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This memo responds to an e-mail | received from your assistant,
Elizabeth Weiblen, concerning the establishment of dog parks. A second
meeting with members of the public has been scheduled for September

.30, 2003.. The following questions raised at the first meeting concerning
liability have been presented to the Law Department.

Q. What is the difference between a) having your dog on a
leash in the city park and it bites a human and b) having
your dog off-leash in a fenced in dog park that bites a
human. What is the difference in terms of liability to the
city and to the dog owner?

Q. What is Baltimore City's lzablltty zf we allow oﬂ" leash
areas that are not fenced in?

Q. What is Baltimore City's liability if we allow off-leash
. areas/parks after dusk (after the parks close)? New York
City uses this method.

Q. How is the city affected when a dog attacks another dog
in a Dog Park? Is the City ultimately responsible for these
dogs behavior even when they post signs stating that all
dogs and humans enter at their own risk?

Baltimore City Health Code, Section 10-306 requires every owner or
keeper of an animal to exercise proper care and control to prevent the animal
from becoming a public nuisance. Section 10-307 requires that all animals must
be restrained. All dogs must be kept com‘" ned in a buil@ing or secure enclosure
or secured by a leash or otherwise. )
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(\ Early on, | believe that it was agregd that an enclosed "dog park" met the
above legal requirement because dogs would be in a secure enclosure.] If a dog

is off a leash, outside of an enclosed dog park, it is not "restrained” for purposes
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