San Tiego,Calif, April 29,1947

Mr, Jean DuPaul,
City Attorney,
Civic Center,
San Diego,Calif,

Dear Sir:-

We the undersigned citizens of San Diego, residing in

the immecdiate viciﬁity of 4594 Georgia Street, corner of
Madison Avenus and Georgia, respectfully request that you
take steps to relisve us of a nuisance at the above address
ag set forth below:

At this address Mr, Wm, C. Sandrock kesps twenty-two
dogs, eight full-grom, These dogs are allowed to bark all
day and disturb tne neighborhood at five o'clock in the morning,
Some of us attend the sick and others work at night and are
wnable to get our proper rest, |

This disturbance has gone on.for years and he scorns
any persuasion cn our parp to get him to discontinue the noise,
He tells us to move if we don't like it, that 1t dossmt bother
him, April 28th it was necessary to call the police at eight
o'clock in the evening to have the noise stopped after an allday

sesgsion, We are looking forward now to a cessation of this



a

-2
disturbance, and to peace and quiet that we are entitled to,
Respectfuliy submitted,
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’ uly 28, 1947

SAN DIEGO, CALIFORIA

City Council of San Diego
San Diego, California '

"Dear Sirs,

I am'very much in favor of the new ordinance
tightening restrictions on the control of dogs.

I em a dog lover and dog owner, but love humanity
more.

Sincerely,

Effie Johnson

\



AT 4087 Iowa St.
S5 e San Diego 2,
R California.
July 28, 1947,.

Gl 28 2 4Pl ey

The Honorable Coundiljso, CALIFOD:s
1600 Pacific Highway,
San Diego 2, Calif.

Gentlemen:

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 won't 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 happéng
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 jump out at me.

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

I will sppreciate it very much if this law 1s passed to
protect us Citizens against these Yicious dogs.

Respectfully
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TELEPHONE RANDOLPH 7362

SAN B
IEGO, CALIFDRI, July 28, 1947

City Council of San Diego
San Diego, California

Dear Sirs,

In regard to the proposed ordinance for
tightening restrictions of dogs in Sen Diego,
I am very much in favor that it should be

passed.

I have a dog and have had dogs for twenty
years but I thihk this new proposed law is one
of the best ones you have proposed since I came
to San Diego.

Sincerely;

7

Gunnar 30hnsen




3564 University Ave.,
e s DA 0T San Diego 4, Calif.,
28 2 a PRI fyas, 104,

Neyor Harley Knox .
and Councilmen, A
Civic Center, San Diego, Calif.,

JOEGG, CALIFO

Gentlemen;

I wish to commend your proposed ordinance which will require

dogs to remain on leash with no free running in the streets. Too often

I see dogs trotting leisurely across University Ave. while motorists en-
: danget themselves and others in attempt to stop their cars suddenly.

I do have a heart for pets but I believe they are a source of danger
in several ways, to the citizenry. '
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. San Diego Calif.
' July 26 1947,

To the City Councill Of San Diego.

Gentlemen:
There is a matter to which I wish to call your attention

and which I trust you will give prompt attention,our disgraceful
manner in handling our dogs.

One thing that arouses the surprise of tourists and is most
embarrassing to a San Diegan,that in a city of our selze dogs are
as much at large and control things as in a little midwestern on
the Mississippl river town of which Mark Twaln speakse.

There are many San Diegans who own dogs,who love them and take
proper care of them,I know of a street on which there are four dogs,
they are wll trained never annoy anpnne,they have been taught not to
bark, thelr biologieal requirements are met on the owner's prémisos.

He doeasnt want his dog running around,for he does not want him hit

by a passing car,he keeps him in his yard so that he does not foul

up another man's yard,he does not want him running into allyes and

pttk up garbage that will meke hikh sick.This type of a person loves

his dog,keeps him comfortable and protects him.He 1s a true dog lover.
The other socalled lovers of dogs want our city filled with

their doge,why they want a dog when .75 % of the time they do not

know where he 1s is a mystery.They are indignant when neighbors ask them

tb stop thelr dég's bakking,which has kept them awake for hours at night.

Thgy think it cute when thelr dog uses the neightbor's yard for his

tollet.

Every day one an see a dog sit dﬂ?;\ right in the middle of a

busy street 2nd in order to avold the dog cars have swerved and bad

accldent have been the result.0f course one must not hit a dog
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it allright if é man,wamen and child is injured and taken to the hospital,
The time has come gentlemén,that those who wish to have dogs must be
made understand tl;at they will be held responsible and that it is high tim
that some of the love gilven to dogs be transfered to thelir folldw citizens.
For example,it is unfair when a man or a woman who has been hard at
work all day comes home and has his or her sieep disturbed by the hour
by some pup who yapa yaps all night .A worker who has lost his slepp
cannot do his best at work and not only does poor work but Jeapordizes
nis Job.It 1s most unfair to make antbmoise regulations about radios |
and other things and leave the worst noise nuisance keep it up because
the pBor dog whll be unhappy if stopped.I know of a case where a woman
ralses pupplea,when weaning time comes they howl all night for a whole week,
5,one of the adJoining houses there is a baby 1t has been kept awakw night
aftér night,so have the parents,the parents get onelge then they fuss ,all
because of those dammed dogs. |
Another thing,we like ?o have people pralse our city we build nice
homes we invest mnmey in lawns and shrubs,here comes two mangy scrubbly
curfep, scratch along the grass that the sods flies and presto a nice
plle of excteta on the lawn,You cannot go anywhere but see our finest
lawns messed up with two or three plles of this disgusting stuff which
$piral upwards.Have we properrty owners no rights at 1l? What right has
any one tyo make my lawn look filthy and foul when I work so hard to
look descent.

To aum things up.I with others hope tha this anti bakk ordinance will
be put in effect,ggﬁ;ﬁkf our San Diegans train their dogs fo be quiet,and tl»«
those who are tooéummed lazp should not be allowed to have any.

Dogs should not be allowed at large and any dog who 18 responsble for
any accident should be caught and ‘r:\o:.‘z '/ﬁ:n(?r A\;xeld laible.All dog owners
should be called upon and compelleds%6-d6 what they themselves have to do

leek and crap at home!!!This will stop lots of bad feelings created by
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ireesponsible dog owners.NMany of us are busy in professional
and businées life and do not have the time to come to the mcounsel
meetings like téxdog lovers &o0.But it is so obvious that we have
the confidence in your sense of Justice and fairness.

We do not ask you to abolish dogs,but to see that they
are properly kept,in fact that-too 18 a éog's protection

Yours truly.
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Edgar L.Taylor
4018 Arista Street
San Diego-10-Calif.

July 28,1947,

City Council of the City of San Diego
San Diego California.

Gentlemens :
Five months ago we bought a home with

adjoining acre of ground in 0ld Town.We selected
this part of the city after reading the Elllot
Report,for we were desirbous of securing suitable
land on which to build in a community which offer-
ed architectural control along the old California

lines,

Immediately adjoining our property are four homes
which are harboring six dogs.These dogs(one or more)
have put on an evening seranade which runs from
four to six hours,intermittently,for all of these

past f}ve months!

I have appealed to all of these dog owners in a very
nice manner to do what they could to abate this
most annoying nulsance,but have had absolutely no
‘cooperation;in fact in ome instance we were rudely
affronted.Just how they can put up with this infer-
nal racket themselves is beyond me,

If we go ahead with our plans of development we will
probably spend between forty and fifty thousand
dollars,but,you may be sure we will not bring in this
amount of taxable property unless we have some pro-
tection from the city which we help to support.

We certainly hope that you will paes an ordinance
with teeth in it.,

Respectfully yours,

GO, CALIFama
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: July 27, 1947,
San Diego City Council,
Civic Benter,

San Diego, California,

Dear Mayor and Councilmen,
I am writing in favor of strict enforcement
of the proposed ordinance pertaining to dogs.
We already have ordiﬁmces against keepingi animals in the city
and dogs as well as cats are animals, Here are a list of reésons for
keeping dogs out in the country.

"1, They are traffic hazards when allowed to roam the streets,

2, They knock over garbage cans in the neighbors yards to scavenge, because
their dog-loving owners don't feed them properly, '

3, The city is all out for proper sewage disposal, these animals have
left their stools all over the neighbors yards and on the sidewalks
so that this is sometimes tracked into the house inadvertently,

4, Even keeping them locked up in the yard does not keep them from being
a noisy menace as we have to listen to the little dog yelp at all
hours of the day and night, and only when we tease the dog so that
the owner will call him in the house can we find relief,

5, As a property owner and tax-payer in San Diego for almost 30 years
through my family, I should like to see some legislation about cats
because the family has found a dead one under the house, They are
dangerous bird killers and also pests in screeching and crying out
at night., They stalk people## fishponds for goldfish and also leave
their stools in the neighbors yards,

Is a city as fair as ours going to be a haven forfugitives of the
humane. society, or is it to be a clean, quiet city for people who wish to
come here for a rest and to rétire‘? ' '

If 'dog' lovers think that dogs are man's best friend, why don't they
try to be a friend to their dogs? They could at .least care for their
property, because if they don't, the city should permit non-owners to

, recourse :
have some/xmuxm besides keeping the city busy to protect their property
from ,theée menaces without being fenced in, Make the owners clean up
the stools in other people's yards if they wish to kéep their animals.

Yours for a better city, _—

{Jatens

Walter Mellinger,

N



2876 F Street
San Diego 2,
Calif.

July 27, 1947,

The Honorable Council,
City of San Diego, Calif,

Gentlemen:

In regard to the proposed ordinance of tightening
restrictions on the control of dogs, we are heartily in
favor of it,

There are a number of dogs in this neighborhood that
are allowed to run loose, and they are of great annoyance
to us and other neighbors. They have come into the yards
often and dig holes in our lawns, and we have friends who .
are afraid to come and see us because the dogs run out bark&hg
and snapping at their heels and frighten them.

My daughter was coming home on her biecycle one after-
noon, and several dogs ran at her and pulled at her coat,
and frightened her. I called the police and they said they
couldn't do anything about it unless we swore out a warrent
for the owner's arrest, and the dog would have to bite her
first: She had been bitten by a dog a few days before, but
we couldn't find out who the owner was,

Not long ago we almost had an auto accident when a dog
ran out in front of our car and we had to swerve to keep
from hitting it.

If people are such dog lovers, why don't they take
care of thelr pets instead of allowing them to run loose
in the streets and frighten other people so much that it
causes you to almost hate the dogs, instead of lovking them

like you are supposed to.

If dogs are properly taken care of, I have no objec-
tion to them, but when people tell you they won't bite you,
when they are just waiting their chance, something is either

wrong with the people, or their dogs.
. . VIRIOZFTYD ‘09Fig NyS
Sincerely hoping you will vote to restric %his dog
ordiandge., ' _ .
e Wy v 0 62
Sincerely

m . ¥ mM. wf"'b{ ‘
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o tan Diego, ualif. (@)

July &7, ld47.

To Thke wonorable vity vouncil,
¢ity of tL=2n biego, unlif.

Gentlemen:

I am weiting you to urge psssage of yronosed bog Ordin-
ance for various reasons.

I am sure we are 21l agreea on tie old argument of every-
one loving aogs but I never have been able to see why they
should be allowed to annoy people and bite them any more
than a human shoula be allowed to violate the law, and as
the aog itsell cannot be prosecuted, I think it is no more
than right that the owner should be hela responsible.

Mr. Milhollan shoula have phrased his statement to read:
"a few more laws about stinking adogs", for that is the kind
that need regulation anc I will wager that if he or any of
his family were annoyed or bitten by a dog, he would be the
first one to shout outrageously to high lieaven about it.

V.e have 3ll known of instances where victims were unable
to get rearess or collect damages from the owners of dogs
thiat had bitten them so I am sure that no fair minded per-
son woula object to a fair anda equitable regulation of the
dog situation which has been posponed for so long due the

pressure brought to bear by those that do not believe in
fair play for all.

A believer in justice for all.
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.Q' v’
 July 28th 1947 .

 Mr. Gerald Co Crary _
. 7112 Pearl Street .
» »La Jollap California

.. Dear s irs |
"?:Please see>that the new dog ordinance is put throughx

AQ_We?re very fond of dogso As soon as we have a fence
.put up, we intend to have one of our own. But we
R, donft intend.to get a 'dog and have it be a nu isance

. 7. to alk the. nelghbors° e might have but not after what
o we?ve been throughe

‘ There are three ‘dogs in our immediate vn.cinitye Al
- three owners have yards that are fenced in but the dogs
' aren’t kept in there. No. They're sent out and the
‘garbage which is waiting for the truck is knocked over
and I must go out and pick up the mess. I will-not-mention.
~ the other mes¥es which - since it is on my property although
jnot wine - T must also take care of. And then the dogs ,
- visit on our .flowers and vegetables and the things which we -
- - used to be proud of either have to be washed off or thrown - =
- ‘out. And'when I go in the garage and find that one of the oo
pets has walked off with one of wy gardening shoes again I
would -like to throw it at them. ¥wyou must discourage them -
from coming," advises one of the owners sweetly, as I wander .
- around the- neighborhood looking for the lost shoe. "You a |
- doen't mean you want me to hit himgr ®Why, sure," he answers ;
comfortably. wWith a folded newspaper. Over the rump.?
- I wouldntt hit a dog but Itm beginning to wonder-about the M.
owners of the dogs. One thing, though, it wouldnt be with , w
a newspaper° And it wouldn?t be over the rumps S

Please give us a little peace. (Give us the new dog ordinances f'

o sincerely yoursg w
WMK’ ‘

\
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MeBumell L o ‘ - (D 'D"“’l
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HP.Duryea - ‘—)
455 Retaheim Way ~
La Jolla, California

Glencove 5-4114 }
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OFFICE OF J‘uly 29, 1947,
CHAS. E. ARNOLD

City Council,
San Diego, Calif.

Gentlemens:

Porhaps 75% of the families do not own dogs.
Many of the 25% keep their dogs under control now.

A few of the dog owners who care nothing
about human welfare make all of the sound and fury
against the proposed ordinance.

Therefor about 80 or 90% of the population
will be deeply grateful to you upon passage of the
proposed. ordinance and will say "Amen, and orchids
to each Councilman who votes for ite."

Sincerely yours,

CEA/A Charles E. Arnold.
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