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Facts:  The exact facts of the case are not precisely set out. It is only known that this is an action against the city for alleged neg1igence of the city in refusing to furnish police protection upon her request.  Here the evidence shows that police were told of the actions of a disappointed suitor who made extravagant threats.  In addition, they were told of certain incidents which might be construed as activating those threats, though actual proof of the perpetration of those acts by the one threatening was lacking.  They were confronted with the fact that the person accused was a lawyer in good standing, and that when the plaintiff made a charge against him in court it was withdrawn on the hearing.  Although the officers did know of the threats made to the plaintiff, none of the threats were perceived as being serious.

Issue:  Was the city negligent in refusing to furnish police protection upon the request of the plaintiff?

Answer:  No.

Reasons:  The facts brought out in this trial do not show the presence of such imminent danger that extraordinary police activity was so indicated that the failure to take it can be deemed unreasonable conduct.  Additionally, the fact that complaints continued over a considerable period without active implementation by dangerous conduct, negate the contention that the failure to afford personal protection in excess of that accorded to members of the community generally was negligence.
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