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San Diego California ;.

August II I9ﬂ7'i”'

Mr Fred H. Rhodes. Gity Manager
City Manager,

My Dear Mr Rhodes ; -

I certalnly was pleased when I noticed in the paper
that you were in favor of compelling dog owners to keep thelr dogs
closed up, which they should do.

Now I eonsider myself a dog lover, We own one and in our thirty-
two years of marrlied life we have had several dogs, but our dogs
never run at large , we provlded a elosed in back yard even when
we were renting we made provisions for the protectlion of our dog.
That 1is whats the matter with the so called dog lovera who are
gcreaming thelr heads off for fear they will be compelled too
keep their dog closedup.They want a dog but they dont want too do
any thing for the poor soul, They are peefectly willing to let the
poor soul risk its life 1n busy streets, and eat out of garbage
cans. They are dog lovers as long as 1t only cost them the measly
sum of one dollar or not more than two dollars a year for a
lieense, but should the City decide to charge filve dollars for a
license , then listen too them hollow.

If I went into a nelghbor8s yard and destroyed their flowers I am
guite sure they would be 1ln my hair,yet they think nothing of
allowing their dog too ruin my flowers,

san Diego 18 no longer a country éross roads, but some tlmes I
wonder if our City Council has grown with it.

Very truly yours
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San Diego, California.,

August 7, 1947, -

Dear City Manager Rhodes:

It is noted that you are going to continue to endeavor to get
an ordinance through which will 1imit the activities of dogs 1in the
c¢ity, This is a civic improvement that should be given serious and
conscientious consideration, with all political angles and pressure

put aside,

It is MORALLY good for our children that dogs be kept on their
‘own premises or on lsash when not, A really loved dog is one thus
cared for,

From a sanitary and healthful standpoint it is most urgent that:
our dogs (the majJority of which are large animals) be kept on their
own property or on leash when not, The city owes 1ts citizens this
protection from their neighbors and friends, whom they do not want to
offend (they consider it an offense if we mention these activities of
their dogs, and yet they are the first to offend by imposing their

dogs on us),

I have a little child, as thousands of mothers do, (in fact I
have two children, one two, one some years older)., It is right that my
child should be permitted to play in her own yard without fear on my
part of her coming in contact with unclean dirt, Our shrubs and trees
are religously kept sprinkled (by the neighborhood animals) not to
mention what is left on the lawn, both back and front, It 1s bad
enough to play "chambermaid" to the neighborhood dogs, endeavoring to
keep onefs own place clean and respectable, but it is HORRIBLE for a
little child to come in contact with such dirt, (We have no pet
because our lot is too small - but if we did have we would keep him in
his own yard and walk him to vacant or park property --- on second thought
that is bad too, because children play in vacant lots and in the park,)

It is embarrassing to write so plainly, but so many people are
blind and careless, It 1s just another example of delinquent adults,

Too many dogs in the world toda and smaller yards for them to play ing
inconsiderate friends and neighbors force thisyfhought upon us. pray ’

It 1s to be hoped, still, that San Diego will take on some
metropolitan airs and enact these good laws for the benefit of ths city
as well as for its citizens.

Crowing roosters and cackling hens should not be permitted in the
city area, nor rabbits, Certainly 20 feet from one's bedroom, or other
room, is not enough space for health's sake, or to get away from the smell,
If you lived in the direction =m£ the wind blows, and had such barnyard
animals behind or beside you, you would know that 50 feet would not be

enough space, Please consider this also,

All animal refuse attmascts fliles, which are known to be dangerous
disease carriers, as are the rats attracted by the food bins,

So please protect us, Because of incurring my neighbors' ang
my friends' enmity, I cannot sign other than

OPERTY_ OWNER
A PRand TAXPAYER
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Sen Diego,Culifornia ci =
fugust 7, 1947 ty Menage,

Mr. Fred 4. Rhodes,
City llanager, Xun Biego,Cul.

o

Dear Sir:
Wae in hopes I should not have to write in on this
dog question, but they are so thick in thie ehort street that é#
is o menace. There are at leust 15 right in this two blocks.
Luntuna is « short, perhaps four block, street just off Euclid
Lve., und evéry one haus a dog, several femalee, which ut times
rakes it more objectionable. 41l this where there are children
almost a8 numecrous ut the doge. Woman next door has just had
her femule have six more, so a few weeks hence there will be
more running'out und FJapping at every naeser-by. ]
Doee ure all right in the country, but the}should
te taboo in the city. I certuinly hope something can be‘doné
to check thés menuce.
Youre very truly,
&nnette 2. Clarke,
4879 Luntune Drive,

City

| ﬁ:n‘mw% 7. g/wé(.






; lir.e- Neal D, Smith, : SR | SECEIVED
W ,_f Assistant City Manager, Sen Diego, Calif. ,- ' ST
o : G
Dear Sirs . _ :

tity Wigneger
. We do not think that this new ordinance prohlbitlng dogs running at large camn be too

étrohé The dogs in this neighbor hood.is something terrific = both female and male, and quite a

:”ﬁnmbér of them do not seem to have license tags.
Its all right if people would keep their dogs at home but out here in our part of the city,

the dogs run wild. We are for the new ordinence as per this newspaper‘clipplng form todays Union.

Respectfully,
Fred B. Morton, Sre,
1718 Grand Avenue, Sen Diego 9, Celif.

- (Padlrlc BEl.tCH)
»7'/23/_47. | | a/'u/y\ B /




2251 Pine Street,
San Diego %, Cal.

July 25th
RIVET
Mr. Neal D. Smith,
Asst, City Manager,
Civic Center,
San Diego, Cal. L LIBTARGY

Dear Mr. Smith,

As another (former) Smith, who has suffered
from the dog nuisance in our neighborhood for a long tine,
both from their barking, dirtying up the lawn, digging up of
plants and vegetables, being awskended as e-rly as 5 A, M,
by their fighting, being kapt awake many hours in the night
by their barking, I was delighted to read the article in
Wednesday's UNION about more striet control.

The owners seem to completely #Zgnore the
riehts of the neiehhors and pay no nore attntion to the or-
dinance “han as if it did nnt exist . Their dogs are let out
to come to the nearest lawm for their toilet, to upset the

garbage pail, and they assume :that because it is their dog,
we should be only too willing to come out with a shovel once
or more a day, or if some do kepp their dog on a leash, they
stop in the most inconvenient places for the dog to relieve
himself, For instence, I had some fine perennial lima beans
growing on the alley side of our back fence and that was a
favorite svot for the doss to stop and no one likes to eat
vegetables so0 contaminated,

I think Sen Diego is now largecenough to treat
it »s a city, not a country town, and I shall be dslirhteq

to see this law enfore~d. I can give you the namecs of sever-~1



-2 -

who have never paid the slightest attention ;‘;“;Jo the ordinance;
one woman whomi I do not know told ‘another z%;;’efighb'or viho
called her attention to thr lmw that the dog was her hus-
band's and she could no* be bothered, and she never has,
Yours very rsvectfully, o/ '
) } (/j[@//é’z.
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" San Diego, California

July 28, 1947 L e

Mr Fred A.Rhodes
City Manager
San Diego, California

Dear Sir:

I, as a property owner of San Diego, wish to express

my hearty approval of the proposed city ordnance for the control
of dogs.

Some dog owners have no respect for the rights of others
when they let their dogs run at will over the city and destroy

‘property and do other unapproved acts in violation of all rules

of sanitation. At times there are from six to a dozen dogs cavort-
ing on the lawns within sight of my windows.

Other dog owners take their dogs out at night so the neigh-
bors cannot see and identify them and turn them loose to do as
they please.

It is not dislike of the dogs themselves for they cannot
be held responsible, but the owners are responsible and if they
cannot provide a proper place for their dogs to live in happiness
and not disturb the neighbors, they should not keep dogs. The
city is no place for dogs at any time.

Respectfully, PALJ»ﬁ{/)

3086 "A" Street
San Diego 2, Calif.




4087 Iowa St.
San Diego 2,
Calif,

July 28, 1947,

RECEIVED

City Manager Fred A Rhodes,
1600 Pacific Highway,
San Diego Calif, ity WManager

Dear Sir:

I have seen in the news paper you are about to vote on
an ordinance prohibiting dogs from running loose in the streets.

I am passed eighty years old, and have been bitten by
dogs several times, while going to the store, or taking walks,
Just the other night a dog ran out at me barking, and snapping
at my heels, A women called out and said "Flossie wont bite
you," but she made no effort to call the dog off, meanwhile
it was still barking furiously, and snapping at my heels,

‘ Several others have complained of the same thing happen-
ing to them, by this same dog.

I love to take walks, but I am almost afraid to, as I
never know when some dog is going to Jjump out at me next.

I also have a nice lawn, and I am continually bothered
by dogs digging holes in it,

I will appreciate it very much if this law is passed to
protect us Citizens against thes\icious dogs.

Respectfully

/N
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4958 Kensgington Drive
Sen Diego 4, Calif
July 29th, 1947

Neal D,Smith RECEIVED
Asst City Manager JUL 3 01947
San Diego, Calif ° Cliy Menager

Dear 3Sir-

I wish to put in a strong plea for a more
stringent law regarding dogs, 1t seems that non-dog
owners have no rights whatever,

I would add another clause also, that dogs
~on leashes not be held by the owner while theysoil
private property; I have been ill for many months and
am at least thenkful that I can have a man come once
a week to clean up after the dogs,both on leash and

those running loose,

yours truly
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San Diego July 28,1947 SAR“E&'ERIE LIFORNIA
City Menager Rhodes. JUL 2 91947
San Diego,Calif.
Dear Sir: ’ City Weanager

I see by the advertisement in the paper this morning that the
so-called dog lovers seem to be determined to still shift their responsibility
toward their dogs to people who do not own or care for dogs cue to the many
objections that arise from dogs rumning loose.

For instance: I try to keep a nice lawn and invariably the dogs of the
neighborhood use my lawn instead of the owners on which to dump their
droppings so each week when I mow the lawn I am almost assured that there will be
a fresh pile in which to step or to run the lasn mower thru. Then it is
neccessary to keep my evergreen tree:. fenced in in order to save it.

And what is worse than a everlasting barking dog when one is trying
to sleep and get rest for the next auys battle. I have often wondered what
kind of hearing dog osners must have to allow a barking dog. The only recourse
& non aog owner now has is to call up the people involved and very seldom do
the people teke it gracefully,for they usuaily fly into a rage and wonder why
people don't mind their own business. This always causes hard feelings that no
one desires or likes'

Just this morning on the way to work the writer observed fours dozéb
one of which was in heat,running at random across peoples yards,flowers gardens
or whereever their notiom took them. Do you think the owner of this dog, in
heat ,loved it so very much? I don't think so and I do not think they cared
what damage she might cause. I hope you stick by your guns and give us the

the proposed dog lasa. Very respectively yours,

| CPrecl L Boutel \s‘o/fﬂu@_
HAffiliated with THE AMERICAN BROADCASIUNG COMPANY
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.7 PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO ’ '
*“THE DIRECTOR"’ ' -

AND REFER TO FILE NUMBER:

U. S. NAVY ELECTRONICS LABORATORY.
SAN DIEGO 52, CALIFORNIA

RECEIVED
JUL 2 91947 July 28, 1947

Mr. Fred A. Rhodes,
City Manager
San Diego, Cal. Gity Manager

Dear Mr. Rhodes;

Concerning this new ordinance before City Council
regulating the dog population of the City, I find it
difficult to believe that a true dog lover would not be
in favor of it. A well-trained, quiet dog is loved by
everyone while a mean barking dog on the loose makes enemies
pot only for itself but also for its master, Automobiles
do not kill or maim the dog which is kept off the street
and neighborhood feuds do not begin over quiet dogs.

I can assure you that for every lazy thoughtless owner who
has written protesting the ordinance there are hunfireds of
citizens who do not write in favor of it because they believe
that City Council has sufficient intelligence to realize

the desirability of passing such a law,

Many other communities have had similar laws for
years, Most of them were passed in spite of loud noises
from. shiftless dog owners and have proved their usefulness
So thet even the thoughtless dog owner has been converted.
The person who really hes the dog's best interest at
heart will be wholeheartedly behind the new law, As a
matter of fact he will be the type of person who doesn't
need such regulation. It must be passed, however, to teach
the selfish man thet there are other people in the
community. As a dog owner and lover myself I would welcome
such & law as a means of preventing the rapid spread of
such dog carried diseases as distemper and rables, if for
no other reason, ‘

We must ask ourselves whether the dog is more
important than the humen being., The answer to this question
is obvious yet my wife and children are afraid to walk on
some of the streets in our neighborhood because of large
dogs which come bounding out snarling at them, Having a dog
of our own removed any unfounded fears they might have so
that if they are frightened, these dogs must also frighten
almost everyone who comes in contact with them. If a
lonesome dog howling in someone's back yard can be quieted
by putting him inside isn't that better than having all the
neighbors constantly cross and irritable from lakk of
sleep? If all the lost efficiency due to such wakeful nights
wege ieglized you would have little difficulty arriving at
a decision.
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. PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO ’ 4

- **THE DIRECTOR''
AND REFER TO FILE NUMBER:

U. S. NAVY ELECTRONICS LABORATORY
SAN DIEGO 52, CALIFORNIA

It might also be‘ illuminating to point out that all
. organized dog owner societbes such as The American Kennel
Club and the Tailwagger Association, support laws of this sort,

Sincerely,

Donald A, Wilson



HENRY HOLMAN
4840 Saratoga Ave.
San Diego 7, Califomia

RECEIVED
JuL 311947

City Managef
July 29, 1947

City Manager Fred A. Rohdes

San Diego, Calif,

Proposed ordinance tightening restritions ofi the CONTROL of DOGS.
ﬂj Ay
If people really loved their dogs, why don'ﬁf&g¥pﬁtmem at home
where they can take good care of them., I take great pride in having
our yard look good bﬁt how can one do it when dogs-are allowed to run.
I can think of so many good reasons why dogs should be kept at home.

Even dogs on a lease can mess up and damage a lawn and shrubbery.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carryl quman
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