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New Yorxk, N.Y. 10007

August 16,2004

Hon. Victor Robles

City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
Municipal Building

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mr. Robles:

Pursuant to Section 37 of the New York City Charter, I hereby disapprove
Introductory Number 81-A, which prohibits the sale and installation of certain audible
motor vehicle alarms. Introductory Number 81-A makes it unlawful to sell or install in a
motor vehicle an after-market audible burglar alarm that is capable of being activated by
means other than direct physical contact with the vehicle or through the use of an
individual remote activation device, and/or is not capable of automatically terminating its
audible response within three minutes of being activated.

While I strongly agree noise — including noise from audible car alarms—
continues to be a problem for New Yorkers, I do not believe Introductory Number 81-A
is an appropriate measure to combat this problem. Currently, the New York City Noise
Control Code requires audible car alarms, when operational, to be capable of activating
only by direct physical contact with the vehicle or by remote control device, and to
automatically terminate its audible response within three minutes of activation. However,
1 have been advised that most, if not all, after-market audible car alarms are equipped
with adjustable sensitivity settings. These alarms have the potential to activate without
direct physical contact ~ such as in response to vibrations generated by passing vehicles—
and thus would not meet the standards of the Noise Control Code when operational at
their most sensitive settings. However, these same alarms, when set appropriately, would
only activate as a result of direct physical contact with the vehicle or by remote control
and not mere vibrations, thereby bringing the alarm in compliance with the Noise Control
Code.

Introductory Number 81-A does not recognize the distinction between a car alarm
that has been set at an inappropriate sensitivity threshold and is therefore operating in
violation of the Noise Control Code, and an alarm that has been set properly but by
definition retains the potential to operate in a way that violates the Code. Introductory
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based solely on the alarm’s potential to activate by a means other than direct physical
contact, without taking into account how the alarm is set and/or operated. I would
support a ban on the sale or installation of alarms that cannot be operated in a way that
complies with the Noise Control Code, but Introductory Number 81-A extends far
beyond the limited universe of such alarms, essentially banning the sale of products that
are legal for use.

Additionally, it is important to note Introductory Number 81-A would ban the sale
and installation of after-market car alarms in the City while car alarms with the same
features that are installed by the manufacturer of a car as part of its original equipment or
that are sold or installed outside the City would be permissible (provided they are
appropriately adjusted).

The implications of such a broad ban are extremely worrisome. The New York
City Police Department (NYPD) firmly believes audible car alarms are a necessary
component of the continuum of vehicle theft deterrence options. A broad ban on the sale
and installation of after-market alarms, as Introductory Number 81-A proposes, may lead
to an increase in car theft and theft of property from cars across the City. In addition, by
exempting audible car alarms installed by automobile manufacturers on new vehicles
from this legislation, Introductory Number 81-A creates two classes of car owners in
New York City: those with the resources to purchase a new vehicle equipped with an
audible car alarm and those who lack such resources and who are, therefore, left with few
affordable options to protect their property. While new car alarm technologies exist that
do not rely on audible alarms, the cost of these devices may be prohibitive to the average
New Yorker, and therefore not a viable option for many. Finally, in banning the sale and
installation of after-market alarms that are legal for use in New York City, Introductory
Number 81-A encourages New Yorkers to go outside of the City to purchase and/or have
such alarms installed.

In an effort to address concerns related to audible car alarms in a comprehensive
manner, the New York City Department of Environmental Protection, as part of their
proposed revisions to the Noise Control Code, committed to working with the NYPD to
study this issue and present recommendations that balance both quality-of-life and public
safety concerns.

For all of the foregoing reasons, I hereby disapprove Introductory Number 81-A.

Sincerely,

Michacl R. Bloomberg
Mayor

Cc: Hon. A. Gifford Miller




