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18 Dec 2009

In re: RPDs pamphlet entitled "Personal Safety" found in the City Building today

  Dear Sir,

  I have read a copy of the pamphlet in the City Building advising Citizens on how to protect themselves from crime. There is a very important piece of advice missing and this letter is to request a response from you as to how this omission can be corrected.

  Considering the Public nature of the matter, and the RPDs website which states:


“ Citizens who have non-emergency questions about Richland Police Services  


may have them answered by Richland Police Chief Tony Corsi as part of the 


television program "Ask the Chief", airing on CityView cable 13. “


I think the response should be aired Publically as well as responding to me in writing.

  The pamphlet does not cite any sources. Here is a source that must be included because it is the # 1 best way to prevent crime:


"...firearm ownership is the most effective way to protect yourself and your family." 


Raging Against Self Defense, p. 3, Dr. Sarah Thompson M.D.

   Please notice two things:

1.) The items mentioned in the Pamphlet leave Citizens unarmed and defenseless TARGETS. 

Why would a RPD advocate making targets of Citizens?

2.) The Journal cited is a LAW ENFORCEMENT related source

  Considering how understaffed your Department is, wouldn’t crime elimination be a good strategy to employ here?

  This brings several questions which the Citizens of Richland need answers from you on:


a.) Why have firearm ownership and use been omitted from the pamphlet considering


it is so critical to self -defense as admitted/practiced by the LEO community?


b.) Why would the RPD, who depend on firearms for their defense, not suggest the


same to the Public, especially when the Public has the RIGHT to do so. If disarmament 


is OK with RPD, and RPD does not consider firearms are not valid defensive tools, 


then why does RPD not disarm as well?


c.) What are the local statistics on crime where firearm ownership are involved?


Do such incidences relate to a decrease in crime?

d.) In a City where the Council has admitted to knowingly and unlawfully attempted to deprive Citizens of their Constitutional and legal Rights to Bear Arms, does this pamphlet evidence that RPD is participating in the illegal activity of disarming Citizens, even if passively?


e.) further from d.), should unarmed Richland Citizens, advised by your pamphlets


omission, hold the PD also liable with the City in this illegal attempt to disarm them, if they 


are attacked and cannot defend themselves? Is this a liability the COR and RPD want to


assume? Have your Department already assumed it?

f.) Considering that mandatory firearms ownership has nearly eliminated crime in 


Kennesaw, GA, wouldn’t “no crime” be a great thing in Richland?





Sincerely,





David Campbell

(1) Published by JFPO Inc. P.O. Box 270143 Hartford, WI 53027 Phone (262) 673-9745

www.jpfo.org excerpted from:

Kleck, Gary and Gertz, Marc. 1995. Armed Resistance to Crime: The Prevalence and Nature 

of Self- Defense with a Gun. Journal of Criminal Law & Criminology. Vol. 86 (Fall), pp. 150-187
 

Gun Ownership Mandatory In Kennesaw, Georgia --- Crime Rate Plummets

Posted on Tuesday, April 17, 2007 12:29:03 PM by doug from upland

http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/news/1818862/posts

Gun Ownership Mandatory In Kennesaw, Georgia Crime Rate Plummets by Chuck Baldwin

The New American magazine reminds us that March 25th marked the 16th anniversary of Kennesaw, Georgia's ordinance requiring heads of households (with certain exceptions) to keep at least one firearm in their homes.

The city's population grew from around 5,000 in 1980 to 13,000 by 1996 (latest available estimate). Yet there have been only three murders: two with knives (1984 and 1987) and one with a firearm (1997). After the law went into effect in 1982, crime against persons plummeted 74 percent compared to 1981, and fell another 45 percent in 1983 compared to 1982.

And it has stayed impressively low. In addition to nearly non-existent homicide (murders have averaged a mere 0.19 per year), the annual number of armed robberies, residential burglaries, commercial burglaries, and rapes have averaged, respectively, 1.69, 31.63, 19.75, and 2.00 through 1998.

With all the attention that has been heaped upon the lawful possession of firearms lately, you would think that a city that requires gun ownership would be the center of a media feeding frenzy. It isn't. The fact is I can't remember a major media outlet even mentioning Kennesaw. Can you?

The reason is obvious. Kennesaw proves that the presence of firearms actually improves safety and security. This is not the message that the media want us to hear. They want us to believe that guns are evil and are the cause of violence.

The facts tell a different story. What is even more interesting about Kennesaw is that the city's crime rate decreased with the simple knowledge that the entire community was armed. The bad guys didn't force the residents to prove it. Just knowing that residents were armed prompted them to move on to easier targets. Most criminals don't have a death wish.

There have been two occasions in my own family when the presence of a handgun averted potential disaster. In both instances the gun was never aimed at a person and no shot was fired.
