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The latest outrage against City Hall has to be the arrest of the young man, Mr. Lantier, defending his home and trying to apprehend the person who broke in.  This is the second time in several years this has happened.





A while back, the owner of a small auto repair business had been burglarized several times.  He stayed after hours hoping to catch the thieves at work.  He did.  When they tried to get away in a vehicle, he pulled a gun and shot at the tires. He was arrested on more serious charges than the thieves he had been trying to stop.  The public was outraged.





I think it worked out that he pleaded guilty to some minor charge, (and now has a record for a violent crime), and was fined a small sum, about $500 if I recall correctly.  But he also had bail costs and attorney costs.  So it cost him a good sum to protect his property and try to apprehend the criminals.





Fortunately, Mr. Lantier will not be prosecuted. But that shouldn’t be the end of the discussion.





I can understand the first time, the auto repair business owner, the police may have over reacted solely out of inexperience and lack of a feel for the community attitude.  But there is no excuse for this time.  Both the police and the Council know how the community feels.  Yet there has been no change in policy or procedures.





You’d think that, at least, there would be a department policy that if the victim was a local resident and not likely to disappear the police could go back to the station with the criminal and think about what action to take regarding the victim.  I don’t think there is a mandatory obligation to immediately arrest everyone in sight in these instances.





Let’s not let the responsibility for this outrage melt away like it did for the auto repairman and Polly Klass.  Just who ordered the arrest?  The paper says a deputy district attorney recommended  it.  Of course he recommended it.  If he had said not to, he could have been criticized.  By saying, ”Do it” he’s covered his tail and the police department that makes the arrest is responsible.  But now their tail is covered too.  By making the arrest, the responsibility for follow up is now the DA’s.  He can become the bad guy for prosecuting and the police were just doing their lowest-rung-of-the-criminal-justice-system-ladder thing 





Who was in command at the Police Department that night?  Couldn’t the Chief, the designated soon to be Acting Chief or the Acting City Manager be contacted? Who does our Police Department report to? Nobody, I think.





Which brings to mind our Council that is ultimately responsible for all policy matters in the city.  Will they stand up and risk criticism for supporting or not supporting the Police Department?  Not likely. “We can’t second guess the police ” is what we’ll hear.  Why was the new majority so adamant about more control over the City Manager if they don’t want to get involved in just these kinds of things?





I’d like to see the Council develop a policy such as, “ It shall be initially assumed that the actions of victims of criminal acts or good Samaritans assisting them in apprehending the presumed criminal are a continuance of self protection and/or in the interest of the greater public good.” 





Captain Parks said that if an officer had done what Mr. Lantier did it would be excessive force.  Of course, the officer is a professional, trained to maintain his control.  Are all of us “just plain citizens” expected to be held to the same standards?





If the concept of how far a citizen can go in protecting himself from present or potential danger isn’t resolved in this community, in several years this will occur again.  And you or I might end up as the arrested “victim”.





This matter must not rest until the Council develops a firm policy. 


  





 


