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Authors Note 

 This study was done as coursework towards my Bachelors in Social Ecology and Urban 

and Regional Planning at the University of California, Irvine. At times, the writing may seem a 

bit repetitive. This is because of the strict guidelines involved in writing a research paper in APA 

format for the class. I found the most difficult part of writing this paper to be that I was required 

to write in the third person passive. I absolutely hate that tense, finding it extremely boring. 

Using this tense was especially difficult because I myself am an occasional user of this park and 

I consider my family as members of the second category of users (discussed in the results 

section). 

 I would like to thank all the regular users of this park for making it such a safe and 

successful public space. I have been coming to this park for years now. With my growing 

background in urban and regional planning, I am now able to more fully appreciate the beauty of 

this space and its relationship with the users. I hope that all of the regular users of the park will 

be able to read and enjoy my paper.  
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Abstract 

This study looks at Libbit Park as a specific example of efficient design for public 

spaces. Through observational analysis and open ended interviews, the research 

looks to Libbit Park as a synthesis between efficient public spaces and the issues 

regarding dog parks. Based on analysis, a reciprocal relationship between the dog 

owners and the park was found resulting from a combination of factors: sitable 

space; trees and grass; a low, inviting fence; access to water; social peer pressure 

by members of the group to be responsible dog owners; and strong friendships 

between the members of the group. The result of this reciprocal relationship is a 

stronger and safer community. The researcher also provides suggestions for 

improvement: providing more sitable space; implementing a stop sign; and a 

modification of the fence.  

Introduction 

The city/suburb of Encino is part of the San Fernando Valley, an area annexed by the city 

of Los Angeles around 1905. A public greenspace sits on a street named Libbit Ave. An 

extension of the Sepulveda Dam, this space had been converted some years ago into a 

neighborhood park. The park contains aesthetically pleasing trees and grass and a small cement 

fence dividing it from the street. However, the interesting aspect of the park is the way in which 

people use it. Several different groups use this local greenspace. Sometimes there are little league 

baseball teams practicing here, other times there are soccer teams. One group which can be 

found there on a regular (and sometimes daily) basis are the dog owners. This park was not 

originally intended as an off leash dog park, and it is still not recognized as one by the city. 

However, this group has such a strong sense of community that they have transformed this 

greenspace into the local dog park.  

 The purpose of this study is to observe the relationships between the members of this 

group of dog owners. What is it that makes them such a tight knit group? What keeps them 
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coming back every afternoon to let their dogs run off leash in the same area? The study is not 

limited to the relationships between each member of this group. It looks to explore their 

relationship with the park. Why do they continue to use the park as an off-leash dog park despite 

the fact that it is not recognized as one by the city? What are their opinions towards the park, 

such as likes and dislikes and ideas for improvement? This park has exceptionally successful 

qualities which result in a heightened public safety and community strength of the neighborhood. 

The study explores to what degree this group of dog owners is responsible for this.  

This group of dog owners has a strong set of dynamics which keeps them close together. 

The park is a major factor in the strength of their culture, and their strong culture is a major 

factor in the success of the park. The park allows for the individuals of the neighborhood to form 

this group of dog owners which ultimately leads to the development of a safer community. Using 

Libbit Park as a model, cities should implement small community parks which draw local 

residents in without overcrowding the space with too many strangers.  

The research is structured through simple observational studies as well as subject 

interviews. The researcher observed both the physical characteristics of the park and the 

behaviors of the dog owners. Interviews provided further data allowing the researcher to draw 

certain implications. Libbit Park was found to contain many of the physical characteristics of a 

safe and successful public space: sitable space, shade and greenery, and a fence that invites users 

to come in rather than keep them out. The group of dog owners was also found to have a certain 

community feel that improves the safety of both the park and the neighborhood.  
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Literature Review 

 There have been a number of reviews on subjects related to dog owners, public parks, 

and dog parks. This section outlines the articles reviewed and assesses their applicability to 

Libbit Park through two main perspectives. The first aim of this study is to understand the 

dynamics of the dog owners, their relationship with each other and with society. The second aim 

is to understand what aspects of a public space satisfy the needs of a dog owner as well as 

benefiting the whole of the community.  

 An interaction model is used to explore limitations and possibilities to creating spaces 

that produce these types of relationships. The symbolic interactionism theory looks at (1) the 

way people build meaning through interactions, (2) how we see ourselves through other’s eyes, 

(3) how verbal and body language are vehicles through which shared understandings are built, 

(4) how people get to know each other, and (5) how people attempt to manage the image each is 

creating in the other’s mind (Campeau 2008).  

 According to report by Cutt, Giles-Corti, Knuiman, and Burke (2007), the relationships 

between dog owners and their dogs affect the physical and mental health as well as social 

support and interaction of both the dogs and their owners. Dog owners are more likely to walk, 

thus experiencing the health benefits of regular exercise. Cutt et al. also reviews the social 

benefits of dog walking in public places. Dogs increase the interaction between the owners and 

strangers, making the owner seem more approachable and encouraging conversation. The review 

also briefly covers factors of public spaces that are conducive to “dog walking”. However, these 

factors simply include ideas such as proximity to residences and natural restorative spaces. While 
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Cutt et al.’s findings are applicable to the phenomena at Libbit Park, it does not explain the 

relationships between the dog owners and the rest of the community. This paper attempts to 

expand the findings of Cutt et al. to the entire community.  

Another study by Laurier, Maze, and Lundin (2006) focuses more on the relationships 

between the dog and its owner and how they react to different settings in public spaces. Some of 

their findings are useful to the study on Libbit Park, such as how the owner (especially that of a 

young dog) reacts when approaching or approached by another human or dog. If the young dog 

is off leash, the owner typically leashes it for the time it is near the newcomer. This allows the 

owner to gain greater control of the dog and minimize the risk of it pestering the stranger. 

Similarities to this and other examples of the relations of dogs and their owners when they are or 

are not leashed can be seen in Libbit Park. However, a major limitation to the study by Laurier et 

al. is the overgeneralization of specific events. This study will try to apply the major concepts of 

Laurier et al. without over generalizing.  

In an attempt to fully understand the situation at Libbit Park and what factors make it 

such a successful space especially for the group of dog owners, articles have been reviewed 

which pertain more to urban planning and legal aspects of dog parks. One such article by Lisa K. 

Foster (2006) reviews regulations and issues which affect on-leash and off-leash federal, state, 

and city dog beaches. Foster discusses benefits and concerns of allowing dogs to run off-leash at 

beaches. Among the benefits are: more socialized and exercised dogs which tend to be less 

aggressive; the promotion of exercise for the dog owners; and promoting responsible dog 

ownership through social peer pressure from regular area users. All of these benefits, especially 

the last one, are applicable to Libbit Park. The concerns that Foster discusses include danger to 

the habitat, public health, and environment, as well as liability issues. Most of these concerns are 
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applicable to beaches and not city parks. Yet some, such as liability and the fear of bites, are 

general concerns of dogs in area public space. This paper will address these concerns as they 

arise in Libbit Park’s specific situation.  

Who Let The Dogs Out by James Krohe Jr. (2005) discusses off leash dog parks from 

community and urban planning based perspectives. Krohe cites many examples of recent 

development of dog parks in many cities as well as their benefits and some concerns. Pros 

include increasing the safety of the park, reduction of law breaking of the leash laws by the 

owners, and public health through exercise and social interaction. Cons include common 

nuisances from dogs, such as barking, biting, and “poop problems”, as well as distribution 

funding and space amongst other public uses such as baseball fields and playgrounds. In 

studying Libbit Park, it is important to take into consideration much of what Krohe discusses. 

However, one limitation is that Krohe only discusses off-leash dog parks that are officially 

recognized by the city. Libbit Park is not an official dog park, and thus has slightly different 

dynamics in the relationships between the owners and the community. 

A groundbreaking study by Whyte (1980) looks at public plazas and parks in New York 

City. Whyte determined a list of factors that create a safe and well used public space. Many of 

these factors, including sitable space, ample sunlight, and access to the street, are applicable to 

Libbit Park. While Whyte did not look at dog parks, Libbit Park indeed has many design features 

which allow for a safe and pleasant environment.  

The Uses of Sidewalks: Safety by Jacobs (1961) outlines basic notions of what makes a 

neighborhood a community. Her theory of “eyes on the street” states that more crowding of the 

street and public spaces, combined with a sense of personal belonging and “social cohesiveness” 
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creates a much safer community environment. Although Jacobs discusses city streets and more 

urban environments, her findings are applicable to Libbit Park.  In Libbit Park, the presence of 

the regular group of dog owners discourages crime from entering the park, while strengthening 

the community. 

Methods 

 In order to gather the data necessary to assess the situation at Libbit Park, various 

qualitative research methods were used. This section outlines the setting and the participants of 

the study as well as the research techniques and procedures.  

Setting 

 Libbit Park is a strip of grass that extends the length of two residential blocks on Libbit 

Ave at the end of Magnolia Blvd. The park is actually an extension of the Sepulveda Dam, 

separated by the 101 Freeway. The extension is a large pile of rocks which gradually slope to 

become even with the ground as it moves south. At the base of this hill of rocks is a long, chain 

linked fence. This fence is the west boundary of the park. The park is separated from the street 

on the east by a low, cement fence, and a sidewalk. The street is very wide, to allow for parking 

as well as efficient traffic flow. Although the street is not busy, some motorists do tend to exceed 

the speed limit. Houses line the east side of the street.  

Inside the park there are many trees planted by the city. The grass is also maintained by 

public services. Another public utility is a water fountain towards the south end of the middle 

region of the park. A bit further to the south is a park sign. This is the usual area where the group 

of regular dog owners can be found. Also in this area are two benches underneath a tree. On the 

back of the park sign is a “poop bag” dispenser along with notices about lost dogs or dog 

grooming services. The water fountain has been modified to accommodate dog bowls. There is 
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another bench about 100 ft to the north, by another entrance in the fence. This is a secondary area 

of the group. Further to the north end of the park is a picnic table, which does not seem to be 

used by the group at all. There are trash cans throughout the park, some of which have “pooper 

scoopers” leaning against them.  

Participants 

 Although there are many users of this park, this paper focuses on the main group of dog 

owners who use the space as an off-leash dog park on a regular basis. Most of the members of 

this group are middle aged men and women. Many are empty nesters, however there are a few 

parents of young children. These children regularly accompany their parents and dogs to the 

park.  

Apparatus/Measures 

 Data collection techniques included academic research, observational study of the group 

in its undisturbed activities, participational research, and open ended interviews.  

 Interview questions included: 

Do you agree with the city not recognizing the park as an official off leash dog park? 

What are the neighbors’ views on the park? 

How far away do you live from the park? 

Have you established friendships through your use of the park? 

What do you see as advantages or disadvantages of the park? 

What would you like to see improved? 

Are there any conflicts with other groups? 

Do city officials ticket for violation of leash law? 

Does the community try to enforce or ignore the leash law? 



Watchdogs of Encino 10 
 

How many regular users drive vs. walk? 

Procedure 

 The research began with simple observational analysis. The technique was to view the 

group from afar without intruding upon their privacy, yet close enough to listen to what they 

were saying. As the observations progressed, it became necessary for the researchers to attempt 

to blend in and make efforts to slowly gain the trust of the group and become members. The 

presence of dogs became useful in proving to the group members that the researchers are in fact 

fellow dog owners. This prompted group members to start conversations with the researchers and 

eventually lead to open ended interviews.  

 

Results 

 The data suggests that Libbit Park is a small community based park, which allows for 

strong and safe community use. Key observations are outlined in this section. The results also 

include figures which can be found in the appendix.   

Physical Features 

 The park is long and narrow, about .3 mi from North to South and only .02 mi (43 yards) 

wide. There are many trees planted and the grass is well kept. The fence is low and inviting, with 

many openings. These are all typical qualities of an aesthetically pleasing park. A key 

observation about the park is that although there are signs prohibiting the playing of soccer, there 

are no signs stipulating that dogs must be leashed or are not allowed.  

 Many features of the park are specific to the use by dogs and their owners. There are 

benches to sit on (although some owners expressed when interviewed that they wish there were 

more), two of which are underneath a tree behind the park sign. The park sign (Figure 5) is 
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facing the street, notifying that the area is a public park owned by the city of Los Angeles. The 

back of this sign is used as a bulletin board by the dog owners. Here one can find notifications of 

lost or found dogs, or flyers for pet groomers and dog sitters. There is also a “poop bag” 

dispenser which has been donated by fellow dog owners. A water fountain (Figure 6) is few 

yards north of the sign. The fountain has two nozzles, one for the people, and one for the dogs. 

Underneath the fountain there are two dog bowls. In the past, the benches and the dog bowls 

have been chained to the trees and fountain, but they are no longer chained today. This section of 

the dog park between the sign, the benches, and the water fountain, has been determined by the 

researcher as “the main area”. There are also “pooper scoopers” next to many of the trash cans 

throughout the park (Figure 3). Dog waste seems to always make it into these trashcans, and is 

rarely found on the grass. 

Figure 1 The Park is the green area East (above) of the white line of rocks which is the extension of the Sepulveda Dam. The 
park sign is located by the sidewalk facing the intersection of Libbit and Addison. 
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Groups 

 One must look beyond the physical features of the park to truly understand its success. In 

observing the behavior of the dogs and their owners, it is possible to categorize the users of the 

park into three categories. The first category is the regular group of dog owners which uses the 

park on a day to day basis. The members of this group are friendly and know each other very 

well. Many of them will stay at the park for more than an hour and frequently engage in 

conversations about anything from their dogs to sports to what they did that day. This group 

tends to stay in the main area by the water fountain for the majority of their time at the park. 

Many of them arrive at the park by walking, but quite a few drive. The ones that do drive park 

near each other by the main area.  

The second category includes individual dog owners (and dogs) that use the park 

occasionally, but are not part of the tight knit group of the first category. They often arrive at the 

park by walking, walk the length of the park and back, and then return to their homes. These 

people (and dogs) are usually very friendly if confronted, but for the most part they keep to 

themselves.  

The third category includes any people who use the park, but do not bring their dogs. 

This includes mothers picking up their children from camp (every summer this park is used as a 

drop off point for a school bus for a summer camp), little league sports practices, and the 

occasional person just sitting and relaxing. There have been occasions where a homeless person 

was found sleeping under one of the trees, but he was not bothering anybody and was not 

causing any harm to either the environment or public safety. This category is much smaller than 

the other two and this study is not concerned with their activities.  
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Discussion 

 Because of the beneficial ways in which certain groups affect a community by their use 

of parks, cities should implement small community parks which draw in local residents while 

avoiding the overcrowding of strangers. Libbit Park is an example of this type of community 

space.  

Physical Elements 

 There are many physical qualities that factor in the success of this park. There are plenty 

of trees and grass, providing shade and a natural escape from the city. There are places to sit and 

relax for a while. There is a public fountain for the dogs. Ample trash receptacles and “pooper 

scoopers” leave no excuse for not cleaning up after ones dog. The fence is low and inviting. The 

fence seems to say “come in, come play in here”, rather than some parks which have tall, chain 

linked fences, whose purpose seems more to keep people and their dogs out. According to 

research on New York City’s public spaces, Whyte (1980) determined that the safer spaces had 

easy access to the street. The fenced in parks are ironically the more dangerous ones. The reason 

for this is that the tall fences and walls allow for drug dealers and criminals to hide, while a park 

like Libbit with a very low and passable fence invites a constant flow of people (and in this case 

dogs) between the park and the street.  

 The parks location is a very key factor in its community aspect. It is located in a 

residential area. The layout of the streets also keeps most of the infamous Los Angeles traffic 

away, although some cars do tend to speed down Libbit Ave. (this will be discussed in the 

improvements section). For the most part, the location of this park allows easy access for the 
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members of the neighborhood. But it is a bit out of the way for people outside of the 

neighborhood, regulating the use of the park and maintaining a community feel.   

 It is these physical features that draw in the dog owners of the community to use the park. 

The main group especially uses the small, communal feel of the park to their advantage. 

Compared with other officially recognized dog parks in Los Angeles, the park is much smaller, 

much quieter, and is used only by the members of the local neighborhoods rather than people 

throughout the city. This is also partly due to the fact that Libbit Park is not an officially 

recognized off-leash dog park. One dog owner expressed that the members of the regular group 

like this aspect of the park, and would not like to see it become officially recognized. If it was, 

she explained, “then they would have to advertise it, in all the different newspapers and 

publications for animals that show all the parks all over the city and then we would have people 

coming from all over, and we don’t want that.”  

There are a number of reasons why the group feels this way. There is a certain level of 

safety that the group brings to the park simply by being there. This phenomenon is explained by 

Jane Jacobs’ (1961) “eyes on the street” theory. One reason why there is no crime or drug 

dealing in the park is the fact that members of the regular group are constantly there. Krohe 

(2005) mentions a few examples of parks in which “the presence of eager dog owners and their 

animals have driven drug dealers out of a park,” including a nearby Los Angeles park on Laurel 

Canyon. However, the safety that the group brings to the park every afternoon would be 

undermined if the park became overused by strangers. One problem with the large, officially 

recognized dog parks is that an owner is always having to look out for his/her dog, making sure 

it is not getting into trouble with any other dogs or people. When too many strange dogs enter the 

situation, there is no way of knowing which is aggressive, which is neutered, which is in heat, 
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which might carry some disease, etc. Because Libbit Park has remained small and community 

based, it has become safer in the sense that all the people know each other, and all the dogs know 

each other. The owners do not need to constantly keep a watchful eye on their dogs, making sure 

it is not being attacked or “mounted” by some other random dog.  

Another problem attached to the larger official dog parks is the traffic. Because so many 

more people are using the park, that many more people are driving and parking. Most of these 

parks have large parking lots that are unsafe for both dogs and children. The issue to turn Libbit 

Park into an official dog park has come up and was fought vigilantly by both the regular group of 

dog owners as well as the neighbors across the street from the park. They do not want to be 

disturbed by an excess of cars turning this way and that, trying to find a parking spot.  

The Main Group 

 The closeness of the members within the regular group is not a one way result of the 

physical aspects of the park. It is rather a reciprocal relationship between the physical features 

and the dynamics of the group which create the success and safety of the park. The physical 

features allow for the group to safely meet and interact with each other, and the interactions of 

the group strengthen the safety of the park, which in turn comes back to strengthen the 

interactions of the group. It is a constant circle of effective use in which everyone benefits.  

 Everyone in the main group knows each other, both people and dogs. Through their 

regular use of the park they have made close friendships which keep them coming back on a 

regular basis. An interview with one member of the regular group revealed that the group 

contains about 50 people (arriving at different times throughout the day and week), and despite 

the cars which gather in the main area, most of the members of the group walk from their houses 
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which are nearby. She mentioned that she was one of the owners who lives further away, and 

keeps returning to the park because of the friendships she had made when she lived closer.  

 These friendships are important to the success of the park. Everyone (owners and dogs) 

trusts each other, which strengthens the safety of the park. Because of the frequent use of the 

park, most of the dogs are very well trained and the owners are responsible. They look after the 

park, realizing that it is a home away from home. It is rare to find waste (biological or litter) on 

the grass. This is a result of the ample amount of trash cans combined with the responsibility of 

the dog owners. There are even “pooper scoopers” and “doggy bags” donated by dog owners 

who want to keep the park clean. On one occasion the researcher’s dog left some waste on the 

grass, and another dog owner offered the researcher to use one of her bags. As Krohe (2005) 

points out, “the involvement of a committed user group is perhaps the crucial ingredient in the 

success of a dog park.” This kind of self policing is possible at Libbit Park as a result of these 

close friendships between the members of the group.  

 As mentioned earlier, there used to be a dog bowl chained to the fountain. This has been 

replaced by two dog bowls which are free. Nobody steals them because of the safety of the park 

provided by the communal strength of the regular group of dog owners. The bowls belong to the 

park and to everyone who uses the park. Everyone realizes this. The same situation can be 

applied to the benches. They used to be chained to the trees, but as the safety of the park grew 

from the strong sense of community they are now free to be moved to wherever the shade moves.  

 The back of the sign also reflects the communal strength of the regular group of dog 

owners. It has been converted into a bulletin board (Figure 3). Here, information can be posted 

freely by any of the owners for the others to read. Some examples of posted items are lost dog 
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notices, advertisements for dog sitters, warnings of coyote sightings, and notifications of work 

being done to the park.  

 

 

Limitations 

Although Libbit Park is very successful in its reciprocal relationship with its dog owners, 

it is not perfect. The major benefit to the community that this park is not officially recognized as 

an off leash dog park is also a major limitation. There have been instances in the past when dog 

owners have been ticketed by city officials for walking their dogs off leash. As discussed by 

Krohe (2005), the California Leash Law creates some trouble for dog owners, and many actually 

ignore it. This is the case in Libbit Park. However, each instance of an owner that has been 

ticketed has always come from a complaint from somebody who called in. And as one member 

pointed out in an interview, some of those complaints are not always warranted and are called in 

out of spite from personal conflicts. Many of the owners have been able to dodge tickets because 

although there are signs which prohibit the playing of soccer, there are no signs which prohibit 

the walking of dogs, either on leash or off leash.  

 There is another beneficial aspect of the park which can also be looked at as a limitation. 

This is the low, open, inviting fence. The fence is easily passable. There are frequent openings 

(about every 80 yards). The fence has two horizontal planks supported by vertical posts. The 

lower plank is about two feet off the ground and the upper plank is only about 3 or 4 feet high. It 

is relatively easy for a small dog to crawl under it or a large dog to jump over it. Most of the 

dogs that use this park on a regular basis are well trained and are used to the park, thus they do 

not worry their owners by leaving the park. But if an owner has a new dog that is not used to the 
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park, it may not realize the importance of staying inside the fence. Unfortunately, there have 

been a few occurrences of dogs running out into the street and being hit by cars.  This limitation 

can be solved by future improvements. 

 

Future Improvements 

  One improvement which could solve the issue of dogs running into the street is the 

modification of the fence. It is necessary to keep it small and friendly, so it will invite people in 

and keep a high aesthetic quality. However it must also serve the function of keeping the dogs 

inside the park. One solution might be to create fence out of low vertical poles placed closely 

together. This way dogs will not be able to slip underneath. Another idea can be borrowed from 

the schools in Costa Rica. The researcher once observed that the elementary schools there have 

an additional fence at each opening, set back further on the side walk. The idea of this is to keep 

children from running directly into the street. Instead they will come out onto the side walk and 

need to turn before reaching the street. In Costa Rica, this makes the children realize that they 

need to stay on the sidewalk. At Libbit Park, it will provide an extra barrier for the dogs and 

some extra time for the owner to retrieve the dog. Another possible solution is to widen the side 

walk and narrow the street. This will help to give the priority to pedestrians rather than motorists. 

One owner also expressed she would like to see a stop sign at the intersection of Libbit and 

Addison. This intersection is right at the main area, and would greatly decrease the risk of 

injuries to dogs.  

 Another improvement to the park expressed by a dog owner is more sitable spaces. There 

are currently three benches provided by the city. There is another picnic table towards the north 

end of the park, but this was not provided by the city (is wood instead of the standard fiberglass). 
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It was probably provided by a park user who saw the need for more areas to sit down. However, 

the neighbors are not too keen on this improvement, fearing that more sitable space will bring 

too many more people, and ultimately increase the traffic flow of the street. But right now, the 

three benches are not enough. Some members of the regular group resort to bringing their own 

folding chairs. With negotiations between the dog owners and the neighbors, a compromise 

should be able to be reached. There should be more tables and chairs, yet limiting the amount so 

as not to overcrowd the park.  

Conclusion 

 Through various observational methods, the researcher has determined that Libbit Park is 

a very safe park. This safety is a result of numerous factors. Key design features of the park such 

as its location, greenery, access to water, and benches contribute to the success. But success 

arises from the reciprocal relationship between these design features and the close, tight knit 

community of the regular group of dog owners. Each strengthens the other, working to build a 

safer environment.  

 This notion can be applied to larger issues. The fact that a well designed area combined 

with a close community group results in a safer space should be considered when designing all 

public parks, or even spaces in general. This could even be used in the design of a market or 

bazaar. Instead of Libbit Park, the setting might be a public market, and instead of dog owners, 

the group might be a community of shop owners and regular customers. But a key point to 

remember is that Libbit Park works so well because it has been able to remain small and 

community based. Cities should have many of these small community parks scattered throughout 

the city. This will relieve stress on traffic, reduce the overcrowding of dog parks, and improve 

the overall safety of the communities. Smaller and more frequent community spaces will 
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contribute to the overall sustainability of a city. It is important to remember the saying: think 

global, act local. Small but strong community spaces are the key to a safe and sustainable world.  

 

Appendix A: Figures 

 

Figure 2 An aerial view of Libbit Park in relation to the surrounding neighborhoods. The yellow pins (from top to bottom) show 
the North East corner of the park, the picnic table, the main area, and the South West corner of the park. To the North is the 

101 Freeway, and to the South is Ventura Blvd.  
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Figure 3 The ample trash cans provided by the city and “pooper scoopers” donated by park users allow for a clean environment.  
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Figure 4 The North Bench sits alone underneath a tree by an opening in the fence. This is the secondary area of the group of 
regular dog owners. The bench is no longer chained to the tree. This allows it to be moved to wherever the shade is.  
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Figure 5 (Above) The Park sign faces the intersection of Libbit Ave. and Addison. There is an opening in the fence and two 
benches nearby in the “main area”. (Below) The back of the park sign is used as a bulletin board by the dog owners. Flyers and 
information can be found here as wells as “doggy bags”
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Figure 6 The park water fountain has two nozzles. One is at a level for use by humans. The other is much lower and is used to fill 
the two dog bowls. The dog owners realize that the bowls have become community property and thus nobody removes them 
from the park.   
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Appendix B: Field Notes 

 

Notes 1 An example of “jotting” field notes from 7 August, 2008 



Watchdogs of Encino 26 
 

Notes 2 The following is a summary of an interview with two female members of the main group on 25 August, 2008.  

She used to live very close and walk to park. She now lives 3 miles away and drives to 
the park.  

She keeps coming back because of the friendships she has made through the use of the 
park.  

Despite the large amount of cars which I had been noticing, and had thought that most 
of the group arrived via car, she pointed out that the majority of the group walks to the 
park and lives very close.  

Overall, the owners like the park as it is: a small community park that does not get over 
crowded with strange dogs and people.  

She mentioned that there has been talk of making this park an officially recognized dog 
park, but nobody wants it. The owners like the small community feel of it, and the 
neighbors do not want more people coming in.  

Contrary to my assumptions, there is no conflict between the dog owners and the other 
users of the park such as soccer teams and baseball teams. She said they stay to 
separate ends of the park and there are never any conflicts. The conflict is between the 
dog owners (park users for that matter) and the neighbors.  

Regarding the leash law, there have been occurrences when people were ticketed, but 
she pointed out this only happens when people call in to the city and complain. The 
other lady pointed out that one of the people to call in was the first lady’s x boyfriend 
trying to get back at her.  

When I asked them about the pros and cons of the park, she mentioned that she sees 
this park as a nice, small, community park, and would not like to see it grow in the sense 
of drawing in more people. She told me that the group of dog owners is a friendly and 
responsible group, who cleans up after their dogs and looks after each other. “we like 
that its small and we all know each other and all of our dogs know each other.” She likes 
the fact that there are benches and the water fountain. I had always believed that the 
dog owners had brought the benches to the park, but she said none of them had, so the 
simple conclusion is that it was the city (The dog bowls by the drinking fountain were 
brought by dog owners). The other lady mentioned that she would like to see more 
benches. The first lady then said that the city said it was going to bring in more tables 
and chairs, but they never did. There is a picnic bench down towards the north end of 
the park, but the city did not bring that, it is nice wood, not the typical city fiberglass, 
and she noted that she does not know who put it there. She also mentioned that she 
does not like the open fence that separates the park from the street. She told me that 
there have been instances of dogs running out and being hit by cars. After the tape 
recorder had been turned off she also mentioned that she would like to see a stop sign 
at the intersection near the water fountain. 
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