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Abstract

Dog parks are becoming increasingly popular in urban areas 
where little space is available for interactions with dogs off-
leash.  Dog parks should help the well-being of  the owners 
and ensure a sense of  security for themselves and their canines.   
However, a poorly designed dog park or dog-friendly park 
can be difficult to deal with and can even increase the risk of  
incident among dogs. This research asks how can a dog park, 
or dog friendly park increase the interactions between owners 
and maintain a positive design aesthetic while providing a 
functional outdoor space.  
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Problem Statement

Many people who love dogs or enjoy being around dogs are 
limited where they choose to take their animals.  Dog parks 
have not been around for very long compared to other types 
of  parks and as such, do not have a lengthy set of  guidelines to 
follow.  Certain parks stand above others as shining examples 
while others are underutilized and potentially dangerous places 
for dog owners. 

While some dog parks do exist that maintain good design, 
design aesthetic and overall function do not appear to be 
considered that seriously during construction.  The Southwest 
in general requires any design to have plenty of  shade and 
water in order to be utilized along with consideration of  what 
ground material to use. 

Research Question

How can a dog park and greater park design function as a safe, 
usable, and social space for dogs and owners while exhibiting 
examples of  good design in the Greater Phoenix Area without 
suffering from damage due to overuse?

Goals and Objectives

Objective:  Maintain a space that follows a set of  design 
standards commonly seen throughout the field of  landscape 
architecture 

Goals and Objectives
 

1) Provide a dog park design with a safe, enjoyable, and usable 
spaces 
 
Objective:  Design should provide unimpeded line of  sight 
views, waste disposal, rotational management techniques, 
human oriented aspects, and understand what a dog 
fundamentally needs
 
2)  Create social opportunities for site users
             
Objective:  Construct elements designed to foster social 
interactions among humans while maintaining safety for 
animals
 
3)  Minimize physical damage due to overuse

Objective: Explore options for rotational and optimal use of  
space to prevent overuse
 
4)  Create a space that is functional for animals and aesthetically 
pleasing for owners
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Understanding Dogs

Dog History

To understand the human need and design of  dog parks, it is 
important to first understand the role that dogs have played 
throughout the years and their development into what they are 
commonly seen as today.  Dogs did not always start out as the 
companions portrayed in current society.  People dress their 
dogs up, take them to nice restaurants, and can even rent them 
for the day in an amusement park.  Dog parks in particular are 
a recent phenomenon, with the first dog park being built in the 
Berkeley area in 1979.  The interest in these animals as part of  
our society however, began a long time ago.

Today there are many different breeds ranging from small 
lapdogs to dogs specifically bred to provide protection, but 
this was not always the case. The now existent lineage of  Canis 
lupus familiaris, known as dog, is said to come from “12,000 
years ago by the modified wolf ” (Fogle, The Encyclopedia of  
the Dog, 1995, p. 6).  Few remnants of  this original lineage 
are seen today with many states outlawing people owning 
wolf  hybrids.  Part of  the rationale is that this wild ancestor 
maintains many of  its predatory and solitary natures.  

They are also known to form packs that are problematic for 
communities; impregnating or killing the more docile breeds 
and in extreme cases killing livestock.

Dogs have been described in historical events ranging from 
The Crusades to World War II as fighting companions.  As 

The Encyclopedia of  Dogs says, “from the old testament we 
know that dogs guarded the flocks of  the tribes of  Israel” 
(Fogle, The Encyclopedia of  the Dog, 1995, p. 20) and in 
Medieval Europe, “royalty kept packs of  up to 800 scent-
trailing and hunting dogs, which were used to pursue large 
game in the king’s forest for the sporting pleasure of  the king 
and his court” (Fogle, The Encyclopedia of  the Dog, 1995, p. 
30).  There weren’t always positive aspects to bringing dogs 
to new lands, as they were often used for attack purposes and 
not as companions.  What really led to an explosive growth in 
dogs and a change in their original intended use was careful 
and selective breeding.   This type of  breeding persisted 
throughout most of  history and is the major reason why so 
many different breeds exist today.

Health

Dog health is a complicated issue dating back to the long 
history associated with their development.  They are subject 
to many of  the same diseases that people can contract, with 
similarly dire effects.  Improper breeding and natural factors 
can lead to such issues as hip dysplasia, arthritis, atrophy, 
cancer, and many other diseases.  The result of  diseases in 
dogs can lead to an increased overall cost in pet ownership and 
in extreme cases pet loss.  In Dog Crisis it is noted that dog 
ownership is the most expensive hobby, “in 1974 Americans 

spent 3.9 billion dollars on pets.  This amounted to $18.57 
for each man, woman, and child in the country” (Nowell, 
1978, p. 99).  A more recent breakdown of  pet costs notes 
that the annual cost of  owning a small, medium, and large dog 
respectively costs $580, $695, $875 (Pet Care Costs, 2012).  A 
major portion of  these costs is health insurance and recurring 
medical costs, with each being 75%, 66%, and 55% of  the 
total annual ownership cost.

In addition to the physical and neural health issues, there is 
dog health relating to their stimulation and mental well-being.  
A minimum amount of  exercise is recommended for each 
person in order to maintain a healthy lifestyle and fight off  
certain disease, and the same principal applies for dogs as well.  
Dr. Susan Nelson recommends that dogs should “get out 
twice daily for exercise.  Times may vary from 15-60 minutes, 
depending on your individual pet” (Daily, 2009).  Dogs can get 
exercise in many different ways depending on the location and 
particular circumstance of  the owner.  There are specific agility 
training areas for dogs and even dog-designed treadmills.

Letting a dog off-leash does not necessarily mean it will get 
exercise, as some animals are more prone to run and work up 
their heart rate than others.  As said by Daily Science, “dogs 
also need mental exercise.  Breeds such as border collies need 
a lot of  mental stimulation to keep them happy.  Activities to 
consider are searching for hidden items, laser light chasing 
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or completing special tasks” (Daily, 2009).   Like the human 
mind, dogs need to be stimulated both physically and mentally 
in order to be healthy and happy.

The chosen activities also depend on the geographic location 
and timing of  exercise.  Dogs need physical activity even 
in hot climates where temperature extremes can cause heat 
exhaustion, dehydration, pad damage, and other issues.  It is 
not feasible to take a dog out in the middle of  the summer 
heat in the Southwest where extreme temperatures can also 
lead to issues for the owner.  In order to avoid these issues it 
is advised that an owner should seek out areas that provide 
shade, readily available water (for cooling off  and drinking), 
and a surface that is not harmful to the dog.

Suggested Training

There are many different advocates for a wide range of  training 
in dogs.  A young dog will need simple obedience training and 
need to be housebroken, while a rescue dog may have a wide 
range of  behavioral issues due to their past.  Regardless of  the 
scenario, in order for there to be a successful human-animal 
bond a dog needs to behave in an acceptable way, especially 
in social scenarios.  Puppies are a major focus of  training 
methods as undesirable behaviors are curtailed during the 
beginning stages of  most dogs’ lives.  As said on the  iams.
com website “the sooner you start training your puppy the 
sooner they’ll start behaving appropriately inside and outside 
your home.  And the longer they go without structure and 
training, the longer they’ll have to learn bad behaviors, and the 
more difficult they’ll be to train” (P&G Pet Care, 2012) .

In order for there to be a long life o f  friendship and 
companionship, it is believed that a dog needs to be trained a 
certain amount.  But there is no set or agreed upon way a dog 
should achieve this with different viewpoints.  Victoria Stillwell 
of  It’s Me or The Dog believes that positive reinforcement 
for a dog is the preferred way of  training.  This is the notion 
that instead of  punishment for doing something wrong or 
undesirable, a dog should instead be rewarded for its behavior 
(Victoria Stillwell: Positively, 2012).  Other people whom 

believe that training should be based on a reward system 
are Karen Prior, Patricia McConnell, and Jean Donaldson 
who   like Stilwell, emphasize that training should be based 
around rewards and abhor the unnecessary use of  physical 
punishment” (Bradshaw, 2011, p. 95). 

On the other side of  the training issue there is Cesar Milan, 
made famous by his show The Dog Whisperer who believes in 
the “dominance theory and the use of  physical punishment” 
(Bradshaw, 2011, p. 95).  As it states in Cesar’s book, “Dogs 
can have an ingrained pack mentality.  If  you’re not asserting 
leadership over your dog, your dog will try to compensate by 
showing dominant or unstable behavior” (Milan & Peltier, 
2007, p. 11).  This approach may seem more heavy-handed 
but due to the popularity of  his television show, this remains a 
major way of  thinking and training.  There are workshops and 
trainers who have adopted this style as their preferred training 
method.

Regardless of  which method owners choose, it remains 
important that dogs are trained.  Through training, undesired 
actions are  stopped before they become an issue.  This 
includes  issues such as biting, running away from their owner, 
and fighting with other dogs; all issues crucial to the individual 
success of  a dog at a dog park  Put simply “when your puppy 
knows what you expect from him he’ll be less likely to make 
you upset, making both of  you happy” (P&G Pet Care, 2012).
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Dog Ownership

Psychology of Pet Owning

As written previously, dogs have not always been companion 
animals.  Dogs may share 99.96 percent of  their genes with 
wolves (Bradshaw, 2011, p. 1) but they are no longer seen as 
the roaming wild packs of  wolves often depicted in films and 
nature shows.  As one author puts it, the key to understanding 
the domestic dog of  today is not to try and understand the 
wolf, but the domestic dog itself  (Bradshaw, 2011, p. 1).  Dogs 

are now owned as companions, seeing-eye helpers, bomb 
sniffers, and racetrack commodities.  Regardless of  their use, 
many people now depend on them on an emotional level as 
well.
As one source says, “pets serve as ready-made human 
substitutes.  When describing their dog people commonly say, 
‘He’s just like a member of  the family’; ‘I couldn’t live without 
her’; ‘He’s the child I never had’ (Nowell, 1978, p. 18).
  
Animals and dogs in particular are fulfilling the emotional needs 
that people usually fill and are a crucial part of  many people’s 
lives.  A dog will greet you with the same unconditional love no 
matter what you did at work or how you live your life.  As it is 
put in Dog Crisis (in what book, magazine? Important to put 
here), “Every dog owner can get some idea of  what it felt like 
to be a roman warrior returning triumphantly to Rome after 
conquering new lands simply by going down to the pub for a 
couple of  hours and then stumbling home again.  Whatever 
welcome is received from the wife, the dog greets you as a long 
lost friend and hero “ (Nowell, 1978, p. 19).

Anthropomorphism is another reason there is the usual undying 
adoration of  pets from their owners.  Anthropomorphism 
is described as, “the attribution of  human characteristics to 
human creatures to phenomena such as the weather and even 
inanimate objects like rivers and mountains-is an intrinsic part 
of  human nature” (Bradshaw, 2011, p. 149).  It is because of  

breed while other dogs are born with issues.    Some dogs have 
inherent aggression issues while other animals may never have 
a problem.  This changes on a case by case basis but dog attacks 
and acts of  aggression are a major reason why many people 
are either fearful of  dogs, or why dogs are misunderstood.

Stress and nervousness is also a serious issue among dogs and 
dog owners.  “A situation where a dog must be alone in an 
apartment for hours while the owners work may be unbearably 
stressing to one animal but not to another” (Campbell, 1975, 
p. 1).  Much like a person can become restless from a lack of  
attention and in extreme cases destructive; a dog can feel the 
same way.  This is commonly referred to as separation anxiety 
and can be detrimental to a dog and its owner.  A dependency 
on the owner’s constant attention leads to this and creates 
issues such as scratching, barking, and general nervousness.

Extreme excitability can lead to debilitating fear among dogs 
and add unneeded stress for owners.  By being too excited 
a dog will often jump up on people, and if  the dog is large 
then this can cause injury among the elderly and younger 
children.  While this may not be a form of  aggression this 
can be misunderstood.  Among smaller dogs excitability can 
lead to excessive barking, shaking, and peeing.  Sometimes 
dogs with too much energy will begin pacing, whining, and 
doing selfdestructive behaviors (Campbell, 1975, p. 4).  Self-
destructive behavior includes biting or gnawing at paws 

this that dogs are sometimes treated as people and a great deal 
of  time and money is spent keeping them happy and healthy.

Conflict Resolution

In addition to all the benefits and anthropomorphic traits we 
attribute to dogs, there are various problems as well.  Being 
a good owner and good friend means recognizing certain 
problems before they become a major issue.  There are a number 
of  attacks each year that take a financial and physical toll.    In 
other words, “as with failures in marriage or parenthood, there 
are a number of  reasons why the relationship between man 
and dog does not succeed” (Fogle, Interrelations Between 
People and Pets, 1981, p. 295).  Pets can add stress and can be 
responsible for a myriad of  issues that will briefly be touched 
upon.

In Dog Crisis it states that “poor breeding is responsible for 
the increased irritability of  certain pets, as evidenced by the 
number of  unscrupulous breeders who cross certain wolf  
species with German Shepherds to produce a fierce guard dog” 
(Nowell, 1978, p. 171).  People have purposely bred dogs for 
protection and physical attributes, not for ease of  ownership.  
Aggression, or as it is referred to as the “outward expression 
of  an emotion”, and “can be used to communicate various 
intentions by the dog” (Ryan, 2010), is sometimes inherent in a 
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and excessive licking of  various areas.  If  not corrected this 
seemingly small problem can lead to other issues.

Development of Dog 
Parks

Background

With the success of  selective breeding and the overabundance 
of  dogs in urban environments, it became more desirable for 
there to be a place where an owner could safely let their dogs 
exercise.  In most places dogs are not allowed off-leash in 
public places.  The exact rule and restrictions vary depending 
on each jurisdiction but they generally maintain the same idea; 
no unleashed animals except when otherwise designated or 
if  they are securely enclosed.  Off-leash areas regardless of  
their definition can become short-lived due to one bad dog or 
owner not being responsible.  Sometimes this may be the dog’s 
fault and other times it will be the owner’s fault.

Most dog parks when constructed are designed primarily with 
the dog in mind.  As Pima County, Az states, “An off-leash dog 
area is a fenced designated public area that allows dogs to run 
freely and socialize with other dogs while being supervised by 
owners” (City of  Tucson, 2012).  Of  particular importance is 
the phrase “socializing with other dogs.”.  A design should be 
able to provide socialization with other dogs and people alike.  
As mentioned previously, the wording changes depending on 
the location with different interpretations of  what a true dog 
park is.  For the scope of  this research, a dog park is being 
defined as an area where a dog can legally be off-leash with 
dog themed elements in mind.  

one has its own clear benefits and disadvantages that will be 
discussed in the subsequent section.  

Surface Materials

The surface materials of  a dog park are a major factor that 
affects the eventual cost of  construction.  A high amount of  
users can damage certain surfaces and dictate the eventual 
cost.  Some of  the commonly used surfaces for dog parks are 
mulch, decomposed granite, grass and artificial grass.  There 
are clear advantages and trade-offs for each type of  material.  

Mulch can be used as part of  the surface material for dog 
parks and is a low cost alternative.  Municipalities can often 
work with local tree trimmers to get free mulch.  As mentioned 
in the websitedoggies.com “this requires little work by the dog 
park community to rake the piles that are typically dumped 
near the entrance but it cuts down on the cost” (huckleberry, 
2009).  Another important aspect of  mulch is what kind it is 
in particular.  Cocoa mulch from the shell of  cocoa beans may 
seem harmless but contains theobromine, which can kill a dog 
(eHow, 2011).  Another thing to consider is how the mulch is 
treated, as untreated mulch can be poisonous to a dog.  It is 
suggested that “if  used as a surface material in a park, then it 
should be sterilized or sanitized by the heat to kill any toxins 
that may reside in it” (eHow, 2011).  Mulch also needs to be 

Many behavioral experts and literature believe that dogs need 
socialization, especially in the younger stages of  life.  Dogs 
can be a driving force to get people together, and this is an 
inadvertent result of  dog parks.  There are areas that are fenced 
off  and specifically made for animals running off  leash, while 
many people simply take their dog off  leash regardless of  
existing rules and regulations.  

For this research, a dog park will be considered a place where 
a dog can legally be off  leash in a public place.  When thinking 
of  designing a dog park, it is important to look at design 
standards and a list of  possible elements to incorporate.  The 
initial problem to this is that not only are there many visually 
unappealing dog parks, but there is no one set of  guidelines 
that is universally followed.

Design comes from a wide variety of  sources and varies 
depending on a number of  issues.  For example, in many parts 
of  Arizona extreme heat can lead to problems for a dog such 
as heat exhaustion and paw injury.  Concrete and asphalt can 
heat up to extreme temperatures during the summer months 
and this can lead to damaged pads on the bottom of  a dogs 
foot.  The other thing that people universally agree on is need 
is the availability of  water. 
 
An area of  concern for many parks is whether or not to use 
grass, dirt, or an artificial turf  when dealing with dogs.  Each 
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regularly maintained in order to keep a clean and aesthetically 
pleasing park.

Decomposed granite is another option in dog parks.  
Decomposed granite, or DG as it is commonly referred to 
as, is a very stable and durable type of  surface.  It varies in 
size from sandy to upwards of  3/8 inch in diameter and does 
not need water except during high wind and dog activity (Best 
Dog Park in the World, 2004).  DG can also withstand a large 
amount of  foot traffic and does not suffer from the same type 
of  overuse seen in other materials.  The disadvantage is that 
it is not as soft on the feet for dogs as other materials and 
periodically needs to be dusted off  of  dogs after prolonged 
exposure (Best Dog Park in the World, 2004).

Grass is another commonly seen surface material in dog parks.  
It requires constant watering and maintenance, especially 
in the southwestern arid climate (Program in Veterinary 
Behavioral Medicine).  If  grass becomes too tall, then bugs 
can persist and dog feces can be hidden from view.  Dog urine 
and feces that are left around eventually decompose and leave 
excess nitrogen compounds which causes the grass to yellow 
and die (Hill Country Technologies, 2012).  Due to these 
activities, it needs frequent maintenance to prevent damage 
and the area developing bare patches and being an aesthetic 
liability (huckleberry, 2009).  In most circumstances it needs 
to be reseeded and off  limits in order to grow back to ideal 

levels.  Unlike artificial grass or certain types of  artificial turf, 
it does not have the commonly seen problem of  high surface 
temperatures.

Artificial grass, sometimes referred to as astroturf, is another 
material that can be used as ground cover in parks.  There are 
many types of  artificial grass made by a variety of  companies 
but there are some common characteristics between them all.  
Being artificial, there is no need to constantly reseed and worry 
about bare spots due to overuse.  This is the main draw and 
selling point of  XGrass and K9Grass, both major companies 
in the field or artificial pet turf. Artificial grass has been 
engineered to withstand heavy use and can even be recycled in 
certain circumstances (huckleberry, 2009).  A current drawback 
of  artificial grass is the cost of  installation and the product 
itself.   One manufacturer’s website says “the turf  costs $8 to 
$12 a square foot installed.  A top-of-the-line, 1700-square-
foot patch of  back yard would set you back $20,040” (Hall, 
2011). 

Not all artificial grass is designed with dogs in mind and may 
be harmful in higher temperatures.  Despite it not needing 
water to be healthy, certain types need to be watered to lower 
the surface temperature.  A study at Brigham Young University 
revealed that the artificial turf  on their football practice field 
was the result of  blistering on people’s feet even through 
shoes.  An infrared thermometer revealed that the surface 

Your dog will be quarantined and/or destroyed. You may 
receive a citation, court time, and fines. Remember to keep 
your dog under control and properly train him” (Arizona State 
Legislature).  The punishments for an uncontrolled animal are 
severe and range from removal from a park, impoundment, 
and fines and in extreme cases the animal may be put down.
Owners and dogs are at risk for receiving diseases and other 
infections from social areas such as dog parks. “The very 
reasons you take your dog to a dog gathering – social mixing 

temperature of  the turf, twenty minutes after irrigation, was 
37 degrees higher then asphalt and 86.5 degrees hotter than 
natural turf  at that time of  the day (Willieams & Pulley, 2002).

Safety Concerns

As with any park or outdoor use there are inherent risks and 
liabilities and in this case; such is true about dog parks.  There 
are general recommendations and suggestions for creating a 
dog park, but there is no agreed upon literature that designers 
refer to.  Instead, these recommendations come from a variety 
of  sources and first-hand experiences.  As a study at Davis, 
California states, “there are many perspectives and types of  
information that need to be taken into consideration when 
developing and managing off-leash dog parks that are successful 
in terms of  harmony with the surrounding community as well 
as with the park users” (Program in Veterinary Behavioral 
Medicine).  Dog parks are not recommended for all dogs 
and users alike.  People are advised to understand the rules, 
regulations, and risks before entering such an area.  There 
are certain design elements that can minimize certain safety 
concerns, which will be addressed later on.

A major issue across all dog parks and off-leash areas is the risk 
of  dog bites.  According to the Arizona Revised Statutes, “If  
your dog bites a person, you must report that bite to MCACC. 
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with other dogs – is the same thing that can put them at risk” 
(American Veterinary Medical Association).  An improperly 
managed dog park can be dangerous to a dog, especially 
for those without the proper shots and vaccinations.  Some 
of  these diseases and ailments include but are not limited 
to; canine influenza, parvovirus (commonly referred to as 
parvo), ticks fleas and mange, heatstroke and heartworms.  
Heartworms are a serious infection for a dog that unless 
diagnosed and treated immediately, almost always leads to the 
death of  the animal.  People are also at risk for diseases and 
injury beyond bites (Nowell, 1978, pp. 134-135).  They can be 
infected by cryptosporidiosis, hookworms and roundworms, 
fungal infections, and various water-borne diseases (American 
Veterinary Medical Association).

Included Elements

There are many recommended elements and parts to a dog 
park, especially those that define the area.  Each dog owner 
and advocacy group offers their preference on elements, 
with no one agreed upon reference or guide book as a whole. 
The Association of  Pet Dog Trainers offers a wide range of  
information and recommendations in their document titled 
What Makes a Good Dog Park.  This document is not meant 
to be all inclusive or be the definitive recommendation source.

One of  the main things that fenced dog parks need is a separate 
entrance and exit gates(Association of  Pet Dog Trainers).  
This allows dogs to come and go without being forced in a 
small area together.  It also prevents dogs from running loose 
when outside the park if  the gate is designed in the traditional 
double gate design fashion.  For these types of  entrance and 
exit areas, one gate is an entrance into this waiting area, and the 
other lets the dogs out of  the park, or into the designated area 
(Best Dog Park in the World, 2004).

Another element usually included in dog parks is drinking 
water and shade, especially in the Southwest.  Drinking water 
is important for both dogs and their owners.  Running and 
playing is tiring and can easily dehydrate a dog.  This can lead 
to heatstroke and exhaustion if  water is not readily available for 
drinking and cooling off, such as a pond or bucket (Association 
of  Pet Dog Trainers).  Water can be provided in many shapes 
and forms, and a dog does not usually show preference of  one 
type of  water over another.  At Cosmo Dog Park in Gilbert, 
Arizona there are multiple ways to provide water.  There is a 
bucket located next to a hose providing drinking water, the 
hose itself  for spraying down or cooling off  dogs, and a large 
pond for drinking and swimming.  Regardless of  the form, 
water is a crucial element for dogs to prevent the risk of  an 
incident.

Separate areas for small and large dogs are also usually a 
requirement of  parks.  Not all owners are comfortable with 
their smaller dogs, such as a Chihuahua playing with a larger 
dog like a Bull Mastiff.  This also allows a place for more timid 
dogs and owners  to socialize.  As said by a dog park reference, 
“the large dogs may not mean to hurt the smaller dogs, but 
they can play too rough, or they may see the small dog as a 
prey animal and pick it up and shake it, which can be fatal” 
(Association of  Pet Dog Trainers).

Shade is welcomed in the heat of  the day for people and dogs 
alike.  It is important to keep down the body temperature of  
the dog and provide a comfortable place for the owners to 
watch over their dogs.  As said by Cesar Milan, “year-round, 
dogs are put in situations that are not safe due to temperature.  
This can happen even in cooler parts of  the country and during 
the winter” (Weaver, 2012).   There needs to be multiple areas 
where they can cool down by laying down or relaxing from 
the aforementioned strenuous activity.  Shade can be provided 
with tensile structures, an awning, or any type of  material that 
blocks out the sunlight.  Just as a human being seeks shade in 
warmer climates, a dog will try and do the same in order to 
remain safe and healthy.  Cesar Milan says “if  you treat your 
dog the same way that you treat yourself, it should also be 
safe” (Weaver, 2012).

Materials for cleaning up after dogs such as bags for waste and 
garbage cans are also encouraged in any design.  Dog waste 
can lead to undesirable smells and diseases such as intestinal 
parasites (American Veterinary Medical Association) and the 
smell can drive off  certain users.  This can also affect humans 
through the spread of  disease from their dogs through 
everyday contact.  Besides the medical reasons for cleaning up 
dog waste, there is also the moral responsibility of  picking it 
up.  Just as littering is frowned upon and can lower the aesthetic 
value of  a public space, so can dog waste.
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Design Standards

Designing in the Southwest

Designing in the Southwest requires distinct design principles 
that capitalize on specific elements and recognize the 
temperature range in between the seasons.  Their also may not 
be any precipitation for extended periods of  time, as “it is not 
an uncommon experience in the drier parts of  the desert to 
go without rain for seven to 11 months” (Miller, 1978, p. 16).  
Extreme temperatures and the number of  days of  sunshine 
are important.  While Maricopa County has an average annual 
daily temperature of  72 degrees, the summer months can see 
extremely hot temperatures.  During June, July, and August the 
average maximum temperatures are 104, 106, and 104 degrees 
Fahrenheit respectively.  In this county there is also an average 
of  300 days of  sunshine per year (Maricopa County, 2012).

Creating livable microclimates are important in design, 
especially in the case of  a dog park.  In Design in the Desert 
Environment, “there are few places in the world where 
man can live in relative comfort without relying on a built 
environment for protection from the elements” (Miller, 1978, 
p. 25).  In order to better adapt to the summer temperatures, 

elements need to be built. Specifically designed sites can create 
cooler and more comfortable climates through the use of  
shade structures, placement within a low lying area, and site 
orientation.  Another major way of  creating microclimates 
and helping regulate temperatures is using vegetation.  “The 
right tree in the right location can shade the house or patio 
during the hottest period of  the year while letting the winter 
sun warm these same areas during the underheated period of  
the year” (Miller, 1978, p. 37).   The choice of  vegetation and 
its placement all dictate the creation of  microclimates and 
cooler areas make it more suitable for use.  Even groundcover 
can help in this regard, lowering the heat gain and limiting 
unwanted glare (Miller, 1978, p. 37).

Not only is vegetation important, but specific types are more 
adapted to the extreme conditions of  the desert.  Unless water 
is without restraint, certain drought tolerant and low water 
use plants are important for consideration.  In order to be 
established, new plants must be closely monitored for the first 
few months (Miller, 1978, p. 62) which may require protection 
from dogs and dog urine.  In order to prevent bark and root 
damage, trees sometimes need tree grates or fences around 
them.  

succeed.  First it says that parks should be laid out so that 
people can participate in different activities  throughout a day 
to even a year (Forsyth & Musacchio, 2005).  Also, each area 
should be designed with different uses in mind as well.  Finally, 
when spacing is tight and there is not an unlimited amount of  
development area, each area needs to be able to accommodate 
different types of  use and activity users.

There are even simple design facets that can provide ease of  
use as well.  Such a thing is walking paths, “with different loop 
lengths to encourage physical activity among the elderly and 
others with different levels of  mobility” (Cooper Marcus & 
Francis, 1998, p. 90).  Something like this will accommodate 
a wide range of  users and prevent a conflict of  uses.  Seating 
areas are also desirable and should be placed in shady areas 
and “arranged to facilitate conversation and personal contact” 
(Hutchinson, 1994).  Even more desirable are movable chairs 
due to the solitude that people sometimes want in order to 
watch other people, plants, and animals (Cooper Marcus & 
Francis, 1998, pp. 90-91).

Social Spaces

In order for people to gather and interact at parks and public 
spaces, social spaces should be dedicated to this.  Social spaces 
if  planned and designed correctly can lead to fewer conflicts in 
uses.  As the book Designing Small Parks says, “careful design 
can go some of  the way toward enabling spaces to be used by 
multiple groups and for different activities, particularly if  such 
sharing can occur over the course of  a day, week, season, or 
year” (Forsyth & Musacchio, 2005).

Within the same source there is a list of  general guidelines 
that a park should follow if  it wants to see continued use.  
If  thought out clearly and thoroughly by design, it should 
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Children also need to have a variety of  options for activity 
and ways to play, with the list following below (Forsyth & 
Musacchio, 2005, p. 79).  Some of  these include but are not 
limited to;

-Accessibility from outside and within the park
-Safe and graduated challenges
-Defensible, visible space for safety
-Spaces for social interaction among groups    
of  many sizes and different ages
-A set of  orienting devices, including visible    
completion points and landmarks

Certain parks may also want a manmade water feature 
included.  The Landscape Architects Pocket Book suggests 
that water bodies fall into three main types; natural-based 
lakes, constructed lakes and ponds of  natural appearance, and 
formal water bodies (Vernon, Tennant, & Garmory, 2009, p. 
237).  If  there is constructed lake or ponds then there must be 
a liner and in case of  an overflow, their will need to be a drain 
pipe as well. (Vernon, Tennant, & Garmory, 2009, p. 237).  
The control and regulation of  this water is also important for 
its success.  It needs to cleaned on occasion and have the right 
preventative measures to stop the growth of  mosquitoes.

Plant Choices

Appropriate plantings, as outlined in the section Designing in 
the Southwest, are important for the design of  a public space.  
When coupled with the extensive list of  poisonous plants for 
dogs, the plant palette is quite limited.  For example the sago 
palm pictured on the opposite page is extremely deadly to 
dogs if  its seeds are ingested.  The same principles still apply 
and many elements will determine whether or not the planting 
choice and design is suited for the space.

Important to consider is the color of  the plant in the design.  
Color can have more than an effect of  the visual senses as said 
by Elements of  Planting Design, “bright colors tend to excite 
or stimulate, while subdued or cool colors are more conducive 
to restfulness and relaxation” (Austin, 2002, p. 36).  

There are also visual characteristics of  plants such as accents, 
which is “a visual break in a sequence or pattern of  plant 
materials” (Austin, 2002, p. 50).  Accents can capture the 
attention of  certain viewers and focus the eye to certain places 
and away from undesirable areas.  

Plants and in particular trees can act as screens to distinguish 
certain areas from the next or shield certain activities from 
viewers.  When planting trees it is important to consider the 

makeup of  the tree (whether it will drop seeds or leaves) 
and what its form looks like.  Leaf  litter can be a burden for 
maintenance and in certain cases create a hazard or conceal 
elements on the ground.  Shrubs are another part of  any 
planting design.  As summarized there are three things to 
consider when choosing shrubs; enframement, screening, and 
accent.  A shrub can “frame a special view into or away from 
a landscape space” while others can “screen undesirable views 
or provide a visual corridor into a landscape space” (Austin, 
2002, p. 75).

If  a plant is susceptible to being trampled or damaged due to 
dog activity and urine, small fencing may be the best option.  
This can prevent the roots from being damaged when being 
established and urine from damaging it at its base.  There are 
many plant considerations for a park with such limitations, and 
each depend on a case by case basis.



Approach
Dog Parks

Case Reviews
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Approach
In order to further understand dog parks and dog park design, 
seven different dog parks were examined.  Out of  these seven 
parks, four of  them are located in the Southwest while two are 
in Northern California, and one in New York City.  

Regardless of  their location each of  them were evaluated and 
ranked based on a list of  concerns, or criteria as it is referred 
to as.  These elements are listed below:

1. Shade
2. Surface Material
3. Social Space
4. Water
5. Safety Concerns
6. Design

Shade is rather self  explanatory and refers to the inclusion of  
shade whether it is a physical structure or a tree that provides 
a break from the sun.

Surface material deals with whether or not their is an appropriate 
mixture of  types of  surface material such as grass, artifical 
grass, dirt, decomposed granite, and other type of  material.  I 
specifically looked at the condition of  said surface materials 

and evaluated the site based on how well it is holding up.

Social space means the inclusion of  areas for people to gather 
and socialize.  This specifically looks at group gathering spaces 
or shaded areas with enough room for large groups of  people 
to gather.

Water is self  explanatory but often overlooked.  In this case 
whether or not their is adequate water provided for drinking 
(for both humans and dogs).  This is particularly important as 
my design is situated in the Southwest.

Safety concerns addresses whether or not their is adequate 
fencing, signage. and other elements in place that may prevent 
accidents or incidents from happening.   While this is hard to 
judge from afar, personal comments and online reviews were 
looked at.

Design looks at the park as a whole and whether or not it would 
be an aesthetically pleasing or functional design regardless 
of  what use of  time of  day.  In this case design also means 
whether or not I think it was successful.

Each park was examined using this list of  criteria and concerns 
and given a “+” for having this criteria, a “-” for missing the 
criteria, and a “+/-” for the criteria not being appropriate 
given the park or not provided. 

Cosmo 
Park

Heritage 
Dog Park

Jackass
Acres

Santa 
Monica

Duboce 
Park

Shawnee
Park

Tompkins 
Square

Shade + + + + +/- + +
Surface 
Material + + + + + - -
Social 
Space + + - - +/- - -
Water + + - - - + +
Safety - + + - - + -
Design + + - + + - +
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Project Summary

Cosmo Park with 4 acres designated off-leash for dogs.  A 
larger trail system connects the park to locations off  site and 
throughout the park itself.  Numerous dog themed elements 
including a lake, fire hydrant, and “dog shower” make this a 
dog first area.  J2 Engineering and Design wanted to create 
a park that honored Cosmo, one of  the first dogs in Gilberts 
K-9 police dogs.  Every aspect was designed to help or relate 
to the dog.  Being a relatively new park, many of  the trees 
and plantings have not matured and  there is a distinct lack of  
groundcover and shrubs.
Shade is provided throughout the park with ramadas and 
covered seating with close access to the major functional 

areas of  the site.  There is no shade provided in the timid dog 
area or along the multiuse path along the perimeter of  the 
park.  Shade trees have not fully matured and currently do not 
provide much cover.

Grass is the primary surface in the park with concrete and dirt 
areas interspersed throughout.  Dirt is more prevalent along 
the pond area used by dogs for drying when they come out of  
the water.  While the use of  grass is a major aspect of  a park, it 
suffers from overuse and has become very sparse throughout 
this park, likely due to extreme overuse.
Covered shade areas and seating provide ample social activities 
and smaller benches along the perimeter provide more private 
space.  The major social areas are located close to the activity 

Cosmo Park areas and mostly provide a 360 degree view of  the surrounding 
activity.

Water is a major focus area in the park with a large central 
pond for play and cooling off.  Access to this area is separated 
in a corner due to its popularity with a dock for jumping in and 
a place to throw toys from.  Overuse and the trampling of  the 
surface materials are most evident in this area because of  the 
high amount of  users.  There are numerous water fountains 
and a cooling station with a hose and spigot to be used however 
the owner desires, with the occasional dog submerging half  of  
their body in a large bucket in order to cool off.

The park is fenced off  with a separate gate for entrance 
and exit with the standard two gate design to prevent dogs 
from running away.  Signage is ample with posted rules and 
regulations of  the park placed along the fence line.  Each of  
the seating areas is strategically located to provide views of  
activity and there is a separate timid dog area. 

Did it Achieve its Objective?

Due to the national attention and awards this park has won, 
along with its extensive use, Cosmo Park embraces the 
playfulness of  the dog.  It has honored the dog and made it a 
dog themed amusement park.

Location Approximate Size Major Amenities Project Objective
Gilbert, AZ 4 acres for dog park, 16 

acre larger park system
Dog lake, separate timid 
dog area, dog shower, ob-
stacles, multi-use trail

To celebrate the playfulness 
of  dogs, and the joy that the 
animal brings
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Pros

-Creative use of  water features

-Numerous shade areas with good visibility to minimize risk 
of  incident

-One of  the only dog parks that offers a large scale pond or 
water area to play in

-Has design aesthetics such as distinct change in materials, 
lighting, and water use normally not seen in a normal dog park

-Provides options along the perimeter of  the main area for 
those wishing to control their dog or have timid dogs wary of  
other dogs off-leash

-Accommodates users who don’t own a dog with a fishing 
pond, running path, and basketball court

Cons

-Suffers severely from overuse due to its popularity and 
widespread recognition, as observed by the number of  users 
and damaged surface material (grass and dirt areas)

-Popularity likely leads to more animal-related conflicts and 
may cause avoidance by  certain owners. Has a long approach 
to the park from the parking lot, which makes controlling an 
easily excitable dog a chore

-Lack of  shade and seating in timid dog area and main agility 
area.  Forces people to one corner of  these spaces

Design Criteria Present

-Shade
-Surface Material
-Social Space
-Water
-Design

Design Criteria Missing

-Safety
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Project Summary

Heritage Dog Park is a 9 acre dog park that is a part of  the 
larger Heritage Park system.  The local area needed a year round 
area that people could visit and would provide a place for the 
growing number of  dog owners.  Shade is provided through 
tensile structures, covered seating, and tree canopy (Fish, 
2012).  It also wanted to be a sustainable place that embraced 
native vegetation, rainwater mitigation features, and a natural 
feel.  It won the award of  Project of  the Year from the Nevada 
chapter of  the American Society of  Landscape Architects and 
the Nevada Recreation and Parks Society (Design Workshop, 
2011).

Shade is provided through various tensile structures and 
covered seating, as well as vegetation canopy.  These pockets 
of  shade are dispersed throughout the site, with a majority 
being along the perimeter of  play areas.  Available pictures 
show a lack of  shading in the agility area and in the main 
entrance area.

For the drive to the park, there are permeable vehicular pavers 
that help with storm water mitigation.  In the main entrance area 
there is recycled rubber play surfacing and concrete sidewalks 
leading to the dog areas.  Actual play areas are seeded with 
grass surrounded by local rocks and native vegetation.  In the 
agility area there is decomposed granite in order to minimize 
damage from high activity (Fish, 2012).

Heritage Park There is social space in the three different dog play areas and 
the main entrance to these spaces, where the large sculptural 
dog is displayed.  Shaded seating areas that can accommodate 
multiple people are located throughout the park along the 
edges, but there is no large covered gathering space.

Water is not evident in any photos or descriptive text, but 
there is no criticism of  a lack of  this either.  There is mention 
of  a planned hydrant Fire-Hydrant Garden with water-play 
elements (Fish, 2012).

In various articles it is mentioned that there are double 
entrance/exit gates to each of  the dog areas within the park.  
This is standard among dog enthusiasts and is agreed to be the 
safest way for entrance and exit.  The placement of  seating 
and elements provides many line-of-sight views, and there 
appears to be no hidden or non-visible areas. 
This park is designed with a lot of  principles commonly seen 
in prominent landscape architecture projects.  Some of  these 
include low-water use plants, native vegetation, low energy 
lights, storm water mitigation, and a wide range of  material 
use. 

Location Approximate Size Major Amenities Project Objective
Henderson,  NV 9 acres Separate spaces for differ-

ent dogs,         permeable 
vehicular pavers, sculptures, 
connection to greater trail 
connections

Design for human and dog 
comfort by providing shade, 
water, seating and seasonal 
interest
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Did it Achieve its Objective?

It achieved its objective and created a place usable for both 
dogs and people alike.  Due to the public input and apparent 
participation from the community it will have seasonal activity 
and connectivity to the surrounding neighborhoods.  This is 
a good example of  a successful design for a Southwest dog 
park..

Pros

-Responsible design principles for a Southwest park

-Large entrance to separate play areas to minimize risk of  
incident

-Widespread use of  native plants

-Storm water mitigation techniques included, even though it 
may not directly contribute to dogs

-Creative and playful elements (fire hydrants, large sculpture 
in front)

Cons

-Shade areas seem fragmented and do not allow for large-scale 
socialization, and are only located along edges

-No distinct water features, or mention of  availability

-Widespread use of  grass for play areas likely require vast 
amounts of  water

Design Criteria Present

-Shade
-Surface Material
-Social Space
-Water
-Safety
-Design
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Project Summary

Shade appears to be provided through trees along the entrance 
area with clear visibility to the surrounding dog park.  There is 
also a pergola with a misting station in the park, and a waterfall 
for the dogs (Cochran, 2010).  

Being rather small in size, visibility does not seem to be a major 
concern.  The surface material is a main draw with it being 
primarily dirt and recycled Astroturf, which minimizes the 
amount of  maintenance required.  This is a good alternative to 
actual grass and dogs seem to like it just the same. Jackass Acres 
was fortunate enough have this Astroturf  recycled.  Though 
there is little data, this Astroturf  may have to be watered to be 

cooled down during the hot summers that Black Canyon City 
has.

Social space is abundant with separate areas for small and 
large dogs.  There is a yearly membership fee of  $35 (Cochran, 
2010), which likely reduces the number of  users drastically.  
It is run primarily by a local non-profit which means a lot 
of  the members may already know each other through the 
organization.  Available pictures show people gathering under 
the shade trees where benches are strategically placed.  Water 
is supplied in a doggie shower station, with mention of  other 
water supply areas.

Jackass Acres K-9 Corral Pictures show there being double gates for entrance/exit and 
normal fencing around the park.  Being so small in size, the 
park does not have to worry about overcrowding especially 
with membership fees.  From the existing photographs the 
park looks like any other dog park, with limited plantings and 
design features.  The one relatively unusual element is the 
recycled Astroturf.

Did it Achieve its Objective?

It achieved its objective of  being a small, mostly sustainable 
dog park that only caters to limited people.  This is further 
compounded by the national awards it has won, further 
validating all the attention.  It also creates a sense of  community 
due to its geographic location in a rather small town.

Pros

-A good leading example of  how to make a dog park with 
sustainable elements.

-Entrance and membership fees keep numbers down and 
make maintenance more manageable
-Being run by a local advocacy group grants more creative 
freedom and quick responses to action.

Location Approximate Size Major Amenities Project Objective
New River,  AZ 2.5 acres Limited size and   member-

ship fees keep the number 
of  users down.  It also 
includes  public artwork and 
eco- friendly materials

Limiting number of  users 
to create a small and 
exclusive park funded by 
Anthem Pets, a non-profit 
organization
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Cons

-Required membership does not make this a public space as 
most dog parks are

-Planting palette and design are not particularly diverse  with 
little apparent thought.  Little observed shade or gathering 
spaces during hot summer climates

-Isolated location and lack of  publicity make this hard to 
locate.

Design Criteria Present

-Shade
-Surface Material
-Safety

Design Criteria Missing

-Social Space
-Water
-Design
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Project Summary

Small dog park situated in the larger Santa Monica Airport 
Park.  While small in size it offers much sought-after open 
space for dogs and nearby amenities including soccer, picnic 
areas, and gathering spaces for those without a dog. 

Due to its climate, there is limited shade throughout the dog 
park.  There are multiple tensile structures and small trees 
that will provide shade when more matured.  Year round 
temperatures that are comfortable for both dogs and humans 
make this park a rare exception in needing more shade, but 
this still may prove to be troublesome for more elderly users. 

The surface material of  the dog park is wood chips and dirt, 
with regular maintenance twice a week for two hours each time.  
There is a much larger soccer field with a 1.5 million dollar 
artificial turf  as a part of  the nearby park, but this is only for 
soccer players (ahbe).  Having a combination of  wood chips 
and dirt likely prevents the creation of  muddy spots usually 
associated with grass.  Without visiting the park, it is hard to 
determine how dirty the wood chips may get.  Walking on 
the surface is also likely difficult for humans unless extremely 
compacted.

Social space is limited due to the park being under an acre in 
size, but it does force people together.  As mentioned before 
there is a small dog area and larger dog area for people to 

Santa Monica Airport Dog Park

dogs from accessing or smelling them.

Did it Achieve its Objective?

With no given objective this is difficult to determine and 
say whether this park succeeded or not.  After reading many 
reviews and commentaries on the park, it seems to mostly be 
a success.  People are grateful for a place for their dogs to run 
off-leash in a city that has not seen new park development 
in nearly 28 years (ahbe).  It provided a place for dogs to be 
safely and legally off-leash but has also seen its fair share of  
criticism and is not as dynamic as many other dog parks across 
the nation.

choose from.  Besides this there is little space to gather around 
and a lack of  seating.  People will certainly bond and socialize 
over their dogs, but due to its size many internet reviews 
talk about the high number of  dog conflicts.  This is to be 
expected in a small dog area surrounded by a densely populated 
metropolitan area.  While the small size makes it easier to break 
up fights among dogs, it also may create problems not seen in 
a larger park.

The park is aesthetically pleasing if  placed in other contexts or 
if  located in many other areas but as a whole it looks out of  
place.  The larger Santa Monica Airport Park was well thought 
out and well-designed by AHBE but little thought seems to 
have gone into making this a well-designed place.  Plantings 
are very limited and surrounded with wooden posts to prevent 

Location Approximate Size Major Amenities Project Objective
Santa Monica, CA 0.83 acres Separate small dog area, 

drinking fountains, and 
open space in Santa Monica

None provided
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Pros

-Provides much needed open space in a dense metropolitan 
and non-dog friendly area

-Is a part of  the larger, award winning Santa Monica Airport 
Park that has multiple amenities for all types of  users

-Despite its small size, still has a small and large dog area

Cons

-Small size is not adequate for large numbers and leads to 
more conflicts among dogs

-Surface material is a poor choice and requires constant 
maintenance

-Even in a temperate climate, there is not enough shade or 
plantings normally seen in dog parks

Design Criteria Present

-Shade
-Surface Material
-Design

Design Criteria Missing

-Social Space
-Water
-Safety
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Project Summary

A one acre, non-fenced  park that is divided into an off-leash 
dog area, mediation space, and public lawn area.  

Limited shade is provided in the park besides a few trees along 
the perimeter.  As a whole, the greater area outside of  the park 
does not have much shade due to the distinct lack of  sunshine 
each year.  Shade would also lower temperatures, which is not 
very desired in the Lower Haight area of  the city.  The surface 
material of  the park is  grass and has routinely been in good 
condition during site visits.  Not only is this friendly to the 
dogs, but people can commonly be seen laying down on it.  
One of  the main potential problems with this is the dog waste 

that may be hidden when it grows rather tall.

Social space is abundant and is organic because the park 
is not fenced  and is surrounded my minor streets on each 
side.  People gather in pockets throughout the park as there 
is no material change besides sidewalks surrounding the main 
grassy area.  The lack of  trees also provides clear line of  sight 
and approaching animals can be seen from a distance.  Low 
amounts of  rainfall and rather mild temperatures also lead to 
greater social opportunities.  A number of  social events are 
planned in this park, including a yearly DogFest dog show 
(DogFest 2012: Pet Parade & Carnival Dubce Park, 2012).

Duboce Park Water is provided from drinking fountains for both dogs and 
humans along the perimeter.  When visiting the site, there 
were no safety problems but no fencing and the proximity of  
minor roads and light rail likely leads to eventual problems.  
No separation of  small and large dogs will also inevitably lead 
to a conflict in uses.  Its design is basic with little else then 
grass and benches. 

Did it Achieve its Objective?

Within the context of  a dense city this may be precisely what 
nearby residents need; open space for themselves and their 
dogs.  Diverse features are not always needed in order to be 
successful, as such is the case with the extremely popular 
Duboce Dog Park.

Location Approximate Size Major Amenities Project Objective
San Francisco,  CA 1 acre Open space that is also an 

off-leash dog area, over-
grown grass for dogs to run 

To provide an off-leash 
area within one of  the most 
densely populated cities, 
that is also lacking nearby 
off-leash dog areas
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Design Criteria Present

-Shade
-Surface Material
-Social Space
-Design

Design Criteria Missing

-Water
-Safety

Pros

-Well maintained, successful dog park

-Large open space in a dense part of  San Francisco

-Multiuse in design and actual use

-Location of  N-Judah Muni Line makes site access easy

-Nearby amenities within walking distance including dog 
oriented shops

Cons

-No fencing may lead to dogs being hit by cars on adjacent 
roads

-Lack of  seating along perimeter and within park

-Distinct lack of  features may drive off  many users

-Enclosed with no further room to expand

-Heavy foot and automobile circulation 
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Project Summary

Shawnee dog park has many old growth acacias evident in 
photographs but does not have much shade in the central 
portions.  The agility course is almost entirely unshaded and 
there are no awnings or tensile structures on-site.  A lack of  
shade severely limits this park with people overcrowding near 
the seating underneath trees.

The surface material in the park is primarily grass with seating 
areas and perimeter seating filled with dirt and gravel.  The 
grass towards the center of  the park and  in the agility area 
shows signs of  overuse and is being thinned out.  High foot 
traffic and large numbers of  dogs leads to an accelerated 

overuse that maintenance crews cannot keep up with.

Social space is located throughout the park with the majority 
of  it taking place at the seating areas and the central agility 
area.  Shawnee Dog Park is one of  the few parks that has 
activity along the perimeter and central portions as well.  Due 
to the lack of  shade, social space is very dense and sometimes 
located far away from activity areas.  This can ultimately lead to 
people not being within view of  their dogs for risk of  incident.

Water is provided by water fountains but there are no apparent 
watering stations or cooling off  areas.  This is a cause for 
concern as there is an extreme lack of  shade within this park, 
and the City of  Chandler experiences very high temperatures 

Shawnee Dog Park in the summer months.

Safety is minimized with a separate dog area but there are no 
areas distinguished for large and small dogs.  A large gate with a 
secure entrance and exit help instill a sense of  safety, as well as 
the addition of  the traditional double gate design.  Reviewers 
of  the park online feel a sense of  security from this park since 
it is located within a neighborhood subdivision.
The design of  this park is very basic with activity along the 
edge, and along the very central portion.  There is no evidence 
of  shrubs or ground plantings, meaning a very limited plant 
palette.  Dog waste bags are not regularly supplied and people  
bring bags for others to use.

Did it Achieve its Objective?

As a small neighborhood dog park, this park achieved its 
objective.  The park as a whole receives mixed reviews and 
cases of  irresponsible owners similar to  other dog parks.  
Being tucked away within a subdivision creates opportunities 
and constraints for users but provides easy access for the 
nearby community.

Location Approximate Size Major Amenities Project Objective
Chandler, AZ 2 acres Numerous benches and pic-

nic tables, fenced off  agility 
course

None given or observed
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Pros

-Being within a neighborhood helps encourage social activity 
among repeat users

-Separate agility training area offers more choices

-Different types of  seating and gathering spaces

Cons

-Signs of  extreme overuse and lack of  regular maintenance

-Seems less accessible to the public due to the association with 
the neighborhood

-Lack of  diverse features and no separate small and large dog 
areas

Design Criteria Present

-Shade
-Water
-Safety

Design Criteria Missing

-Surface Material
-Social Space
-Design
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Project Summary

The park is extensively shaded from mature elm trees and 
other vegetation.  Since this dog park is in Manhattan, the 
nearby buildings provide additional shade.  Given the yearly 
climate of  this area and cooler temperatures, shade is not as 
desired as it is in other parks.

Historically, First Run was composed of  wood chips and dirt 
but after undergoing renovation in 2008 it is made out of  
decomposed granite and sand (Tompkins Square Dog Run).  
In addition to this new material underground drainage was 
installed to help alleviate known drainage problems.

Social space is limited due to the small overall size of  the dog 
park, and seems to be focused along the perimeters.  There are 
multiple benches and gathering spaces around the swimming 
pools and activity areas.  According to multiple reviews and 
firsthand accounts, the limited size of  the park coupled with 
the density leads to many conflicts.  If  overcrowding becomes 
an issue people can walk their dog on leash in the adjacent 
Tompkins Park.
There are numerous water fountains in the park for both people 
and dogs, and multiple swimming pools for the dogs (petside.
com, 2012).  There is ample water for both users.  Swimming 
pools are not only used for cooling off  if  a dog becomes 
dehydrated or overheated from activity but functions as a way 
to wash off  dirty animals.  This is a well-placed element that is 

Tompkins Square Dog Park It is part of  the larger Tompkins Square Park which features 
many different activities and events throughout the year.

Did it Achieve its Objective?

First Run Dog Park provides a place for animals and humans 
to enjoy themselves within New York City.  Its main cause 
for concern however is the low fencing and inevitable 
overcrowding it will face from a dense population.  The well 
thought and highly used Tompkins Square Park provides cover 
and a physical sense of  safety that leads to the success of  its 
incorporated dog park.

featured in many photographs.  

Safety used to be an issue in the greater whole of  Tompkins 
Square Park, and homeless use to be a major cause for concern 
in the later 20th century (Tompkins Square Park, 2012).  
Between 1990 and 1992 the park was renovated with the 
homeless more or less relocated and banned from the park.  A 
large number of  people in Manhattan with limited dog parks 
lead to  occasional issues with dog bites and attacks.  Separate 
large and small dog areas help minimize the risk for incident 
and there is a hotline to contact for any possible problems.
The design is more or less a large square with wrought iron 
fences providing a border.  A few reviews have noted that this 
fence is only four feet tall, and dogs are able to easily jump out.  

Location Approximate Size Major Amenities Project Objective
New York City,  MY < 1 acre Large and small dog areas, 

swimming pools, bath areas
To establish a safe place for 
people to gather with their 
dogs (Tompkins Square 
Dog Run).
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Pros

-Numerous areas for dogs to cool off  from intense play or 
high temperatures

-Small and large dog area despite being small in size

-Physical and emotional sense of  safety by being screened by 
the larger Tompkins Square Park

Cons

-Short fence will lead to dogs escaping and running away from 
owners

-Lack of  features are distinct and limits the type of  users that 
will go to the park

-Seating along perimeter is unvaried and monotonous in design

Design Criteria Present

-Shade
-Water
-Design

Design Criteria Missing

-Surface Material
-Social Space
-Safety
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Introduction to Site
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Introduction to Site
The site in question is a 16.8 acre parcel of  land currently 
undeveloped in the Arizona State University Research Park.  
As it is often referred to as, the Research park is 320 acres in 
size and is a business and development within the jurisdiction 
of  the City of  Tempe but owned by the Arizona Board of  
Regents.

Most parcels are currently being leased out to businesses and 
companies for normal office work.   Various parcels remain 
vacant with a majority of  them adjacent to Warner road.

ASU Research Park provides many amenities to the businesses 
that operate on premise, as well as to the public.  Three lakes 
are stocked with fish and are actively fished by the public.  A 
larger network of  paths connects all parts of  the park that are 
commonly used by runners, walkers, and dog owners.  Picnic 
areas provide day use for families or larger gathering events.  
On street parking makes site access easy with an adjacent 
neighborhood having an opening that leads directly into the 
western edge of  the Research Park.

A majority of  businesses have transitioned throughout 
the history of  the Research Park being established.  Since 
establishment, at least one parcel of  this park has been available 
for lease or unoccupied.
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Site Context
Arizona State Research Park is located adjacent to the 101 
Highway between Elliot and Warner road.  The Research Park,  
is located on the eastern boundary of  the City of  Tempe, while 
being adjacent to the City of  Chandler.  

Located in between McClintock road and the 101 highway, 
allows a large number of  users and both of  these corridors 
have lots of  growth associated with them.

The Research Park is also almost a mile in length, thus allowing 
two major roads to border it going longitudinally.  This 
unforeseen benefit means that there are major access points at 
both the Northern and Southern ends of  the site.  Having this 
allows for a large number of  visitors and reduced traffic flow 
during peak times.

Parcels have been sold off  and allocated to various companies 
and businesses over the years in order to provide places of  
work and provide money to the City of  Tempe and Arizona 
State University alike.  The location next to the 101 Highway 
makes this an easily accessible area to the Greater Phoenix 
Metropolitan area.

As seen on the maps, while the Research Park is quite large 
and the chosen site is substantial as well, the greater Phoenix 
Metropolitan Area is even larger.  It is because of  this and 
the adjacency of  the 101 Highway that this area and any built 
project can easily be accessed by a number of  people.

United States -> Arizona -> Maricopa County -> Tempe
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Mass Transit

The Research Park has numerous bus stops adjacent to the site 
and two within the park boundaries.  As seen above their are 
approximately 11 known bus stops within a two mile radius 
of  the proposed development.  One stop is located less than a 
five minute walk to the Northeast of  the proposed site.

While dogs are not currently allowed on buses unless they are 
helping the disabled, people may want to meet each other at 
this site or see what the new attraction is.  The ultimate hope 

is that the City of  Tempe would change its rule on dogs being 
allowed on the bus in order to allow more people to reach this 
eventual design.

Zoning

The zoning off-site shows that their is an abundance of  mixed 
use development with a predominance of  residential zoning.
All of  the residential zoning as shown in green-blue indicates 
that their is a high density of  human users that are able to 
access the site if  given the opportunity.  With one known 
neighborhood access point located nearby, a number of  people 
may not need to drive to the site.

Having so many residentially zoned areas is a positive for a site 
looking to attract people.  It is not viewed as a problem that 
the site is situated adjacent to multiple cities, as the transition 
between them is not very great.  

Residential

Agricultural

County

Planned Commercial  
Neighborhood

Planned Area 
Development

School



Si
te

 A
na

ly
si

s

70 71

there  will hopefully transition in seamless with any proposed 
design.

The five surrounding neighborhoods are the first and most 
obvious benefit to a dog park, but also provides easy access to 
the site.  It is assumed that a large amount of  users will walk 
from their homes.  While the highway is a visual and physical 
buffer, it is a major way to arrive to the site and provides fast 
access to users nearby,

Amenities

A number of  amenities surround the site as showing below 
with a majority of  them being within one and a half  miles of  
the proposed site.  Some of  the amenities are as follows:

1-3. Lake
4-8. Residential Neighborhood
9. 101 Highway

Lakes provide an amenity for users that do not feel comfortable 
taking their dog off-leash or do not have a dog themselves. and 

Existing Vegetation

The surrounding Research Park has a high density of  vegetation 
and a minimum required number of  planting for each linear 
foot.  On the parcel there is a lack of  vegetation comprising 
primarily of  scrub and remnant planting from years prior.  
Some of  the accompanying pictures on the next page illustrate 
the expanse of  vegetation throughout the surround area.

The lack of  vegetation is not a large issue as most vegetation 
will not survive the establishment period or the long term at 
a proposed dog park.  Smaller shrubs and groundcover are 

rarely seen in a dog park because of  the often harsh conditions 
and high amount of  urine in the soil.
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Existing Photographs
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2
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1   Adjoining Running Path

2   Existing Site

3   Existing Site

4   Mass Transit Adjacent to Site

5   Adjacent Lake

6   Lake Northeast of  Site

7   View of  Site 

8   Proposed Entrance Road to Site

      Eastern Site Boundary9

9
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 Design Elements

    Shade
    Water
    Adjacency Issues
    On Leash Areas
    Rotational Use
    Line of  Sight
    Toys vs. No Toys
    Material Change
    Trash
    Dog Waste Collection
    Signage

Design Goals

Additional goals were set in addition to the preliminary goals 
and objectives.  These goals were realized and further developed 
after the literature review and case reviews.  Research led to a 
more precise and specific set of  goals crucial to an effective 
design.

-To connect to the existing infrastructure of  The Research 
Park and minimize impact on existing adjacent uses

-To provide a range of  uses that accommodates all type of  
dogs, owners, and users alike

-To minimize the spread of  disease and unpleasant odors 
through ground cover choice and a clear maintenance schedule

-To create the largest dog park and gathering space for dog 
owners and like-minded people in the Greater Phoenix Area

Concept Plans
Three distinct concepts were drawn out and designed in order 
to determine the breakdown of  spaces and uses.  

Concept 1

The first concept shows the attempt at distinct uses and 
gathering spaces bordering the existing lake to the west.  
Parking is separate from the rest of  the site and buffered by 
an entrance area.

Concept 2

Concept 2 maintains four different uses with one distinct 
difference; a large beach area located in the middle of  the site.  
While parking and an entrance area remain in the same spot,  
different uses surround this new and distinct area.

Concept 3

Concept 3 maintains a similar layout to Concept 2 but instead 
of  being surrounded, the large beach now makes more use of  
the existing lake as a border.

Activity Areas

Parking

Entrance

Dog Beach

1 2

3
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Master Plan

Taking a bit of  each concept and other design considerations, 
Cheyenne’s Dog Park took form.  Six distinct areas were 
designed including a Dog Beach, Entrance Area, Timid Area, 
General Play Area, Agility Area, and a Training Area.

Each area was designed with the previously listed elements and 
design goals in mind.  Each area is designed to have its own 
distinct feel and aesthetic in order to lend itself  to the overall 
experience.  Their are enough areas that people will feel lost 
in the design yet secure when taking their dog out.  Parking 
remains separated from the other off  leash areas so that the 
occasional overly excited dog does not have conflicts with 
automobiles.  Another fenced off  Entrance Area provides a 
buffer between the arriving users and the existing users.  

Once one gets through the parking lot and Entrance Area, 
their is a variety of  areas to go to.  To the North their is a 
General Play Area.  This was designed and thought of  for a 
wide range of  users.  Being the second largest fenced off  area 
on the site, the General Play Area is designed to be wide open 
and exemplifies the thrill of  being at a dog park.

Next to the General Play Area is the Training Area.  While this 
is designed to be primarily for training, it also functions as a 
small group gathering space that can be reserved for classes 
and potentially run by a local dog advocacy group.  An Agility 
Area is southwest of  the Entrance Area, designed with agility 
and non-agility dogs in mind.  Three distinct miniature agility 
courses exist providing the thrill of  running a dog through 
such a course, with small-scale bleacher seating to watch.

Further south of  the Agility Area is a Timid Area for those 
that do not feel comfortable in the other areas.   Designed for 
small and timid dogs alike, this area is one of  the smaller areas 
on site with plenty of  private seating.

Finally is the Dog Beach  located strategically at the center of  
the sight.  This is meant to be the main draw of  Cheyenne’s 
Dog Park and an enjoyable area for all users with a man made 
lake being accessible for dogs during the year round weather 
in Tempe, AZ.

N

200’

Dog Beach Parking

General Play Area

Entrance Area

Timid Area

Agility Area

Training Area
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Master Plan

A part of  the final plan was determining the optimal amount 
of  space for on and off-leash areas.  While some people prefer 
to let their dogs run loose at a park without a leash, other 
people prefer to maintain close watch.  In order to meet this 
balance, a lot of  thought was put into the balance of  off-leash 
versus on-leash areas.

Another area of  note is the decision of  grass, dirt, and 
decomposed granite areas.  A mixture of  both was provided 
to accommodate a wide range of  users and preferences alike.  
Artificial grass was not used due to the high cost and continued 
maintenance it would require.  A strict maintenance schedule 
and weekly park closures would ensure proper care of  this 
park for the long term.

Shade is provided through not only trees but tensile structures 
shown in blue.  This provides respite from the intense sun 
in the region, but also functions as gathering space for dog 
owners and dogs alike.

1   Dirt and DG
2   Grass
3   Site Circulation
4   Vegetation
5   On-Leash
6   Off-Leash
7   Tensile Structures

1 2 3

4 5 6 7

N

200’
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Entrance Area

Next to the parking lot is one of  the transition zones, or 
waiting areas prior to entering Cheyenne’s Dog Park.  This 
designed to be an area that is more calm, and hopefully less 
full of  users then the rest of  the site.  It is located below grade 
with high enough walls so it will feel far enough away from the 
road and parking lot bordering it on two sides. 

An entrance area to Cheyenne’s Dog Park should showcase 
what the site is about yet not spoil all the fun just yet; this is 
an area thought about for dogs in every single facet of  design.

N

200’ 50’



De
si

gn

86 87

Signage For Site

In order to welcome people to the site, the park is named 
“Cheyenne Dog Park” in memory of  one of  my late dogs. 
Cheyenne  This concrete and metal sign will welcome people 
as they come into the site through the entrance area.

Not only is this a piece of  aesthetic art, but has a built in water 
feature that can be operated by foot in order to give water to 
a thirsty dog.

Commemorative Pavers

Lining the ground and dividing the grassy areas of  this place 
are commemorative pavers.  On these pavers people can write 
a short sentence about their past dog or dogs.  This will then 
be embedded into the ground for the remainder of  the parks 
existence. 
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General Play Area

The General Area has been designed to be more like a 
traditional dog park, where any type of  user is encouraged to 
enter with a wide variety of  activity areas.  Multiple seating 
areas rest underneath tensile structures with Acacia and 
Arizona Ash trees providing the other shade.

Along the eastern edge of  this area is a sloped hill covered 
in grass for general ball throwing, relaxing with the dog, or 
simply having a dog themed picnic.

All types of  dogs and owners are encouraged to be in this 
area ranging from timid dogs to the not so timid.  In order to 
encourage this use, it is strategically placed close to the parking 
lot and entrance area just to the north.

N

200’ 50’
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Dog Friendly Seating

Part of  the design for this park is making it dog and human 
friendly in every way possible.  One of  these ways is a simple 
style of  seating meant to accommodate both types of  users.

Many dogs will do whatever they can in order to be next to 
their owners, including jumping up on couches or benches.  
Below is a type of  seating fixture that allows for two people to 
sit comfortably, with a flat area next to it for dogs to jump up 
and be next to their owners.
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Dog Beach

The Dog Beach in the design is an area designed to be 
memorable.  It was designed and modeled after the extremely 
popular and successful lake in Cosmo Dog Park.  In Arizona 
most people have swimming pools and some even encourage 
their dogs to join.  This is not only a way for the dogs to get 
exercise, but a way for them to prevent from overheating.

Instead of  swimming in the existing lake, a large swimming 
hole was created with circular seating, shading, and trees 
surrounding the area.  Sand surrounds the immediate water 
area while outside of  this is a dirt and gravel mixture.  Spiral 
pavers extend out from the center to each of  the other areas 
on the site as clock hands point to the time.

This area will be closed twice a week for cleaning, maintenance, 
and general upkeep in order to prevent the spread of  any 
water-borne illnesses and remove the amount of  dog output 
that might pollute the area.

N

200’ 50’
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Swimming Area

The main attraction of  the Dog Beach Area and park as a 
whole, is a swimming area for dogs.  This beach is designed in 
order to be the main focal point of  the design, where all roads 
and paths lead toward.

In order to truly accommodate all users and dogs alike, it is 
gently sloped inward towards the center, with the lowest point 
being four feet in the very center.  This allows even small dogs 
to enjoy the water at the edge, where it is as shallow as six 
inches.

Located along this area are dog docks for jumping and 
competitive toy tossing.  Not only will this provide exercise 
but something for people to watch for their amusement.
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Training Area

The training area is designed similar to the timid area addressed 
later on.  It is more of  a private area because of  its proximity 
and placement among the overall park design.  It is mainly 
envisioned as an area for people that want to focus on training 
their dogs and improving their behavior.  This preferred use 
will be posted outside this area to encourage a single type of  
users.

There is a separate entrance and exit area that is connected 
by a linear patch of  grass.  In the middle of  this area is a 
circular seating element that encourages classes or groups to 
gather and interact.  Along the western perimeter of  this area 
is smaller scale seating with a single shade tree and grassy area 
located behind them.

N

200’ 30’
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Park Sponsorship

Another potential function of  this area is to be a sponsored 
area.  The hope is that during the construction phase of  
this project, a local pet shelter, dog advocacy group will get 
involved with the foundation and construction of  this park 
and assume a small portion of  control.
If  a group is willing to help look after this area then this 

training area can be named or dedicated to them.  Said group 
can then organize groups, classes, or gatherings of  this area 
and want to maintain it.
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Agility

Located in the southern portion of  the site is an agility course 
for all to use.  This space was designed in a linear shape in 
order to encourage long and open stretches where a dog can 
run freely without concern from the owner or dog alike.

Vegetation is placed along the edge in order to prevent dogs 
from running into or colliding with them.  This also encourages 
viewers hiding in the shade to remain out of  the way of  active 
dogs and those participating in the agility course activities.  
Access points to this area are on both the western and eastern 
sides.

N

200’ 30’
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Agility Courses

The agility area is a place people can let their dogs run loose 
and participate in a range of  agility activities often seen in 
more competitive events.  While full agility courses and timed 
events may be not for everyone, the miniature agility courses 
are designed with the casual dog owner and dog in mind.  

Separate courses are side by side with a wall in between 
creating smaller, more private courses.  There is also stadium 
style seating for viewing of  the activities.  Not only will the 
participants enjoy the activity but others can watch as well.

Some of  the included elements in this course include an 
A-frame, dogwalk, tunnel, tabel, weave poles, and various 
jumps at varying heights.  This may not be standards of  the 

USDAA Dog Agility Courses requirements, but this was never 
the goal.  The aim is is to create an area friendly to all types of  
users, both casual and avid dog agility enthusiasts alike.
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Timid Area

The Timid Area, or shy dog area as it is often referred to as is 
the last designed part of  the site.  Located in the corner of  the 
overall design this space is meant to smaller then other areas 
and more secluded.  Doing this minimizes a conflict of  uses 
and keeps the desired users in this area.

A central path weaves through this area that provides a way 
to get from one side of  the area to the other.  In between the 
entrance and exit gates is seating separated from each other 
and group gathering space under tensile structures.

N
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Signage

Cheyenne’s Dog Park was designed to be the largest such park 
in the area from the start, so users should be able to easily 
navigate the site.  In order to do this, a number of  signs will be 
used to guide people to their preferred area.

Proper signage will also encourage people not to go into an 
area that they or their dogs are not comfortable in.  Another 
important set of  signs will be those that gently remind people 
of  leash laws in the City of  Tempe and the importance of  
picking up after their dog.

Why a Timid Area?

Even though a dog park is usually about socializing animals 
and interacting with other people. it is important to keep in 
mind different users.  Some people and dogs alike do not do 
well with others or may want to spend time by themselves.  
Creating such an area provides a space for these users to feel 
comfortable yet still experience the park as others might.

Another reason to include a timid area is so dogs that are more 
prone for attack or incident will not have to ruin the time of  
other users on site.
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Conclusion

Dog parks are a viable design for Landscape Architects and 
the need for these areas will likely continue to grow as dog 
ownership continues to increase.  Such parks have gone up 
all over the country with varying stories of  success or failure.

The next logical step in design would be to approach the board 
members on The Research Park and present my research and 
share this alternative to the existing required land use.  This 
Report would also be shared with the Humane Society and 
American Kennel Club in order to not only publicize my work, 
but try and encourage further non-traditional design of  dogs 
parks.

Regardless of  who this is presented to, this is research that is 
not only enjoyable to complete, but something that I would 
see my dogs enjoying as well.
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