
REPORT OF THE PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

June 21, 2006 at Sherwood Recreation Center

Meeting Attendees:

Commissioners: None
Chair: Stephanie Nixon
Committee Members Present: Joe Bellino, Laura Brown, & Mark Laisch 
Committee Members Absent: Michael Seneco & Raphael Marshall
Residents:  Jesse Rauch, Claire Rodriguez, Brit Wycoff
Guests: Alphonso Coles (MPD 1D-Community Outreach Coordinator)
Stephanie Nixon opened the meeting at 7:05 pm.

Activities for the Summer:
The committee discussed the available summer activities for youth in our area and ways to communicate this to the public in a manner that would engage the children who do not typically participate.  The 40 Days of Increased Peace (MPD), DPC, Library, and DCPS programs were discussed.  One available program tells youth to “dial 211 for fun” or “1-800-Imbored”.  Mr. Laisch asked who uses these programs, why children are not participating, and what population is being targeted.  Some information provided indicated that the summer programs are inconsistently tracked for utilization.  
Omnibus Public Safety Act of 2005, Juvenile Failure-to-Appear Act of 2005:
The Omnibus Public Safety Act of 2005 will be voted on July 5, 2006 by the DC Council.  Councilmember Mendelson’s committee struck the portion on the Juvenile Failure-to-Appear Act of 2005.  Initially the act was reportedly going forth as “emergency”; however, it ended up being held for vote until July 5th, 2006.  The Juvenile Failure-to-Appear Act would make it a delinquency to fail to appear in court on your specific court date.  (Note: similar legislation is in place for kids.)  Ms. Nixon had spoken with Ms. Jackson of Councilmember Mendelson’s office regarding the Councilmember’s reasons for striking this portion of the act.  Ms. Jackson reported that it seemed harsh to make failure-to-appear a delinquency for the youth who might even be innocent of the crime and that Councilmember Mendelson would rather see a program implemented that provides reminder calls to the family of the necessary court appearance for the next day.  She further reported that only about 7% of all youth fail to appear on their court date.  Mr. Bellino noted that often parents are not that easy to reach via phone secondary to disconnected phones, etc.

Claire Rodriguez suggested that there should be a mandatory punishment, such as community service, for failure to appear instead of a delinquency violation.  The committee discussed whether age should be relevant as well.  The committee chose to spread the word about the upcoming vote.

Anti-loitering:
The committee is waiting for a return call from Mr. Mike Battle of Councilmember Mendelson’s office regarding the status of an anti-loitering bill.  The Baltimore code appears to withstand Supreme Court objections about loitering laws.  Mr. Laisch mentioned an article in the Baltimore City Paper describing a hearing in which the city and state attorneys office stated that police loitering arrests were unconstitutional.  There were many loitering arrests that went uncharged.  Mr. Rauch referred to loitering as a gateway crime.
Papering in DC:  
As this is an ongoing discussion, the committee refers people to minutes from past meetings to obtain the details on papering.  Ms. Nixon spoke with Atty Rosenthal since the last meeting (see memo at the end).  In addition, Ms. Nixon spoke with Loretta Braxton, Cluster Controller, regarding obtaining the number of hours that MPD (preferably PSAs 102 and 103) spent in court (preferably just in the papering process).  Mrs. Braxton stated that she would try to have this information for the committee by August.
The committee voted unanimously to continue this discussion to the next meeting.

Recreation Centers:
At the June PSA 103 meeting there was a long discussion about whether or not to even call 9-1-1 secondary to safety issues.  Alphonso Coles (MPD Community Outreach) is to handle planning the Partnerships for Problem Solving Plan for this location.  Mrs. Brown discussed the need to empower people around Rosedale Recreation Center and volunteered to make signs for the visitors to the centers.
H Street Comprehensive Plan:
Jesse Rauch provided the committee with Minutes from the PSA 102 meeting in which the community was to begin planning a Comprehensive H Street NE plan to increase public safety.  At the June PSA 102 meeting, PSA 102 pursued actions for activities at 8th and H Street NE regarding the DC noise law.  For further details on the notes from the PSA 102 meeting, please see the end of these notes.
The committee expressed concern about the lighting issues on H Street NE.  Jesse Rauch volunteered to continue monitoring this on behalf of the committee.  We also discussed the need for signs to be placed outside of the bars or in the bars instructing people on safety.  The committee agreed to prepare something for review by MPD.
Meeting in August?
There was no objection to cancelling the meeting in August 2006.

Request for Action by the ANC:
NONE
Respectfully submitted by Stephanie Nixon.

ANC6A Public Safety Committee memorandum

to:
ANC6A Public Safety Committee

from:
Stephanie Nixon

subject:
Papering conversation with Dave Rosenthal, Community Prosecutor in the Office of the Attorney General (Juvenile division)

date:
6/1/2006

cc:
Dave Rosenthal and barbara chesser

Summary from phone conversation with Attorney Rosenthal 6/1/2006:
The Office of the Attorney General’s office would benefit from a faster papering process.  Attorney Rosenthal was contacted at the suggestion of Attorney Chesser with regards to his knowledge of the history of the judicial system in DC and the potential for alternative methods that might make the papering process more effective and more efficient.

Addition Information on OAG Processing
For juvenile cases MPD is required to paper at 8 am, no matter which shift the arrest occurred during (e.g., 7-3, 3-11, or 11-7).  After the case goes to Mt. Olivet, there may be some down time.  For felony cases juveniles may be detained for up to 30 days with 45 days as the maximum.  To detain youth, the police officer must be present at the probable cause hearing.  Arraignment occurs 6 days per week excluding Sundays and this is regulated by DC Statute 1623.10.  Most of the time there is 1 officer per case up for papering.

Papering Alternatives
To do night papering, attorneys, secretarial support, and other staff would be needed.  Moreover, if the papering is done right after the crime, then the victim is more likely to appear in a heightened emotional state which may take more time for the attorneys and the officer.  In addition, the witness and the officer would still have to appear at the probable cause hearing the following day.  

Electronic papering might prove more efficient.  A police officer could complete the papering information electronically and then it goes to the office and the attorney adds new information.  Witnesses may still need to appear the following day before the attorney and both witnesses and officers would still be needed at the probable cause hearing.  

Alternative scheduling options for attorneys.  During the discussion I mentioned the possibility of having attorneys present for papering at alternate work schedules (e.g., 11-7 or matching officer shifts).  As the OAG only has 15 attorneys papering, it would not be feasible at this time.  Suggest that the PSC review other cities with similar caseloads to determine how many attorneys are needed to efficiently handle the caseload in DC.  

Magistrate in Police Stations: According to the Juvenile Justice and Prevention Act , juveniles must be separated by sight and sound from adult offenders.  However, a magistrate could be in the police stations and at Mt. Olivet.

Recidivism

Attorney Rosenthal suggested contacting DYRS and Court Social Services with regards to this, which has been done.  A conversation with DYRS is scheduled for next week.
PSA 102 Meeting Summary

Sherwood Recreation Center

640 Tenth Street, NE
June 13. 2006

Jesse B Rauch

617/335-2185

jbrauch21@mac.com
This summary contains information pertaining to the ANC 6a Public Safety Committee and emphasizes possible issues for ANC 6a involvement.

1) PSA 102 is pursuing action for activities at the corner of 8th and H Streets, NE regarding the DC “Noise Law.” This law allows unlimited, amplified, non-commercial speech from 7am to 9pm in any DC residential community. Almost every Saturday, a group congregates at the corner of 8th and H Streets, NE, using an amplifier to broadcast their speech into the surrounding community. PSA 102 wants the DC City Council to balance free speech with the right to peace and quiet. 

PSA 102 does not seek the removal of the group. However, they do believe that there is a health and safety issues involved with the volume of the activity. They advocate: 

a) Decibel limits for amplified sound in residential areas.

b) Permit process, with possible limits.

PSA 102 seeks changes to the current DC Noise Law. This might permit ANC 6a assistance.

2) The majority of robberies are between H and F Streets, NE and throughout the entire corridor. More crimes are occurring during the daytime than they used to.  There are three uniformed officers on H Street, NE during most of the day from Tuesday-Saturday.

3) PSA 102 has seen an increase in theft from cars. MPD attributes part of this problem to terrible lighting in Capitol Hill. With its tree-lined streets, many of the street lights of Capitol Hill are blocked, decreasing the available lighting, therefore increasing the opportunity for theft from cars. 

There may be room for ANC 6a involvement in abatement of lighting obstruction from trees.

4) The PSA was disappointed when it heard at its last meeting how thinly spread the officers were on H Street. There is a high incidence of crime activity at 8th and H Streets, and this absorbs a lot of police time. 

The three point plan PSA 102 has for 8th and H Street is to:

1) Identify and prioritize problems

2) Identify stakeholders

3) Contact and work with appropriate public agency(s) to solve problem

The purpose of the June 13, 2006 meeting was to identify problems. The problems identified were:
1) Aesthetics

a. Trash

b. Vermin (possums, raccoons, rats)

2) Crime 

a. Robberies

b. Public Urination

c. Drug Dealing

d. Public consumption of alcohol

3) Lighting

4) Panhandling

5) Controlling jay-walking

6) What types of commercial businesses will be coming into the area. (Many do not want only bars and athletic apparel stores)

a. Should focus on getting businesses that people can use

7) Make transit options known (bus, rail, street car)

8) Permanent homelessness

Stakeholders

1) ANC’s, Linden Neighborhood Association, Near North East Neighborhood Association, Stanton Park Neighborhood Association

2) Churches

3) Mental health organizations/services

4) All area residents

At the next meeting, PSA 102 will begin to prioritize problem areas, identify stakeholders and determine which public agencies PSA102 should try to work with. 


