
June 5, 2011

Open letter to the
Board of Directors
Thorndale Beach North
Condominium Association

 Recently, the Board was presented with a request by one of the Unit Owners 
regarding permission to allow the adoption of a dog (Pearl) to be housed at a Unit  in 
the Building.  The dog is currently living at the shelter.  The Unit Owner advised the 
Board that the dog weighed approximately 65 pounds and was subsequently denied 
the right to have a pet due to the weight of the dog. 

 The Association’s rules provide that dogs over the weight of 35 pounds are not 
permitted in the building.  Presently there are at least four dogs that have been 
permitted to live in the Building which exceed the weight restriction and at least one 
of which weighs approximately 65 pounds.

 It has been the policy of the Association to knowingly allow violations of the 
Regulation requiring dogs to be less than 35 pounds.   Indeed, there  was even been a 
suspension of the regulation for 30 days so that one of the Unit Owners could 
acquire a dog that was over the restricted limit, after which the restriction was 
reinstated (all of which was in contravention of the Bylaws of the Association?). 

 The purpose of this correspondence is not to object to whether there should or 
should not be a Regulation regarding the size of permitted dogs, rather this 
correspondence is to object to the high handed selected enforcement of this 
Regulation.  If the Board chooses to enforce the Regulations, it should do so in an 
even handed and fair manner.  This behavior by the Board is not something new.  If 
one of the Unit owners happens to be “friendly” with the right people running the 
Board, it is amazing how rules can and are ignored or changed.  

 We as Members of the Board should not be a catalyst for litigation which is 
both expensive and divisive to the community within the Building.  Yet, that is 
precisely what the vote on May 24, 2011 did by denying the Unit Owner’s request to 
have a pet of her choosing.  What we are doing with this obvious favoritism and 
selective enforcement is creating an environment that challenges Unit Owners to 
accept the status quo or take it to Court.  And, at least one is willing to do so and I 
would not appreciate being on the other side of this contest.



 Therefore, it is my suggestion that, since we do not receive this type of  
request very often, that Pearl be permitted to join our Community.  If we invite this 
type of  confrontation we will only place ourselves in a position to lose control of the 
regulation and that may cause more emotional damage to other Unit Owners by 
being required to evenhandedly enforce the regulation towards  all Unit Owners 
including the ones with pets currently over the weight limit.

Now, is this something that we as a Board really want to invite or do we find a 
solution to the problem before it escalates.

 I would suggest that we convene a meeting this week to reconsider the 
previous action of the Board  which deals specifically with the issues outlined in this 
correspondence.

Sincerely,

Bogdan Bogdan
Board Member


