to the issues

* Slgnage at dog parks

* Comprehensive bylaws (Afimal Control & Dog Licensing)

» EBducation channsls (e:g. Animal Wellness Expo and P&t Page)

«  Brochures avallable to the public advising them where they can legally

go with thelr dogs. '

Andrnad Wetiness PetFxpe

The Task Force also identified many weaknesses in the current situation:
+  Diffieulty in enforeing bylaws '
« Confiicting Bylaws
*  Nofencaedin oft-leash areas
. Mére.dogs oftleash than on leash in many aréas
*+  Notenough areas:on or off-leash
* Off-leash areas are not readlly accessible (not enough of thern, have to
drive to: get therg) '
*  Signage is too small, outdated or difficult to follow
+  Insufficient ecucational programs.
*  Morg enfarcement for "dangerous dogs”
» “Off-lsashdog in parks” ls misnmer
’ Li’miiéd;separatidﬁ.o‘f'.dt:rg'is;"aﬁ'd'ﬁpa'rk.ugeré
* Increase’inlicensing fees for dangerous dogs has driven theny
undergrounc
* RAPS is underfunded and does not have capacily to-respend effectively
*  Noenvironmentally friendly. disposal of dog waste
+. Too tritich poop hot erioligh scoop: |
¢ Language - regulations and signs nsed to-be éommunicated in
l_gng_uf”ges other than English that are in-high use by community
BIribers
* Residehts who blatantly disregard established Bylaws
o Off-loash brochuire hieetls to be updated '
* More information, edusation for-dag owners
* No enclesed areas for exercising, socializing untrained dogs & pups
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-« Lackof adsquate, affordable, commumty centred ebedience andgk
-pliquetie training. : _

o Lotsof untrained dags and-owners

« Lagkof dogbag dispansers in‘high-use-locations

+  Dog bag sponsarship:canbe marketed better

+ Dyke is:de facto offleash (deters familigs, leashed dogs)

#  Noexamption for disablad persons with: obiedience trained dogs

+  Abssfice of pasitive motivation 1o ensburage culture of compliance

«  Overpopulation: conflicts amang users

«  Public percaption that there is little or no enforcetnent.of rules

+  Lackofiritiative to train (ho reward for traingd dogs. ex: greater use
privileges

Eitraiiact dogs arid-owbers:

Anumber of opportunities to improve the current situation were identified by
thé Task Forcs:
L éarga amourits of potential space for demgnated/separate areas for
ogs
*  Working:with loeal breeders (recreational —training)
»  Working with local-and-ether language media - education
*  Better resources for education of awners and dogs
» Public consultation for dog issues
. Technology forbags and disposable of waste:
«  Lots of open space in Richmond
+  Dog waste conipasting
«  Partnership with RRDOG
= Motivated bylaw enforcement officers
*  More, better snforcement
+  Biodegradable bags:
+  Ovaland sturrounding areas — riew ideas can be tried
»  Continuing stakehvlders communication
»  Populatiori who-are motivated to use outdoor space and thus resalve:
issues relatedto dogs
s Motivated councl
« Grants/ffunds avallable-or programs supporting sustainabllity
» Capitalizing of the:eity's commitment to-a iple biottom line approach
» Paitnering with megia fo give. dog issues positive attentioh and profilé
« Alldog“sellers” can beinvolved in education
¢ Vibrant business communily — séurce of funds
¢« Cultural diversity and open sociely
«  Number of qualified trainerg that are residents of Rishmond
. 'Lulu island sewage ptant (ﬁ‘le'thdne)
. P,aqgress is baan_g m__ade in: dag_waste composting
= Clty Centré Area Planning process
+ The furiding structure:and snforcement structure of the-animal shelter
can b reviewed and re-assegsed-prior to:next bidding process
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Irvddddition; ‘soime potential external threats o s succass foradoy management
slrategy wereidentifiectas exiating;
*  Cultural phobias
»  Urban-concentration
*  Toofew park spaces andtoo many:users leads to competition for the
-same space.
« Media attention to-bad dog incicents
¢ Anti dog groups
. Costs
+  Lack of respongible dog owners.
* Unlrained-dogs at large
+  Overpapulation-and densification has diminished open spage
« There has been a hesitation by sofme schools and commanily centre.to
offer space for:cdog training or education programs
* Too miany stakeholdars
¢ Parcaptions of soe. breeds as "bad"
*  Lackofclarity (for the,pubtic). around rules
* Conflictinginterests; elected officials; staff, public
«  Enviranmentalist/wildlite/acvocates (SICA eto)
* Unlicenged dogs (invisible ard no §)
»  Untraingd dogs atlarge
»  Lackof education
*  Public's lack.of understanding of dogs - behaviour and moisvatlons
¢ lLanguage challsnges
+  Pgople vote-with their FEET
. No p‘rec@aéhf'fbr all Oc‘aﬁrig' resources t’b'dog issues

. Many dag supptiers operate autsnde of the City but mpact RlChmOnd

v Professional dog weilkers from outsidethe: community us ng facifities
without paying fees.
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Vision
A thorough understaﬂdlng of the current reality, the stakeholders. involved, arid
i sltuational realities of dog management concerns in Rictimond led the Task
imarce:to-the foliownng visior
That Richmond is-a-dog-inclusive community which migets the needs of Its
resicdlents through safe, .clean and acecessible open paces, falr and elfective
anforcement, and compretiensive-arid collaborative sdiication prorvoting
regponsible dog ownership.
Strategic Directions
As.arroutcome of the vision, the Task Force propases the following strategic
directions to-address the issues.of design, education, partnerships, and
enforeament:. /
Richmeond dag owners.
2. Effective commurnications regarding dogs in Richimond.
3. Effective, efficient and sustainable delivery of services and support for
igsues which affect dogs in the community. _
4. Enforecement of dog-related bylaws is coordinated, consistent, fair anct
adequately funded.

Each of these sirategic directions is suppaitted by anuriber of dasired
outcomes and spegific recommendations as outlined in the following pages.

lssue 1! Infrastructure and Design

ssue Discussion

The Task Force acknowledged that off-léash spaces provide opportunities for
dag owners to train their dogs, exercise them effectIV’eiy, and socialize therm
with otherdogs and people. Dogs, iike people, corig in diffsrent shapes and
sizes-and have d:ffermg ndeds.. Larger dogs tend t6-need mors:spacs; and
some breeds require mare opportinities to sociglize with paople-and other
dogs. Inorder o mest the naeds of all dogs, itis important for the City to have
acbroad range of off-leash spaces in its open spaceinventory. These can:
include the addition of dedicated of-leash argas and tme-sensitive off-leash
Eiféa&

Anarea that is dedicated for dog cff-leash use would.specily the ofily use

of that space Is for off-laash use. Thereare currently coriflicts in the aréas
designated for off-leash use but with-multiple other uses, The-analogy of a
sGoCer game was used as aparallel. In-a soceer.game, confusion and-conflict
would arise if someone was to bicycle throughi or if dogs were dllowed to run
offleash. The same could be sald for an off-leash area. Dedicated off-ledsh
areas can be enclosed or fenged with natural or manmade batrigrs toclearly
define these zones wihin.a park.

There was also discussion on time sensitive-programming of certain argas. An
off-leash.area can be designated as:such at differant periods-of the day. The
times would have to-be commiunicated clearly and-enforced consistently to
aveid confiict-or confuston.

The dog licensing demographic-chart iridicates that there arg heavier

‘oncentrations of dog owners-h the.southwest corner of the City and in and
around Garden Gty Road (attachment 4), Thereis a need to have off-leash
spaces that are readily accessible to all Richmond residents, rncluding those in
these areas.
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On Salurday, Decermber 8th, 2007, the' Dogs It Parks Tesk Fores tatred existing
and polential off-leash areas. The tourinchided the following locations: -

s Miller Road-Field (Sea Isiand)

* MeDanald Beach

¢ Cambie Fisld Neighbiotihood Park

+ Bath:Slough Trail and BC Hydro Right of Way (ROW)

*  MinoruPark: (northwest corner)

* South Dyke Off-Leash Area

¢ Railway Right-ofWay (ROW)

+  Steveston Community Park Ball Diamond
The need for a public process at Garry Point Park and the Dyke- Trail wag
discussed. Asurvey condusted by RRDOG last year at the Animal Wellness:
Expo provides indication thatissues such as an enclosed off-leash areavand
lime sensitive off-leash privileges-are important and controversial ones.at
Garry Point, It was acknowledged thal both these park areas-are considered
“gitywidle” and that the public process should be opan to the cemmunity at
large, not just residents of the immediate nelghbourhoad.
In regards to creating new.off-leash areas, pilot projects can be an effective
way-olimplementing change on-a trial basis.. At the end of the:period, the
suceess of the pilot-can be reviewed before committing to permeanent:changes
or additions with a:park.

MeBorald Beach oltlensh areg

Strategic Direction No 1
Oppertunities for accessible, oftleash use of open spaces for Richimond dog owners,

| Desired Outcomes:  * Well-defined and designed dog off-ieash areas. |
. * Dag off-leash areas located in Breas where-demand Is greatest,
* Dogrofi-lgash areas located Tn-areas where entitlerent is lowest, _ &

I * 5afe open spaces for both dog owniets and other Richmond residens

Ensure no net loss of space for designated off-leash areas,
Clear ;iathglat existing MeDanald beach dlog ofi-leash area'to improve accessibifity to site.
C_on_s[’der:d,aslgnaiing_-a;po,rli()n‘ of the Rallway Ave Right—thay as'a designated off-leash area. _
Consiclar designating tho'space at the westsids-of Minaru Park which cuirently contairis the fitness circulbaga
fenced designated off-laash area.
Consider designaling the Bath Slough Trail as a designated offleash area.
Plan‘for fulure designated off-leash areas in the. City Centre parks fo meet the heads ofthe growing population.
7. Consideradding ferced / nattjrally'b.bunded designated off-laish areds within existing oftleash areas to allow for
puppies and less welltrained dogs to riin unimipedsd.
8. Implernent a public progess to detenmine the appropriateness of and possiblé loesition fer aff-leash agtivity at
Garry Point Park. :
9. Begin da diglogue with 8chivol District 38 to discuss and address uses rélated o off-leash dogs oh sehaol
grounds.
10.  Begin @ dialogue with YVR to ciscussgraater use of Sea lstand for designated off-loash areas including the Milker

Road Figld'anti the area to the-east of McDonald Beach.
11, Consider the goncept of time-sensitive designated off-leash areas In parks across the City:
12, Consider the:concept of dedicated off-leash-areas in locations around the City.

A

P
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Issz;ue 2 qucaat

tassu@ Discussion

he Task Force discussed the nead 1o rédise awadreness: an issues such as. spay/
neutering, licensing, and THo0p- and-scooping.” Eduigation gndl rais"'g public
awaroness were seen as eritical fastors in a.successiul dog managsmmen
strategy. Significant anid sustained effort must be made té promote awarenass
of the social and environmmental.concerns In parks:and-eclucats the. public

about responstble d@g ownersh:p and ethuette

'threugh thie. schaols communaty centres! and riohs praﬂt commumty
organisations should be éxplored, There may also be-cultural phokias to dogs
from mew Inimigrants. 1tis important to-work with-cultural groups to increase
lavils of-comfort with doge:and promote educational opportunities.

Therewas discussion as to-the needto appropriately: support acomprehensive
education program. Support mustinclude fundmg, The Gty should provide
anadequate level of funding for dog. prograims ih the community regardless of
the:number of lisensed dogs.. Without a comimitrhent by the City toprovide this.
furtdmg, problems will bé inharent inits dog management program, Task Foree i . (NN
members felt that a positive correlation existed between Increased levels:of Edtiation Ihfough mbssaging
public edueation:and inereased levels of bylaw compliance.

Strategic Direction No &:
Etise tm‘» communications regarding dogs.in Richmont.

*» Awarghass of the responsibilities associated wnth dog ownershnp inciuding spaying and neutermg
' Mmlmized canﬂlcts between dog owners-and non-dog: owners .

.Desfgad Gutc_omes: * Adlog-inglusive cullure,

Recommeridations -

1. Update all signage at designated off-leash-areas to inglude references to current. bylaws.

2. Update 4l signiage at designated off-lsash areas to include a tesponsible ciog ownership message.

3. Collaborate with the medla (both English and other langiage) o sfiare the message of the'bgnefits of a dog
inclusive culture, _

4. Gallaborate with dog producers {pet stores, breeders, etc).and megliato shiare the message o responsibla dog
awnarship:

5, Explore opportunities with schogls, community agsooiations and cultural organizations to teach a: message-of
responsible dog: awnership and-safety around-dogs.

6. Consider the estabilistimerit of a comiprehensive-public dog education program withi distinct roles for the: Cily-and
for comimunity pafiners; :
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Issue 3: Partnerships
Issueg Discussion

Agthe City has:limited resourees, partnerships are animportant pilfarin an
difective. dog management strategy:

Thisre are:a nurmbér of agericies and: seeretues itithe community which can’
assist with the dog-related prograims; particularly in the-realm.of edu [
The Richimand:-Animal Protection Society (RAPS), Richmend Responaible Dag
angrs Ciroup (RRIOE), Saclaly for the Prevention for Cruelty to-Animals:
(BPCA). are just-a few of the groups that are available as resources. Cemmumty
Centres and the Richmond School District are: potential partriars and important
- stakeholder who need to be appraached 1o help solve dog-related probleims:in

the:commurity.

There was discussion on the need. m enact reégulations restricting:or prohibiting
he sale of dogs from pet stores. Many dogs that.end up at the-Richmand
Aninmal Shelter are "impulse buys” from local pet stores; which provide:
- Inadequate information on what is required for the proper care-of amma!s As
these stores have a "na return” policy, they end up abandoned at:the Anim:
S s A ‘Shelter. Furthermiore, dogs-sold in pet stores often derve from Huppy:iills, a
Partneiships methodiof producing dogs which is receiving intsrational attention for its cruel
breeding practices. Many cities in Australia and tHe United Siates are: enacting
regulations that prohibit or restrict the.sale of dogs in pel stores,. makmg them
‘available only through animal shelters, breeders, or adoption gentres: There:
are gurrently three pet stares in Richmand,

;»tr“aLsagi(“ Direction No 3:
Effective, efficient and sustainable delivery of seivices dnd support for issues which affect dogs:in the
COmmuty.

Desired Outcomes:  * Collaboration:among all stakeholders in the defivery of services to dog owners.
" * Increaged funding for dog:related isstes in Rickimond.
* Enwronmentally respons;b]e methods Gf dog waste dispesal

Recommendations

Reprioritize: ant:i refocus tha ‘Mo;at—a Dog Bag Dispeniser program

Ensura bagsin tog bag: dlspenser_s.are biodegradablé,

Explore dltermative:avenugs for disposing of dog waste materials.

4, Provide recogrition for ‘exemplary’ dogs.

Create an advisery board for dog cantrol Issues.

Seek 1o endct & bylaw: 1o ban the sale of dogs from storeirant locations,

$uppart-a¥éductionin the fine for the return of animpeunded dog If the dog is spayed or neutered,
Malntain the finandlal Incenitive for licensing spayed or neutered dogs.

Considara dialogue with disabilities groups regarding their unigue ¢onderns and needs.

9’!\3—‘

© oSN e om

12 | PRCS - 52



Dogs tn. Parks Task Force Report -I Apiil 2008

ssue 4 Eh‘ifcj reement

'ssue RDiscussion

(hie Task Force focused ort galning & greater understanding-of the:roles,
responsibilities and current mandate-of the Richmond-Animal Protection
Saciety (RAPS), undler contract to provlde animal control services 1o the Gty of
Richmond. itwas reporied that RAPS is currently short approximately $10,000/
month i operating its programs.

[t was faltthat the-cortractor for the-animal shelfer requires more resources to
provide effective enforcement. Adequate levels of funding need to be'identified
and established as a-baseline for the contract, regardiess of the amount of
revenue received back tothe City thraugh the issuing of doi licenses or fines.
Without this cormitment to adequate funding, the pliblic perception that.
enforcement is coordinated, consistent, fair, and effective will be challenged,

In regards to dog licensing, the. Gity could ook at-having more locations for
dog ficensing to take place. Currently, dog licenses can only be obtained at
Gaty Hall. The only time & dog-canbe licensed at the Richmand Animal Sheller
ig if It has been impounded. Additional focations for licensing can include: the
Richimorid Animal Shielter on a regular basis or corimunily gentres, An outreach
program should also be initidted 0 prormcte higher lavelsof compliance.
The. Task Force discussed the concerns of dog walkers and the challenges they
face In aperating a business under the stipulations of the Animal Control Byiaw.
which restricts the number of dogs allowable off:leash tothres. In regards to
ar exception for professional dog walkers with a Richimond business licence, it
wag falt that six dogs would be a'more appropriate number for dog walkers to
effastively mandage their dogs and still operate a viable business,

Yichmond is alse facing challengss with.dog walkers frory nelghbounng cities
using Richmond's facllities. In particular, MeDonald Beach is used quite’ heavily
by Vancouver dog walkers. Metro Vaneouver-has & user pay systerm in-place
for commaércial dog walkers which helps to regulate the fagllities and-provide-
revenue for its maintenance: The adoption of a user.pay model similar to that
implérmented by Metro Vancouver may help regulate the overuse of MeDonald
Beach and protriote conforrmity 1o Clly bylaws,

There was also.a discussion of whether-or not speeial exemptions Tor
exemplary dogs can be made for dog handlers with disabilities. This
exemption wauld have torinvolve some Kind of certification or spectal icense.

Strategic Direction No 4+
Enfarcement of dog-refated byfaws Is coordingted, consistent, fair, and ade%quat@iy funcled.

Dasired-Outcomes: * Astrong enforcement presence exists ify parks and Qpen Spaces.
' ' + Enforcement is supported by pubhc education:
+ NMore: l:censed dogs in Richrmond, Public perception that- enforcement i fa!r and eifectwe

Flecommendations
1. Plan an annual outreach iicensmg sifort.
2. Provide a more strsamiined method of icensing dugs. :
3. Ensure ranclom-checks 6f dog licenses, behaviour'ahd ‘oop and scoop’ aré conducted ona regularbia'siis.-
4. Consicler angw type of animal control officer which bas anh education role first and peece officer tapabilities
second.
Upidate Anirrial Control Bylaw 7932 10 gliminate conflicting provigions,
Consider updating Dog Licensing Bylaw 7138 to include service as well-as assistange dugs.
7. Explore exceptions to section 2.3.5.2 of the Anirnal Conirol Bylaw 7932 for professional dog walkers' witha
Richmond business license and & proposed dog-walking perm:t _

& o
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CITY OF RICHMOND

Definltion of Terms | |
The following definition is taken from the Animal Control Bylaw 7932, section
nine:

. De‘éignated dog off-leash area - means an aréa posted by sign,
which defines the geographic area and/or time period that dogs can be
off-leash

The Task Farce felt that it was important to have the following definitions
accompany the strategic directions and recommendations

* Enclosed designated dog off-leash area — means an area posted by
sign and defined geographically through natural or man-made barriers,
where dogs can be off-leash

+ Accessible - accessibility of location including transportation and
walking options; accessibility for people with disabilities

* Dedicated dog off-leash area - means an area posted by sign which
is used solely for the purpose of dogs off-leash

Next Steps

Pending Council approval of the vision, strategic directions, and
recommendations set forth in this report, the next steps in the process
of forming a dog management strategy would involve the creation of an
implementation plan and public consultation.
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CITY OF RICHMOND

DOG LICENCING

BYLAW NO. 7138

EFFECTIVE DATE — JULY 24, 2000

CONSOLIDATED FOR CONVENIENCE ONLY

This is a consolidation of the bylaws below. The amendment bylaws have been combined with
the original bylaw for convenience only. This consolidation is not a legal document. Certified
copies of the original bylaws should be consulted for all interpretations and applications of the

bylaws on this subject.

AMENDMENT BYLAW

Bylaw 7165
Bylaw 7165 (Schedule A)
Bylaw 7933
Bylaw 7965 (Schedule A)

EFFECTIVE DATE

Qctober 23, 2000
January 1, 2001
June 13, 2005
July 11, 2005

1613203 ' PRCS - 59 ' July 11, 2005



CITY OF RICHMOND

DOG LICENCING
BYLAW NO. 7138

TABLE OF CONTENTS
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CITY OF RICHMOND
DOG LICENCING BYLAW NO. 7138

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

PART ONE: DOG LICENCING REQUIREMENTS

1.1 Requirement to Possess a Dog Licence

1.1.1 Every person who keeps or has in his or her possession, any dog over the
age of 8 weeks, must:

(a) (i) obtain a dog licence for such dog in accordance with this
bylaw; or :

(i) obtain a dog licence (Dangerous Dog) for such dog in
accordance with this bylaw; ‘

(b) attach such dog licence to a suitable collar on the dog; and

(c) (i) produce such dog licence at the request of an Animal Control
Officer; or

(i) produce such dog licence (Dangerous Dog) at the request of
~an Animal Contro! Officer.

1.2  Authority to Issue Dog Licences and Receive Fees
1.2.1 A Licence Inspector or an Animal Control Officer, has the authority to:
(a) receive dog licence fees, and
(b) issue dog licences and replacement dog licences
on behalf of the City.
1.3  Neutered and Spayed Dogs
1.3.1 Every person applying for a dog licence for a neutered or spayed dog

must present written certification from a licenced veterinarian, that such
dog has been neutered or spayed.

1613203 Juty 11, 2006
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Bylaw No. 7138 _ ‘ , _ . : 2.

-PART TWO: DOG LICENCES AND FEES

1613203

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

2.5

Annual Licence Fees

21.1  An annual, non-refundable dog licence fee, as shown in Schedule A, which
is attached and forms a part of this bylaw, is payable for each dog over the
age of 8 weeks.

21.2  Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection 2.1.1, every dog licence fee
paid by an owner who is aged 65 or older, will be reduced by 50% of the
amount shown in Schedule A, upon production of proof, satisfactory to the
City, of such owner’s age provided that:

(@) (i) for dogs licenced in the previous calendar year, the dog licence
is purchased prior to March 1 of the current licence year, or

(iiy for dogs acquired during the current licence year, the dog licence
is purchased within 30 days of acquiring the dog; and

(b) the dog is spayed or neutered.

2.1.3 The provisions of subsection 2.1.2 do not apply to a replacement dog
licence issued in accordance with section 2.3.

Dog Licence Period

2.2.1 Every dog licence expires on the thirty-first day of December, following
the date on which such dog licence takes effect.

Replacement Dog Licence

231 A rep]acement dog licence may be |ssued upon payment of the fee
shown in Section 3 of Schedule A when:

(a) the original dog licence has been [ost or stolen, or

(b} a valid and current dog licence for the dog in question has been
issued by another jurisdiction.

Change of Ownership

2.4.1 In case of a change of ownership of a licenced dog during the calendar
year for which such dog is licenced, the original owner of the dog must
notify a Licence Inspector or an Animal Control Officer of such change
of ownership.

Exemptions from Licencing

2.5.1 The provisions of this bylaw do not apply to any dog:

July 11, 2005
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Bylaw No. 7138 , : _ _ 3
(a) oWned by, ahd harboured at, Commercial or'H'obby Dog Kennels
for which a business licence has been issued by the City;
{(b) whose owner has obtained a dog licence for such dog:

(i) under the provisions of the Livestock Profection Act, or
(i} pursuant to a bylaw of another jurisdiction,

for the unexpired portion of the licencing period.

2.5.2 A dog licence will be provided at no charge, for an assistance dog or
assistance dog in training, which has been certified by a training facility
acceptable to either the Licence Inspector or an Animal Control
Officer, provided that appropriate proof of such certification is provided to
either the Licence Inspector or the Animal Control Officer.

2.6 Authority To Enter Onto Property
26.1 The Licence Inspector or an Animal Control Officer are authorized to

enter, at all reasonable times, onto any property within the City, to
determine whether the provisions of this bylaw are being complied with.

PART THREE: VIOLATIONS AND PENALTIES

31 Any person who:

(é) violates or who causes or allows any of the provisions of this bylaw to be
violated; or

(k) fails to comply with any of the provisions of this, or any other bylaw or
applicable statute; or

(c) neglects or refrains from doing anything required under the provisions of
this bylaw; or

{d) makes any false or misleading statement,
is deemed to have committed an infraction of, dr an offence against, this
bylaw and is liable on summary conviction, to the penalties provided for in

the Offence Act, and each day that such violation is caused, or allowed to
continue, constitutes a separate offence.

PART FOUR: INTERPRETATION

4.1 in this Bylaw, unless the context otherwise requires:

ANIMAL CONTROL means:
OFFICER (a) a person appointed by Council as a Bylaw Enforcement
Officer, or

(b) a person employed by the Contractor to undertake
animal control services.

1613203 duly 11, 2005
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Bylaw No. 7138

1613203

ANIMAL SHELTER
ASSISTANCE DOG

CITY
CONTRACTOR

COUNCIL

DANGEROUS DOG

DOG
DOG LICENCE

HOUSEHOLD PET

means any facility designated by Councit as an Animal

Pound, as provided for in the Municipaf Act.

means a dog specifically trained to assist a person with
disabilities in the performance of daily activities,

means the City of Richmond.

means the person, firm or society with whom the City has
entered into an agreement for (i) the operation of an
animal shelter; (i) the provision of animal control
services; (iii)) the provision and supplying of Animal
Control Officers; (iv) the licencing of dogs; and (v) the
issuing of tickets under the provisions of the Municipal
Ticket Information Authorization Bylaw,

means the Council of the City.

means:
(a) any dog that has killed or injured:
(i) aperson, or
(i} @ companion animal or domestic ammal while
running at large; or

(b) any dog that an Animal Control Officer has reasonable
grounds to believe is likely to Kill or seriously injure a
person;

(c) any dog that aggressively harasses or pursues a person
or companion animal or domestic animal while
running at large; or

(d) any dog owned, primarily or in part, for the purpose of
dog fighting or that is trained for dog fighting; .

(e) a Pit Bull Terrier, American Pit Bull Terrer, Pit Bull,
Staffordshire Bull Terrier, American Staffordshire Terrier,
or any dog of mixed breeding which includes any of
these breeds; or any dog which has the appearance and
physical characteristics predominantly conforming to the
standards for any of the above breeds; or

(f) any dog that, according to the records of the SPCA,
RCMP or other municipality, or to the knowledge of the
owner, has killed, injured, or aggressively harassed or
pursued a person or animal.

means a household pet of the canine species.

means a tag issued by the City, on which is stamped the
dog licence number and calendar year for which such dog
licence is valid.

means a domesticated animal normally kept:

July 11, 2005
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'Bylaw No. 7138

JURISDICTION
LICENCE INSPECTOR

MULTIPLE-FAMILY
DWELLING

ONE-FAMILY DWELLING

OWN/OWNER/OWNED

RUNNING AT LARGE

(@in a ohe-family dv&ellfng or a multiple-family
dwelling; and
(b} for pleasure rather than utility.

means any municipality in British Columbia.

means a person appointed by Council as Licence
Inspector for the City, and includes Bylaw Enforcement
Officers and the Chief Licence Inspector.

means a building containing two or more dwelling units, and
includes any property on which such multiple-family
dwelling unit is located.

means a detached building used exclusively for residential
purposes, containing one dwelling unit only, and includes
the property on which such one-family dwelling unit is
located. -

includes possessor, harbourer, or keeper, and "owned"
includes possessed, harboured, or kept.

means: _

(a) being elsewhere than confined on the premises of the
owner, while not on a leash and in the immediate and
effective control of a competent person; and/or

(b) being on any property without the consent of the owner
or occupier of that property; and/or

(c) being in an off-leash area, where permitted, but not
under the effective control of the owner; or

(d) with respect to a dangerous dog, means any
dangerous dog which is not kept in compliance with
the requirements of subsection 2.2.4.

PART FIVE: PREVIOUS BYLAW REPEAL

51  Dog Licencing and Pound Establishment Bylaw No. 4323 (adopted May 19", 1984),
and the following amendment bylaws, are repealed:

1613203

AMENDMENT BYLAW EFFECTIVE DATE
h578 September 24, 1990
5641 December 10, 1990
5716 May 27, 1991
5809 December 9, 1991
5793 June 1, 1992
6281 June 13, 1994
7099 March 27, 2000

July 11, 2005
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Bylaw No. 7138

PART SIX: SEVERABILITY & CITATION

6.1 If any part, section, sub-section, clause, or sub-clause of this bylaw is, for any
reason, held fo be invalid by the decision of a Court of compstent jurisdiction,
such decision does not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this bylaw.

6.2  This bylaw is cited as “Dog Licencing Bylaw No. 7138".

SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 7138

SCHEDULE OF FEES
Prior to Effective
Licencing Fees January 1, 2006 January 1, 2006
1. Dog - Not neutered or spayed $ 50.00 $ 70.00
Prior to March 1* of the year for which the $ 50.00
application is made
2. Dog - Neutered or Spayed $ 20.00 $ 30.00
Prior to March 1% of the year for which the $ 20.00
application is made
3. Dangerous Dog - Not neutered or spayed $ 250.00
Prior o March 1% of the year for which the $ 200.00
~ application is made
4. Dangerous Dog - Neutered or Spayed $ 200.00
Prior to March 1% of the year for which the $ 150.00
application Is made
*  Replacement tag for each dog tag lost or  $ 5.00 $ 5.00

stolen or;
. for each dog licence to replace a valid
dog licence from another jurisdiction.

1613203
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CITY OF RICHMOND

ANIMAL CONTROL REGULATION

BYLAW NO. 7932

EFFECTIVE DATE - JUNE 13, 2005
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CITY OF RICHMOND

ANIMAL CONTROL REGULATION
BYLAW NO. 7932

TABLE OF CONTENTS
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City of Richmond Bylaw 7932

ANIMAL CONTROL REGULATION
BYLAW NO. 7932

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

PART ONE: ANIMALS AND BIRDS - GENERAL

1.1

12

1518124

General Prohibition — Al Animals and Birds
111 A person must not cause any animal or bird:

(a) to be hitched, tied or fastened to a fixed object, where a choke
collar or chain_ forms part of the securing apparatus; or

(b) to be confined in an enclosed space, including a vehicle, without
adequate ventilation.

1.1.2  Every owner of an animal, must ensure that the animal does not:

(a) kill or injure a person or animal; or
(b) - aggressively pursue or harass a person or animal without
provocation.

Basic Animal and Bird Care Requirements

1.2.1  In addition to the requirements of section 1.1, a person must not keep an
animal or bird unless such animal or bird is provided with:

(a) clean potable drinking water at all times and suitable food of
sufficient quantity and quality to allow for normal growth and the
maintenance of normal body weight:

b) food and water receptacles which are kept clean and
disinfected, and located so as to_avoid contamination by excreta;

(c) the opportunity for periodic exercise sufficient to maintain good
health, including the opportunity to be unfettered from a fixed
area and exercised regularly under appropriate control: and

(d) necessary veterinary medical care when such animal or bird
exhibits signs of pain or suffering.

June 13, 2005
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Bylaw No. 7932

1.3

1.4

1.5

Keeping of Outdoor Animals and Birds

1.3.1

A person must not keep an animal or bird which normally resides
outdoors, or which is kept outdoors for extended periods of time, unless
such animal or bird is provided with an outdoor sheiter:

(a) which ensures protection from heat, cold and dampness that is
appropriate to the weight and type of protective outer coat of
such animal;

(b) which provides sufficient shade to protect the animal from the
direct rays of the sun at all times; and

(c) which is cleaned and sanitized not less than daily, of all
excrement.

Authority to Enter Onto Property

1.4.1

1.5.1

An Animal Control Officer or a Police Officer is authorized to enter, at
all reasonable times, onto any property within the City to. determine
whether the provisions of this bylaw are being complied with.

- Animals or Birds in Custody

A person must not rescus, or attempt to rescue any animal or bird
lawfully in the custody of an Animal Control Officer or any Police
Officer.

PART TWO: HOUSEHOLD PETS

21

2.2

1618124

Maximum Number of Household Pets

211

2.1.2

Cats

221

Subject to the maximums per species in this Part and to any strata bylaw
passed pursuant to the Strafa Property Act respecting the number of

‘household pets permitted in a strata unit, a person may keep:

(a) a maximum of five (5) household pets in a one-family dwelling or
two-family dwelling; or

(b) a maximum of three (3) household pets in a multiple-family
dwelling;

The limits prescribed in subsection 2.1.1 do not include any litter of puppies
or kittens. ‘

Owner Obligations

2.2.1.1 Every owner of a cat must:

June 13, 2005
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1618124

23

222

Dogs -

2.31

2212

(@) ensure that such cat bears sufficient identification to
enable any person finding the cat to contact the owner:

(b) where such cat is actually or apparently over six months of
age, ensure that such cat has beén spayed or neutered,
as applicable, by a veterinarian, unless the owner holds a
valid cat breeding permit for the cat; and

(c) ensure that where such cat is not spayed or neutered,
such cat is not permitted to be running at large.

The identification required under clause (a) of subsection 2.2.1.1
may take the form of, but is not limited to, a collar and tag, tattoo,
or microchip implant.

Cat Breeding Permits

2.2.2.1

2222

2223

Every owner of an un-spayed cat who offers to sell, give away,
or otherwise transfer ownership or dispose of the offspring of
such cat must;

(a) obtain a cat breeding permit in accordance with the
prowsaons of subsection 2.2.2.2: and

(b) include the number of such cat breeding permit in any
advertisement regarding the offspring.

The Contractor may:

(a) prescribe the form of application required by any person
who wishes to obtain a cat breeding permit; and

(b) upon receiving an appropriate application form and the
fees for a cat breeding permit specified in Schedule A,
issue a cat breeding permit, valid for a period of three
years from the date of issuance.

The penalty for violating clause (c) of subsection 2.2.1.1 may be
waived by the Contractor, upon having been provided proof,
within 30 days after the date the citation was |ssued that the cat
has been spayed or neuterad.

General Prohibition

2311

23.1.2

~ A person in a one-family dwelling or a two-family dwelling must
" not permit more than three dogs to be kept in such dwelling at any
time.

A person in a unit of a multiple-family dwelling must not permit
more than two dogs to be kept in such unit at any time.

Junse 13, 2005
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| 2.3i.1.3 The provisions of subsections'2.3.1.1 and 2.3.1.2, do not apply to
the housing and training of assistance dogs,

2.3.2 Owner Obligations - Leashing

23.21 (a) Exceptas provided for in subsection 2.3.5 every owner of a
dog must keep such dog on a leash at all times while on
any street or in any public place.

(b) Except as provided for by subsection 2.3.5 no owner may
permit their deg to run at large.

2.3.3 Owner Obligatiqns — Cleaning Up

2.3.3.1 Every owner of a dog must ensure that any excrement
deposited on any parcel, other than the parcel of the owner, is
cleaned up immediately.

2.3.3.2 The provisions of subsection 2.3.3.1 apply to an owner

regardless of whether or not the dog is under such owner’s

+ care and control at the time of a breach of the provisions of that
subsection.

2.3.3.3 The provisions of subsections 2.3.3.1 and 2.3.3.2 do not apply
to the owner of an assistance dog.

2.3.4 Owner Obligations — Confinement

2341 Every owner of a dog must ensure that such dog, while on the
premises owned or controlled by the owner, is securely confined
to the premises.

2.3.4.2 Every owner of a dangerous dog must:

(a) ensure that such dog is not allowed on any street or in any
- public place, or any other place that is not owned or
controlled by that person, unless such dog is:
(i) onaleash; and
(i) muzzled; and
(i) under the care and control of an owner; and

(b) keep such dog securely confined at all times, either
indoors, or in an enclosure, while the dog is on the
premises owned or controlled by such person.

2.3.5 Designated Dog Off-Leash Areas
2.3.5.1 An owner may allow their dog to be off-leash in a designated

dog off-leash area providing the owner:

(a) carries a leash;

1518124 June 13, 2005
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2.4

25

2352

2353

Rabbits

(b) keeps the dog in view at all times; and

'(c') maintains effective control of the dog so that the dog

immediately returns when signalled.

As exceptions to subsection 2.3.5.1;

(a) No owner rriay have more than three (3) dogs off-leash at
any one time; and

(b} No owner may permit a dog, defined as dangerous under
this bylaw, to be off-leash in a designated off-leash area.

Every owner of a dog must immediately leash a dog when the dog
exhibits aggressive behaviour.

24.1 General Requirements

2411

2412

B_irds

Every person keeping rabbits in a one-family dwelling, a
two-family dwelling or a multiple-family dwelling must ensure
that: ‘

(a) such rabbits do not create a nuisance; and

(b) alt lands and premises where such rabbits are kept, are
maintained in a sanitary condition at all times, and that
excrement is not permitted to accumulate and cause, in the
opinion of the Medical Health Officer, an objectionable
odour or nuisance.

A person may keep a maximumn of two (2) rabbits in a one-family
dwelling, two-family dwelling, or a multiple-family dwelling.

2.5.1  General Provisions — All Birds

2.5.1.1

251.2

A person must not build, construct, reconstruct or maintain an
aviary until the design and location of such aviary has been
approved by the City with respect to building permit
requirements.

A person must not feed pigeons or other birds in such a manner
as to constitute a nuisance or disturb or interfere with the quiet,
peace, or enjoyment of another person's property.

June 13, 2005

PRCS -76



Bylaw No. 7932

25.2

2.5.3

Pigeons

2521 An owner of racing or homing pigeons, fancy pigeons, or a

person on whose property such birds are kept, must not alfow
such pigeons to perch, roost, or nest on the land or buildings of
any person in the City, or to stray, feed, or roost on any highway
or public place, except:

(a) on the property of which the holder is the owner or iessee; -

(b) for the purpose of exercising or racing, and only when such
pigeons are under the control of the owner.

2.5.2.2 Every person keeping racing, homing, or fancy pigeons, must
maintain the land and premises where such pigeons are kept in
a sanitary condition at all times, and pigeon droppings must be
disposed of in a manner that will not create a nuisance or health
hazard.

2.5.2.3 A person may keep a maximum of five (5) pigeons in a one-
family dwelling or two-family dwelling.

2.5.24 A person must not keep pigeons in a multiple-family dwelling.

2525 An aviary must be located at least two (2) metres from any
property line.

Exotic Birds

2531 The provisions of subsection 2.5.2 with regard to p:geons apply
also to exotic birds.

PART THREE: POULTRY

1518124

31 General Prohibition

3.1.1

3.1.2

A person must not keep poultry:

(a) on a parcel with an area of Ieés than 2,000 square metres (21,529
square feet); or

(b) in, upon, or under any structure used for human habitation.
Every person keeping poultry must ensure that:
(a) such poultry does not create a nuisance; and

(b) all lands and premises where such poultry is kept, are maintained
in a sanitary condition at all times, and that excrement is not
permitted to accumulate and cause, in the opinion of the Medical
Health Officer, an objectionable odour or nuisance.
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PART FOUR: WILD ANIMALS

4.1 General Prohibition

4.1.1 A person must not keep any wild animal in captivity on a parcel unless, in
the opinion of the Animal Control Officer, adequate provision is made to
ensure that such wild animal is securely contained on such parcel and
poses no risk to public safety.

PART FIVE: DOMESTIC FARM ANIMALS

51 General Requirements

511 Every person keeping a domestic farm animal must ensure fhat:

(a)

(b)

()

(e)

flies and other insects are kept under control by good manure
management and by the use of approved insecticides approved
by the Pesticide Branch of the Ministry of Environment Province
of British Columbia;

both the inside and outside of any building, pen, stable, shed or
structure housing a domestic farm animal is kept clean;

manure does not accumulate on any parcel except in a properly
contained manner so that that runoff to public watercourses or
onto adjacent properties does not occur,

any manure resulting from the keeping of domestic farm
animals, that has not been suitably treated by dehydration or
composting to stabilize the organic matter, must be incorporated
info the soil within eight (8) hours; and

any person allowing a domestic farm animal access to an
outdoor area must ensure that dust caused by such domestic
farm animal is. minimized.

5.2 General Prohibition

521 Aperson must not keep a domestic farm animal in a one-family dwelling,
two-family dwelling, or a multiple-family dwelling. :

5.22 A person must not keep a domestic farm animal:

(a)

()

1518124

on a parcel with an area of less than 2,000 square metres (21,529
square feet); or

on a parcel where the ratio of domestic farm animals to parcel
area exceeds one (1) domestic farm animal for each 2,000 square
metres (21,529 square feet).
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PART SIX: BEEKEEPING
6.1 General Requirements

6.1.1 Every person keeping bees, and the person on whose property bees are
kept must ensure that such bees are:

@ maintained in a condition so as to reasonably prevent undue
swarming or aggressive behaviour; and

(b) requeened if such bees are subject to undue swarming, or show
signs of aggressive behaviour. '

6.2 General Prohibitions
6.2.1 A person must not locate a beehive:

(a) on any parcel containing a one-family dwelling, two-family
dwelling, or multiple-family dwelling; or

{b) within 23 metres (75 feet) of the property line of a parcel containing
a one-family dwelling, two-family dwelling, or multipie-family
dwelling.

6.2.2 A person must not keep more than four (4) colonies of bees on a parcel
having an area of less than 929 square metres (10,000 square feet).

PART SEVEN: FURBEARING ANIMALS
71 General Prohibition

7.1.1 A person must not keep a furbearing animal in a one-family dwelling,
two-family dwelling, or a multiple-family dwelling.

PART EIGHT: ANIMAL SHELTER
84  Establishment of Animal Shelter

8.1.1 An animal shelter is heraby established, and Gouncil may enter into an
agreement with a Contractor to operate such animal shelter.

8.2 Duties and Obligations of the Contractor

8.2.1 The agreement specified in subsection 8.1.1 may establish the duties of
the Contractor with regard to:

(a) the operation of an animal shelter, including but not limited to,

(i) hours of operation,
(ii) building maintenance and operating costs;
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8.3

(iii) payment of utilities, including electricity, natural gas and
telephone services; _ : :

(iv) an automated telephone answering system for emergency
messages;

{v) cleanliness and sanitation; and

(vi)  the care and feeding of, and the provision of veterinary
care, where necessary, for all impounded animals and

birds;
(b) the provision of animal control sérvices, including but not limited
to,
(i) the provision of equipment, -including vehicles and

communication systems;

(ii) the impoundment of animals and birds;

(iii) the undertaking of patrols;

(iv)  the keeping of records of impoundment, finances and
animal disposal,

(v) the disposal by sale, or by humane destruction, of
impounded animals and birds;

(viy  the removal and disposal of dead animals;

{(vii)  dealing with public complaints about animals; and

(viii)  attending to, and transporting, animals running at large;

(c) the provision and supplying of an adequate number of trained
Animal Control Officers;

{d) the licencing of dogs; and
(e) the issuing of tickets under the provisions of the Municipal Ticket

Information Authorization Bylaw, including court attendance as
and when necessary.

Authority of Animal Control Officer - Dogs

8.3.1

8.3.2

8.3.3

834

An -Animal Control Officer or any Police Officer, may seize and
impound any dog found running at large, for up to 96 hours, unless such
dog is reclaimed within that time.

If an impounded dog is not reclaimed within 7 days of impoundment,
such dog may be disposed of by an Animal Control Officer, by
destruction, private sale or gift, or sale by auction.

An Animal Control Officer, upon apprehending any female dog in seasb_n
found running at large in contravention of this bylaw, must impound such
dog for a period of not less than 10 days, and the owner of such dog must
pay the cost of boarding such dog during its impoundment.

Any dangerous dog running at large:

(a) may be impounded by an Animal Control Officer;
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8.3.5

8.3.6

8.3.7

8.3.8

8.3.9

8.3.10

10.

(b) must, upon request, be immediately delivered to the animal shelter
' or to an Animal Control Officer, by the owner; and

(c) must be kept quarantined at the animal shelter for a period of 14
days at the owner's expense, including the maintenance fees
shown in Section 1 of Schedule A, which is attached and forms a
part of this bylaw.

Before exercising the power under subsection 8.3.4, in the case of a dog
that has acted as described in clause (a)(i) or (a)(ii) of the definition of
dangerous dog, the Animal Control Officer must consider whether the
dog was acting while in the course of

(a) attempting to prevent a person from committing an unlawful act, or
(b) performing law enforcement work.

Subject to the provisions of this Pért, an Animal Control Officer may seize
a dog if the officer believes on reasonable grounds that the dog is a
dangerous dog.

Subject to subsection 8.3.10, an Animal Control Officer may enter a place
to impound a dangerous dog

(a)  with the consent of the owner, or

(b)  in accordance with a warrant issued under subsection 8.3.8 or 8.3.9,
or

{c) inaccordance with subsection 8.3.10.

A justice who is satisfied by evidence given under oath or affirmation that
there are reasonable grounds to believe that there is in a place a dog that

(a) has killed or seriously injured a person,
(b) islikely to kill or seriously injure a person, or

(c) has killed or seriously injured a companion animal or domestic
animal,

may issue a warrant authorizing an Animal Control Officer to enter and
search the place and to seize the dog. '

If it is impracticable for an Animal Control Officer to appear personally
before a justice to apply for a warrant in accordance with subsection 8.3.8,
the Animal Control Officer may apply for a warrant in accordance with
section 22 of the Offence Act.

Subject to subsection 8.3.11, an Animal Control Officer may, without a
warrant, enter and search any place except a dwelling house and seize a
dog if the Animal Control Officer believes on reasonable grounds that:
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8.4

8.5

8.3.11

8.3.12

8.3.13

11.

(a) the dog is a.dangerous dog,
{b) the dog presents an imminent danger to the public, and

{c) the purpose of seizing the dog cannot reasonably be accomplished
if the Animal Control Officer is required to obtain a warrant.

For the purposes of subsection 8.3.10, an Animal Control Officer who is
not a police officer or special provincial constable appointed under the
Police Act must be accompanied by a police officer.

In addition to the authority under the Community Chaiter or section 8 of the
Livestock Protection Act, an animal control officer may apply to the
Provincial Court for an order that a dog that the officer has reasonable
ground to believe is a dangerous dog be destroyed in the manner specified
in the order.

A dangerous dog seized pursuant to this bylaw may not be impounded for
more than 21 days unless proceedings under subsection 8.3.12 of this
bylaw or under the authority of the Community Charter or section 8 of the
Livestock Protection Act are commenced within that time.,

Reclaiming an Impounded Dog

8.4.1

8.4.2

8.4.3

The owner of any dog impounded under this Part, may reclaim such
dog on application to an Animal Control Officer, by:

(@)  providing proof of ownership; and

(b) paying the applicable impoundment fees and maintenance fees
specified in Sections 1 and 2 of Schedule A.

Where the owner of an impounded dog is known, such owner must pay
the maintenance fees specified in Section 2 of Schedule A, even if the
owner fails or heglects to reclaim the impounded dog.

The charging of impoundment fees under clause (b) of subsection 8.4.1 in
no way affects, derogates from or takes away from the ability to exercise the
authority provided in subsection 8.3.12 to apply for an order that a dog be
destroyed.

Authority of Animal Control Officer — Other Animals

8.5.1

8.56.2

An Animal Control Officer or any Police Officer may seize and
impound any domestic farm animal or poultry found running at large.

An Animal Control Officer may sell any animal impounded under this
Part, which have not been reclaimed, and after deducting the impounding
fees and maintenance fees accruing in respect of such animal, and if
applicable, the cost of advertising the sale, must pay any surplus within
30 days, to the General Manager, Finance & Corporate Services.
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8.5.3

8.56:4

12.

Where the owner of any impounded animal is known, the General

Manager, Finance & Corporate Services must pay any surplus funds of

sale, to such owner,

Where,' after 3 months from the date of the sale, such owner is unknown,
any -surplus funds of sale not claimed during that time are forfeited to the
City.

Reclaiming of Other Animals

8.6.1

8.6.2

Any impounded animal other than a dog, a cat or poultry, may be
reclaimed by the owner prior to the date of the advertised sale, upon
proof of ownership, and payment to an Animal Control Officer, of the
applicable impoundment fees and maintenance fees shown in Sections
1 and 2 of Schedule A,

Any impounded poultry may be reclaimed by the owner prior to the
date of disposal of such poultry, upon proof of ownership, and payment
to an Animal Control Officer, of the applicable impoundment fees and
maintenance fees shown in Sections 1 and 2 of Schedule A.

PART NINE: INTERPRETATION

1518124

9.1 In this bylaw, unless the context otherwise requires:
AGGRESSIVE means snarling, growling or pursuing another animal or
BEHAVIOUR a person. '
ANIMAL ‘means:
(a) furbearing animal;
(b) household pet;
(¢) poultry; and
(d) wild animal,
and includes companion animal and domestic animal.
ANIMAL CONTROL means:
OFFICER (a) a person appointed by Council as a Bylaw
Enforcement Officer; or
(b) a person employed by the Contractor to undertake
animal control services.
ANIMAL SHELTER means any facility designated by Council as an Animal
Pound, as provided for in the Local Government Act.
ASSISTANCE DOG means a dog specifically trained to assist a person with
disabilities in the performance of daily activities.
AVIARY means a building, cage or structure for the breeding or
keeping of birds, other than poultry.
BEE means the insect Apis mellifera.
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BUILDING
BUILDING INSPECTOR

CAT

CITY
COMPANION ANIMAL

CONTRACTOR

COUNCIL
DANGEROUS DOG

13.

means a structure having a roof supported by columns or
walls used for the shelter or accommaodation of persons
animals or chattels. ‘

means the Manager, Building Approvals Department or
those positions or persons designated by Council to act
under this Bylaw in the place of the Manager.

means a household pet of the feline species and includes a
kitten.

means the City of Richmond.
means an animal kept as a pet or as a guide animal.

means the person, firm or society with whom the City has
entered into an agreement for (i) the operation of an
animal shelter; (ii) the provision of animal control
services, (iii) the provision and supplying of Animal
Control Officers; (iv) the Iicencmg of dogs; and (v) the
issuing of tickets under the provisions of the Municipal
Ticket Information Authorization Bylaw.

means the current Council of the City.
means:

(a) any dog that has killed or injured:
(i) a person, or
(i) a companion animal or domestic animal while
running at large; or

(b) any dog that an Animal Control Officer has reasonable
grounds to believe is likely to |<I|| or senously injure a
person; '

(c) any dog that aggressively harasses or pursues a person
or companion animal or domestic farm animal while
running at large; or

(d) any dog owned, primarily or in part, for the purpose of
dog fighting or that is trained for dog fighting;

(e) a Pit Bull Terrier, American Pit Bull Terrler, Pit Bull,
Staffordshire Bull Terrier, American Staffordshire Terrier,
or any dog of mixed breeding which includes any of
these breeds; or any dog which has the appearance and
physical characteristics predominantly conforming to the
standards for any of the above breeds; or

(f) any dog that, according to the records of the SPCA,
RCMP or other municipality, or to the knowledge of the
owner, has killed, injured, or aggressively harassed or
pursued a person or animal,
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. OFF-LEASH AREA
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DOG

'DOMESTIC ANIMAL

DOMESTIC
FARM ANIMAL

DWELLING UNIT

ENCLOSURE

EXOTIC BIRD

FURBEARING ANIMAL

GENERAL MANAGER,
FINANCE & CORPORATE
SERVICES

HOUSEHOLD PET

IMPOUNDED

KITTEN

14,

means an area posted by éign, Which defines the
geographic area and/or time period that dogs can be
off-teash,

means any member of the canine species which is six (6) or
more months of age.

means an animal that is:

(a) tame or kept, or that has been or is being sufficiently
tamed or kept, to serve some purpose for the use of
pecple, and

(b) designated by order of the Lieutenant Governor in
Council fo be a domestic animal,

(as defined in the Livestock Protection Act)

means a horse, mule, donkey, emu, hinny, llama, ostrich, pot

- belly plg, swine, sheep, goat or cow, or other animal of the

hovine species, but excludes a household pet.

means a suite of one or more rooms designed for or
occupies by one family only as a single housekeeping unit
providing cooking, sanitary and sleeping facilities.

means a securely enclosed and locked structure having a
concrete, asphalt or wooden ficor and a wire or steel mesh
sides and roof, which is sufficient to prevent the entry of
unauthorized persons or the escape of the dog.

means those avian species which are not normally native
to the Province of British Columbia.

means any fox, beaver, marten, mink, muskrat, otter,
racoon, skunk, chinchilla, fisher, or other like animal, other
than a household pet.

means the person appointed by Council to the position of
General Manager, Finance & Corporate Services, oran
alternate.

means a domesticated animal or bird normally kept:

(a) in a one-family dwelling, a two-family dwelling or a
multiple-family dwelling; and

(b) for pleasure rather than utility.

means seized, delivered, received or taken into the animal
shelter, or into the custody of the Animal Control Officer.

means a member of the feline species which is less than six

(6) months of age.
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LEASH or LEASHED

LICENCE INSPECTOR
MAINTENANCE FEES

MEDICAL HEALTH
OFFICER

MULTIPLE-FAMILY
DWELLING

MUZZLED

ONE-FAMILY DWELLING

OWN/OWNER/OWNED

PARCEL

PIGEON
POLICE OFFICER
POULTRY

PUPPY

RABBIT

15.

means a device, or use of a device, of leather, metal, nylon
or other similar strong material no more than three (3)
meters in length and of sufficient strength and desigh to
restrain the size and strength of animal for which it will be
(or is being) used. One end must remain securely affixed
to a collar or harness securely attached to the animal with
the other end held by a person capable of controlling the
animal at all times.

means a person appointed by Council as Licence
Inspector for the City, and includes Bylaw Enforcement
Officers and the Chief Licence Inspector.

means the fees specified in Schedule A which are
charged, for each day that an animal or bird is
impounded, commencing the day after impoundment.

means the Medical Health Officer appointed under the
Health Act, to act within the limits of the jurisdiction of any
local board, or within any health district,

means a building containing two or more dwelling units.

means a humane fastening or covering device of adequate
strength placed over the mouth of a dog designed to
prevent the dog from biting or injuring any person or
another animal.

means a detached building used exclusively for residential
purposes, containing one dwelling unit only.

includes possessor, harbourer, or keeper and “"owned"
includes possessed, harboured, or kept.

means a lot, block, or other area in which land is held or
into which land is legally subdivided.

means a bird of the family columbidae.

means a member of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police.
means a chicken, rcoster, turkey, goose, duck, fowl, or other
bird normally kept for human consumption, excluding exotic
birds and registered homing pigeons used for hobby or
show purposes or racing.

means a member of the canine species which is less than
six (6) months of age.

means any of various burrowing gregarious plant-eating
mammals of the hare family,
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RESIDENTIAL

RUNNING AT LARGE
(CAT)

RUNNING AT LARGE
(DOG)

STOREY

STRUCTURE

TWO-FAMILY DWELLING

16.

means a use which pertains clearly to the accommodation
and home life of a family, and includes a group home with
a maximum of 10 residents, but specifically excludes any
facility operated under the jurisdiction of the Correction Act.

means being elsewhere than on the premises of the owner
while not under the control of the owner by leash, cord,
chain, or other similar means of physical restraint that is not
more than eight feet in length.

means any one of the following:

(a) being elsewhere than confined on the premises of the
owner, while not on a leash and in the immediate and
effective control of a competent person;

(b) being on any property without the consent of the owner
or occupier of that property;

(c) being in an off-leash area, where permitted, but not
under the effective control of the owner; or

(d) with respect to a dangerous dog, means any
dangerous dog which is not kept in compliance with
the requirements of subsection 2.3.4.

means a space situated between the top of any floor and
the top of the floor next above it, that space between the
top of such floor and the ceiling above it.

means a construction of any kind whether fixed to,
supported by, or sunk into land or water.

means a detached buiiding used exclusively for
residential purposes containing two dwelling units only,
which building is not readily convertible into additional
dwelling units and the plans for which have been filed
with the Building inspector showing all areas of the

- building finished, the design of the building conforming to

one of the following classifications:

(a) Each dwelling unit consisting of one storey only, not
set upon another storey or upon a hasement; or

{b) Each dwelling unit consisting of two storeys only, the
upper storey not containing a kitchen; not set upon
another storey or upon a basement; or

(c) Each dwelling unit consisting of a split level
arrangement of two storeys only, the upper storey not
containing a kitchen; not set upon another storey or
upon a basement.

Far the purposes of this definition, "basement" means a
storey located beneath the first full storey of the building,
such first full storey having a floor level of not more than
2 m (6.562 ft.) above grade.
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UNLICENCED DOG means any dog for which the licence for the current year
as required in the current Dog Licencing Bylaw of the City,
has not been obtained.

USED means used or arranged, designed or intended to be used.

WILD ANIMAL means an animal not ordinarily tame or domesticated, and
includes an exotic animal.

PART TEN: OFFENCES AND PENALTIES

10.1  Any person who:

(a) violates or who causes or allows any of the provisions of this bylaw to be
. violated; or

{b) fails to comply with any of the provisions of this or any other bylaw or
applicable statute; or

(c) neglects or refrains from doing anything required under the provisions o
this bylaw, '

is deemed to have committed an infraction of, or an offence against this bylaw is
liable on summary conviction, to the penalties provided for in the Offence Act,
and each day that such violation is caused, or allowed to continue, constitutes a
separate offence.

PART ELEVEN: PREVIOUS BYLAW REPEAL

11.1  Animal, Bird & Beekeeping Regulation Bylaw No. 7137 (adopted July 24, 2000) and
the following Amendment Bylaws are hereby repealed:

BYLAW DATE OF ADOPTION
No. 7164 Qctober 23, 2000

No. 7211 April 23, 2001

No. 7424 ) Qctober 15, 2002

No. 7692 May 25, 2004

PART TWELVE: SEVERABILITY & CITATION

12.1  If any part, section, sub-section, clause, or sub-clause of this bylaw is, for any
reason, held to be invalid by the decision of a Court of competent jurisdiction,
such decision does not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this bylaw.

122 This bylaw is cited as “Animal Control Regulation Bylaw No. 7932",
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SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 7932

~ Page 1 of 2
-IMPOUNDMENT FEES
a. Dogs

(i) FIRST impoundment in any calendar year:
Neutered Male or Spayed Female - $ 40
Non-Neutered or Unspayed $120

(i) SECOND impoundment in any calendar year:
Neutered Male or Spayed Female $ 80
Non-Neutered or Unspayed $250

(iii) THIRD and subsequent impoundments in any calendar year:

Neutered Male or Spayed Female $250
Non-Neutered or Unspayed $500

Dangerous Dogs** -
(i) FIRST impoundment in any calendar year: $500**

(ii) SECOND and subsequent impoundments in
any calendar year: $1,000*

**Subject always to the power set out in
section 8.3.12 to apply for an order that a
dog be destroyed.

Unlicenced Dogs

In addition to the fees payable under sections 1 and 2 (if applicable), a
licence fee will be charged, where a dog is not currently licenced.

Birds
Per bird $5.00
Other Animals

Per animal | $30
: plus transportation costs
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SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 7932
Page 2 of 2

f. Domestic Farm Animal

Per Domestic Farm Animal $60
' plus transportation costs

2. MAINTENANCE FEES

For each day or portion of the day, per ahimal

a. Dogs - $12
b. Cats | $12
c. Birds $2
d. Other Animals ' $10
e. Domesfic Farm Animal _ $30

3. Cat Breeding Permit Fee

Permit for three years ' $35
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Table of Dogs in Parks Task Force Recommendations

Attachment 3

Strategtc Direction - Opportumtles t‘or

| Support | Reject | Comment
‘accessible off leash use of open space for . [ Pt B o
Richmond Dog Owners ' ~ i L

1. Ensureno net loss of space for desngnated X There will be no reduction in
off-leash arcas. current off-leash areas.

" 2. Clear paths at existing McDonald Beach X This will be included in future
off-leash area to improve accessibility to capital budgets.
site. -

3. Consider designating a portion of the X | Public consultation results
Railway Right of Way as a designated off- indicate a lack of support from
leash area. area residents.

4. Consider designating the space at the west X The circuit area is currently

‘ side of Minoru Park which currently being used by park visitors.
contains the fitness circuit as a fenced Future park development over
designated off-leash area. two acres in the City Centre

area will be included for
consideration for off-leash
areas.

5. Consider designating the Bath Slough Trail X Public consultation indicates
as a designated off-leash area. highest need for off-leash areas

is in Steveston and West
Richmond. The Bath Slough

| Trail may be looked at for off-
leash potential in the future.

6. Plan for a future designated off- leash area | x This will be considered in
in City Centre. future capital budgets and

development.

7. Consider adding fenced/naturally bounded | x This will be considered in

" designated off-leash areas within off- future capital budgets and
leashed areas. development.

8. Implement a public process to determine X The public process was
the appropriateness of and possible location implemented and resulted in
at Garry Point Park. mixed opinions,

9. Begin a dialogue with School District 38to | x The potential school ground
discuss and address uses related to off-leash | locations will be
dogs on school grounds. neighbourhood areas where the

school site acts as a
‘ neighbourhood park.
10. Begin a dialogue with YVR to discuss X The Miller Road field is

greater use of Sea Island for designated off-
leash areas including the Miller Road Field
and the area to the east of McDonald
Beach.

currently being used for dog
training and expansion to
designating this as an off-leash
will be explored.
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‘Strategic Direction - Opportumtles for, |- Support | Reject ‘| Comment
accessible off leash use of open space for |
Richmond Dog Owners (continued) - S e s .
11, Consider the concept of time-sensitive X Time sensitive designated off-
designated off-leash areas in parks across leash areas will be evaluated
the City. following the implementation
of the other dog management
- _ strategies listed in this report.
12. Consider the concept of dedicated off-leash | x This report proposes trial
areas in locations around the City. designated off-leash areas at
Parklane Park and Steveston
Park.
Strategic Direction - Effective ‘Reject - | Comment

| Support .
Communication regardmg dogs in Richmend | B

1. Update all signage at designated off-leash X

areas to include references to current
bylaws.

Sigﬁége will be updatéd as

new signs are required.

2. Update all signage at designated off-leash | x

areas to include a responsible dog
ownership message.

Signage at all designated off-
leash areas will be updated
immediately.

3. Collaborate with the media (both English X

- and other language) to share the message of

the benefits of a dog inclusive culture.

An effective communication
plan will be developed in
2010. ]

4. Collaborate with dog producers (pet stores, | x

breeder, etc) and media to share the
message of responsible dog ownership.

This report recommends that
educational material be
created, this material can be
distributed or made available
at participating pet stores.

Additional collaboration

5. Explore opportunities with schools, X
community associations and. cultural opportunities will be evaluated
organizations teaching the message of following the implementation
responsible dog ownership. of the other dog management
_ strategies listed in this report,
6. Consider the establishment of a X This report recommends that

comprehensive public dog education

program with distinct roles for the City and

for community partners.

educational material be created
by City Staff in consultation
with community partners such
as the Richmond Animal
Protection Society.
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regarding their unique concerns and needs.

Strategic Direction - Effective, efficient and | Support | Reject. [ Comment -~~~
sustainable délivery of services and'support | | |
for issues which affect dogs in the community. R N

1. Reprioritize and refocus the “Adopt-a-Dog- | x This will be included in the

Bag Dispenser program. 2010 work plan for Parks
Programs Staff,
2. Ensure Bags in dog bag dispensers are X Dog bags switched to
biodegradable, biodegradable after the Dogs
in Parks Task Force report was
. presented in 2008.
3. Explore alternative avenues for disposing X This will be included in the
of dog waste materials. ' 2010 work plan for Parks
Programs Staff.
4. Provide recognition for exemplary dogs. X This will be considered in
. future work plans following
the implementation of the
other dog management
strategies listed in this report

5. Create an advisory board for dog control X Ad hoc advisory boards will be

issues. created to respond to issues as
: they arise.
, 6. Seck to enact a bylaw to ban the sale of - X There is demand for the types
= dogs from storefront locations. of dogs sold in stores; rather
than prohibit the sale, further -
investigation into increased
regulations around these sales
is being conducted by staf¥.

7. Support a reduction in the fine for the X The animal shelter operates as
return of an impounded dog if the dog is a not for profit and funds
spayed or neutered. received help recover

' operating costs.
8. Maintain the financial incentive for X The City will continue to
" licensing spayed or neutered dogs. support a reduced cost for
licensing spayed and neutered
dogs.
9. Consider a dialogue with disabilities groups -Staff have met with the

Richmond Centre for
Disability and have committed
to continuing a dialogue as dog
issues arise which affect their
members.
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Strategic Dixvection - Enfor¢éement of dog. |- Support | Reject | Comment ~
related bylaws is coordinated, consistent, | N '
fair and adequately funded. ' | S : _

1. Plan an annual outreach licensing X Staff in the Community Bylaws

effort, department have included increased
licensing outreach in their work-
plans.

2. Provide a more streamlined method of | x Staff in the Community Bylaws
licensing dogs. department have improved licensing

methods, including an annual mail
out invoice for dog license renewal.

3. Ensure random checks of dog licenses, | x Community Bylaws and Richmond
behaviour and ‘poop and scoop” are Animal Protection Society staff are
conducted on a regular basis. currently conducting random checks.

4. Consider a new type of animal control | x Animal control officers currently
officer which has an education role issue fines only when necessary —
first and peace officer capabilities _their primary role is to educate.
second.

5. Update Animal Control Bylaw 7932 to | x Community Bylaws Staff have
eliminate conflicting provisions, amendments to the Animal Control

- Bylaw in their current work plan.
6. Consider updating Dog Licensing X This will be considered in future
Bylaw 7138 to include service as well amendments to the Dog Licensing
as assistance dogs. Bylaw No. 7138.

7. Explore exceptions to section 2.3.5.2 of | x A licensing program for professional
the Animal Control Bylaw 7932 for dog walkers is recommended in this
professional dog walkers with a report.

Richmond business license and a
proposed dog-walking permit.
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Attachment 4

Image of boards placed at Community Centres, City Hall and posters at dog parks

_ BDog owners and other park users are invited to
- comment on a series of recommendations made
in the “Dogs in Parks Task Force Report”.

. Thereport inchudes a numberof
k. ‘recommendations including increased”
doys-off leash areas in parks,
enforcement and education initiatives.

Please respond by April 12, 2009 in one
of two ways:

» Visit www.richmond.ca/dogsinparks
where you will find more Information,
the full "Dogs in Parks Task Force
Report”™ and a link to the online survey.

» Complete a printed version of the
survey, available at any of tha following
locations: :

City Hall

Cambie Community Centre
Richmond Culturat Cantre
Hamiltory Community Centre
South Arm Community Centre
Steveston Community Centra

Thompson Community Centre
West Richmond Community Centre,

For mom information about this process,
¥ please call Jodie S8hebib, Acting Manager,
., Parks Programs at 604-244-1275.

Thank you for your time and participation.

i
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Attachment 5

First page of web site created for ddgs in phrks public consultation process

5 B

» Home » Parks & Ragreation » Parks, Trally & Cycling » Disgover Richmand Farks » Dogs In Packs

DISCOVER RICHMOHT PARKS
i ‘
"Dogs In Richmond Parks

The City of Richmand s seeking input from the public regarding dogs in Richmand
Parks.

Aaurvey has besn creatad. hased on a report prasentad to City Councll In Spring
2008, which highlights the werk of various stakeholdars in the Community who st
as the Dogs Ih Raikg Tagk Forcé to discuss the'lssues surrounding degs In Parks:
1é task force wag compriged:of bath statf and ¢ommimity members, slong with
)?dog owners and non-dag oweers, -

denlifiad four stratepte diracions

s address Issdas of design, -
ﬂ‘f@j‘bf& s and enforcarpant o P2l e T T o

Opportunities tor actéssible, of-teash use of open spases for Richmend
Dog owners.

Eftective Communications regarding dogs in Richmend,

Effective, effictent and sustalnable delhery of senicas and suppart for issuas
- which affed dogs inthe community.

4. Enforcamant of dog ralated bylaws Is cootdinatad. consistent, falr and
adeyuately funded.

v The objoclive of thig survey is lt determine the negds of the public ralating to dogs
d park uses, e : L

re Interested In pariclpaling i the sivay and froviding your comiments .

_;) Richeignd Headh'

News & Bvents
]
!

Popular Topics
» Recreation Reglairation

5 Begraslion & Gulur
Suida

» Paks. Recreallan &
Lultral Sarvices Haster
Pan .

» Darks lnfo Search

Related Topics

» i

Partner Agencles
» Righmend School Boged
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Dogs in Parks Survey

| Attachment 6

*surveys printed on 8 % by 11 inch letter paper and tri-folded

Survey Qusstions:
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Dogs in Richmond Parks
Survey for Richmond
Residents

Iikisahsstlert

Thee Kbzt Richoranel fe.cosdimg input fizam e publk sypavfingsbup.

in Fihiveid Por e, ’

The suresy bedes ie-based wna tapeit prssnbel b 2itg Shumil in

epiing $XEehizh hghtighted thems ik bvokus slobstnbers inthe

aavmuniy iste metas-he Biage in Pake Task Fosth b slkuuss v

Tset ampging stk in Faiks. Tew task e sias sonplis of

ath staffonclsonmmunic mentees, lbng with ket seres and

W1 3Rf] S

The bbbz Tsantilized Bur strotegis iostions b abirss s f

Aschin, saheatisn, poiessiips amdanfabiement:

1. Pppratunitiss for vissitte, off-bosh use of spen pozs b
Bilomsee] Deimeannes.

2. Effetiv Catmamunbofiore: mggondivg) skys in Fihnwml,

B Effties, wfid: hntoncleustinab badslizeny of sanduss and suppert
farissusesshishaffaithge in tesammmity,

4. Enfenesmrntwfebo exbted bylens b nusfinated, vinsiehnl, bir
andatkgualals Tuncdsd,

Thee obfeztis o Ak cure B toaldamning 1w neas of the publi;

tatatine b shgge ond poibaese,

Bafuna A1 1, A phace Ao o minubs b brod 90l ansmr

{hw gpestions belais. Thetr ey be sone estions sibich b ml

appls he e, ARt i e sogs plves shiver “m agplicab k™ o

UL NG,

‘Thi sy shetib] Gike ne snets than 15 mimies,

e Richmongd
b ks, recreaton &

cidlurad sevvees

2626694

PRCS -103




Attachment 7
Press Release issued for dogs in parks public consultation -

City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 News Release

March 24, 2009

For Immediate Release

Richmond seeks public comment on dogs in parks

Richmond, BC — Richmond residents are invited to complete a survey that will help form dog
use strategies for Richmond parks. The City aims to incorporate the public’s feedback about
topics such as increased off-leash park areas, and dog enforcement and education initiatives into
its ongoing park strategies. ‘

The public survey is based on a series of recommendations brought forward by the Dogs in Parks
Task Force Group. The task force is a group of public stakeholders and staff liaisons that met
bi-monthly last year to discuss the issues surrounding dogs in parks,

The public is invited to visit www.richmond.ca/dogsinparks for more information and to
complete the survey.

Survey results will form part of a report to be presented to Richmond City Council later this year,
and will also be used for future park planning initiatives including potential additional off-leash
areas.

The City currently has five off-leash dog areas, including: McDonald Beach, the south foot of
No. 3 Road, Cambie Field, Sheil Toad Trail and the City owned vacant lot in the Hamilton area.

The oft-leash areas are safe and secure places in the City where dogs are legally permitted to run
free on public property. For the safety and security of pets and for the comfort of all residents,
dog owners are required to have their dogs on a leash at all other times. To report a dog running
at large call the Richmond Animal Protection Society at 604-275-2036.

-30 -
Media Contact: "
Kim Decker
Corporate Communications Officer
Tel: 604-276-4371 Cell: 778-835-6178

. Email: kdecker@richmond.ca :
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, : Attachment 8
Wording for City Board ads

Dog owners and other park users are invited to comment on a seties of recommendations made
in the “Dogs in Parks Task Force Report”. ' :

The report includes a number of recommendations including increased dog off-leash areas in .
parks, enforcement and education initiatives. :

Please respond by April 12, 2009 in two ways:

L. Visit www.richmond.ca/dogsinparks where you will find more information, the full
“Dogs in Parks Task Force Report” and a link to the survey.
2. Complete the printed version of the survey available at City Hall, Steveston Community
Centre, the Richmond Cultural Centre, Hamilton Community Centre, South Arm '
- Community Centre, Thompson Community Centre, West Richmond Community Centre
and Cambie Community Centre.

- For more information about this process, please contact Jodie Shebib, Acting Manager, Parks
Programs at 604-244-1275.
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