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In the old police TV series with Jack Webb, his often repeated line was," We just want the facts mam, just the facts".


  


I think we need to know the facts also.





We're about to vote on a Public Safety Tax Assessment for police and fire programs but  haven't been told what the specific problems are or how this assessment will reduce them.


  


The basic reason given for this assessment is the departments are understaffed and need new equipment.  Other than old equipment that may have excessive maintenance down time, the fire department seems to be in good shape.  The police department, may be another matter.





While they have the same problems with old equipment, they also have a problem scheduling enough officers on the street during times of  high potential crime activity.  The reasons for the scheduling problems aren't obvious.  It may be there just aren't enough officers to cover the hours.  Or there may be limitations caused by labor provisions.           Or there may be other reasons we don't know about.  We should.





Other than on Friday and Saturday nights, the patrol work load doesn't seem excessive based on the police reports published in the paper.  Where, when and how are the six new patrolmen going to be used?  To have come up with this specific number, six, the administration must have analyzed the present conditions and developed a plan. What is it?





What types of crimes are going to be reduced by having these six additional officers?  We don't have to OK the program, but we're being asked to fund it without being told what we are going to get out of it.  How will we know it's working?





People obey the law for one of two reasons,: either they respect it or they fear punishment.  The vast majority of us respect enforcement of criminal laws.  Most of our police criminal activity relates to insuring that there is some probability of arrest to keep the punishment potential there as a deterrent. We never know what the deterrent effect is except in relation to the trends in numbers of particular types of crime.  


	The logic is that if there had been six less police officers there would have been, let's say, 20% more of a particular crime.  It follows then, if there are six more officers, there should be 20% less of a particular crime.  	So what are the benefits from the  six new officers?





I keep asking questions because these are the type of things I'd like to know before voting on the assessment.  We know how the money will be spent; new cars, a new communications system, additional officers and pay raises.  What will we get in the way of improved police services?





What kind of planning is being done at the police department?  Let's say that daytime burglaries of homes is increasing and, by the items being taken, it looks like the burglars are youths.  Are the police working with the schools to find out who lives in the neighborhood that was absent from school that day?  Are they working with the schools to pick up truant students?  Do they have a policy of patrol officers questioning youths on the street during school hours?  Maybe the police department is doing all of the above but just doesn't think we're interested.  Some of us are.





Focusing on the certainty of punishment for a minute, what is the Court's record of conviction and sentencing for the various types of crimes for which arrests are made in Petaluma?  Maybe we're doing all this good police work and the criminal justice system is just slapping them on the wrist.  What is happening?  


	If cases aren't being prosecuted or convictions aren't being obtained, why are we bothering?  The police may be frustrated but if we don't know what is happening, we're not going to blame the court system and its officers and judges.





I'd like to see the Chief (and the Argus ?) sit down and give us the answers to these questions and any others you, the reader, may have. 


