Security and Safety Committee

Re: Annual Report

October 26, 2011

 

To: LCE Board of Directors

From: Peter Ronstadt, Chair

 

Burglary/thefts

I received no reports of burglary this year. I was advised several times of suspicious activity; i.e., people purporting to be looking for addresses or yard work jobs, etc. In most of those instances, the PCSD was called first, which is the way it should be. During the early summer, a number of thefts from neighborhood mailboxes occurred. These appeared to be associated with construction activity, in the vicinity of La Cebadilla loop. It was also learned that similar thefts were occurring in the 49’ers neighborhood, as well. Information was put out via our email network and the LCE site, asking residents to use extra caution and to report suspicious vehicles or persons who might be involved. No arrests were made, but the activity stopped.

 

Animal activity

There were a few instances of found or strayed stock. In all those of which I’m aware, the animals were returned safely. In some instances, residents really showed what being a good neighbor is all about by actively taking steps to secure the stray instead of just notifying the PCSD. As all of us know, a large animal loose in the neighborhood can be a considerable traffic safety hazard, especially if it gets out on to the main roads. The email network was also very useful.

We had the usual number of lost and found dogs. A couple of chronic problems involving dogs who repeatedly wander were addressed. Typically, they involve animals left unsecured for the day while the owners are at work or otherwise occupied. The help of several LCE residents in identifying the found dogs and locating their owner has been invaluable. We also had a number of noise and leash law complaints. Because there may be some misunderstanding regarding these, here is a brief synopsis. Regarding noise, County Code 6.04.160 says (and I paraphrase) that if someone has an animal or bird which “frequently or for continuous duration howls, barks, meows, squawks or makes other sounds” which are clearly audible beyond that someone’s property line and “disturb the public peace, quiet or comfort of the neighboring inhabitants”, they have committed a civil infraction. The prosecution can conceivably be time-consuming and somewhat complicated, but penalties can be from $50-$500 per infraction. Each day’s continuance of the violation is considered to be a separate infraction, so the cost can add up quickly. Often, the offending pet owner isn’t aware that there’s a problem, since he or she is asleep inside and the critter is outside baying at the moon or whatever. Informal mediation is usually the way to go; please call me if you think I can help in this process.

County Code 6.04.030 deals with “dogs at large”. It says (again paraphrasing) A) that the owner of a dog at large (not on leash or otherwise restrained or contained) on streets, sidewalks, alleys, or public property is guilty of a Class II misdemeanor and B) the owner of a dog at large UPON THE PREMISES OF THE OWNER OR UPON THE PRIVATE PREMISES OF ANY OTHER PERSON is guilty of a Class II misdemeanor. This offense is criminal—not civil—and carries a fine of not less than $100 up to $750, four months in jail, two years probation, or any combination thereof. The judge is prohibited from granting probation in lieu of or otherwise suspending the fine. What this all means is that even if your dog is on your property, if it is not on leash or confined, you’re in violation. And, although there are some exceptions (i.e., for guide or service dogs, dogs involved in field trials sanctioned by Pima County Animal Care Center, organized obedience classes, or other kennel club events) it doesn’t matter how well-trained your dog is to respond to your commands; if it is not on leash or otherwise restrained, the owner is in violation.

This is obviously a sensitive subject for many LCE residents. While it’s hard to imagine that one of us would call in a complaint on a neighbor whose dog is walking around on his owner’s own property and not otherwise causing a problem, and while many of us are probably perfectly comfortable when we encounter a neighbor with his or her dog, even if the dog isn’t actually on leash - provided the dog is well-behaved - there are also many of us who are not comfortable around other peoples’ dogs off leash, no matter how well-trained they might be. That’s why the leash law exists. Again, if anyone has a problem with loose dogs, please let me know if I can help solve it.

 

Off-Road Vehicles

There have been questions and/or complaints concerning the operation of ATVs in the neighborhood. County Code 9.12.020 says in part (paraphrased) that driving one, or any motorized vehicle (with some exceptions which don’t apply here) in any wash or arroyo is illegal, as is any operation of such a vehicle on any private property without “notarized and written consent of the owner” of the property in possession of the operator, to be shown upon request of a peace officer. Even with such consent, the vehicle may not be operated in violation of reckless driving, noise or dust laws. Driving on the vehicle owner’s property is legal provided no such violations occur. Dust violation occurs if the operator drives in such a way as to “knowingly cause or contribute to visible dust emissions which then cross property lines into a residential…premises.” These are the pertinent parts of the ordinance. Operation of an ATV on the road is legal if the driver and vehicle are properly licensed for street use. If you have questions or problems, please call me.

 

Once again, I want to thank Monque Kornell and her helpers, and Grant Bright, for email and website help.

