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San Miego Bulldog Club

San Diego, California

waptenber 39,1943

Dog “olfare League,
Mws Dells Dowell,
1433 nd J’to

San Dicfe,Galifornia

Deay I"ro Dowsllg

ihe proposed o@dinances governing dogs were vead and discussod
at cuyr monthly meeting,Tussday nisht, jepberber 28¢%h and it wag
moved and unanimously carried that our membership supnost thoe
Dog "elfare Isaogue ordinencs.

Ve would be unalicrably opposed to the City iound and through
ity,the City 04 -8an Diego %goimgt into the business of solline
dogs.te feel a lav pernmitting city cmployess of the pound to
engage in such agtivities counld become & vicilous roclket and
promote the theft of dops for the purpese of rosale.

Thantin~ y ou for your sincere intorest end hawdwork in behoalf
of Detfer dog legislation,we ave, .

gzgy truly yourss .
an Diego 3ulldog Clubs

secty



San Diego Bulldog Club

San DBiego, California

September 30,1948

City Coneil,
San Diego,California

Dear Sirsg

Enclosed is a copy of a letter sent to the Dog Welfare lLeague
inregards to the dog ordinance appearring on the November

Ballet.

There should be laws governimg dogs in the City of SanDDiego
but feel the ordinance proposed by the Dog Welfare League
would be the ordinance we would like to see on our November

Ballet.

Sincerely;
San Diego Bulldog Club,

Man g & Risapecn’

Margaret L. Bisgrove

4062 4fth St.
San Yiego,California
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August 2nd, 1947

Fred A. Rhodes, City Manager,
Civic Center,
San Diego, California,

Dear Sir:-

Regarding the proposed NEW ordinance; "Regulating
the keeping of dogs" which would require the leashing of dogs when not
confined to the home and prohibiting the barking of dogs.

Such an ordinance, if passed, would be certainly
inhumane, unreasonable and asinines INHUMANE in that dogs kept on un-
fenced premises would have to be tied unless kept indoors, I know of
several instances when dogs have choked themselves to death by winding
their leashes around objects and it is not uncommon for owners, when
away from home, to tie their dogs where there is no shade and without
water, This ordinance, if passed, would be unreasonable and asinine as
to prohibiting their barking, it is as natural for a dog to bark as for
a human to speak. I do grant that a dog should be prohibited from long
and constant barking at night that would disturb the peace of the neigh-
borhood but when a watch dog on guard warns his owner of approaching
danger by barking then such an ordinance is UNREASONABLE AND ASININE,

This new ordinance is unworkable and dangerous in
that it will antagonize at least 35000 dog owners in the City and when
multiplied by three (which is the average family) then this amounts to
105000 who will be subject to the whims and caprice of his neighbor and
this in turn will mean many daily infrestions of the law which will
swamp your Police Courts for many of these infractions will be entirely
unintentied/and unavoidable, creating neighborhood antagonisms which
will increase and develop into dangerous situations,

I would favor an ordinance making it a violation
for an owner to selfishly allow his dog to break the peace of the neigh-
borhood from 9 P.M, to 7 AM, by long and constant barking, and also
for an owner to allow his dog to disturb, createa muisance or destroy
the premises of another.

May I suggest that any of the above infractions be
corrected by serving the owner of the dog, causing this infraction,
with a ticket similar to a traffic violation and if found guilgy to be
fined one to five dollars.

It seems to me that the above suggestéd:neorrections
could be added to the ordiinance now in effect and correct, satisfact-
orily, the present unsatisfactory conditions causing complaints and
yet leave the law-abiding owner the right to exercise his dog under
control and reduce the danger of biting which in turn @educes the cost
¢8 the Health Department for suspiclious rabies. :

Very sincerely,

(P e T

A -

Frank 0, Wells.,




OFFICE OF
THE CITY MANAGER

EAN DIEEH EALIFanA
zoNE | | November 5, 1948

To the Honorable Mayor and City Council
of the City of San Diego, California.

Gentlemen :

‘Returned. for filing, without comment, is document 392 816, copy of letter from
San Diego Bulldog Club to Dog Welfare League supporting proposed new ordinance.

Respectfully s

R:C F. A. Rhodes .=
City Manager o O
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