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Citizens, elected officials, Atlanta police at odds 
over no-knock warrants 
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Atlanta City council member Ivory Young hosted a meeting on Jan. 10, 2007. The topics included the 
problems with no-knock Warrants and the DC6 statue concerning the unfortunate death of Kathryn 
Johnston, a 92-year-old woman in Nov. 2006.  
 
Many concerned citizens, community leaders, and Atlanta police officers were present to discuss the 
pros and cons of the no-knock Warrants and the DC6 Statue. Some of the panelists included Chief 
Richard Pennington and Major Joseph Dallas from the Atlanta Police Department, Raines Carter, the 
Municipal Court solicitor, Sen. Vincent Fort, Rep. 'Able' Mable Thomas, Dr. R.L. White, the President 
of the Atlanta Chapter of the NAACP, and H. Lamar Willis, a City council member.  
 
The death of Kathryn Johnson brings to the forefront about the issues with the Civilian Review Board. 
The Civilian Review Board's mission is to "review cases involving allegations of excessive use of force, 
serious bodily injury or death as a result of action by an officer of the Police or Corrections departments. 
"  
 
However, many citizens see the Civilian Review Board as a way to investigate wrong acts made by law 
enforcement, but that board has not met in several years. Former Mayor Campbell created this board in 
1996 because, in the past, the citizens of Atlanta could not be involved until the investigations were 
complete.  
 
City council member H. Lamar Willis stated, "We need to have a board that has true teeth and meets on 
a monthly basis." The board was only created to satisfy the concerns of citizens in 1995 when an 
unlikely gunfire between police and citizens were exchanged on Marietta Street. Is this another way of 
getting the public to settle down because it seems as though the city government is aware of their 
concerns?  
 
Moreover, if the Civilian Review Board did its job, it could investigate the problems with the incident in 
November with Johnston and how the "no knock" warrant was used recklessly.  
 
The area that Johnston lived is known as Zone 1. This zone is notorious for drug problems and many 
senior citizens in that area protect themselves by carrying a weapon. Carrying a weapon is a right 
protected in the Second Amendment, the right to bear arms.  
 
However, the Atlanta Police Department was convinced that a drug dealer named Sam lived at that 
residence. If law enforcement conducted their investigation of the residence, it would have seen the 
handicap ramp on the side of Johnson's house indicating an elderly person resided there.  
 
However an unwarranted invasion was done. Therefore, were the rights of the Fourth Amendment 
protected in Johnston's case? The Fourth Amendment states, "The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be 
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violated, and no warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized."  
 
The Atlanta Police Department supports that all evidence obtained did maintain that Johnston's house 
was the correct residence of this unknown dealer named Sam. Who should the people hold accountable 
for the unlikely incident: the police department, the judge who signed the warrant, city council members, 
or the mayor?  
 
Dr. R.L. White, the president of the NAACP chapter in Atlanta said, "No situation deserves a no-knock 
warrant. Perception is stronger than reality."  
 
Since this case involved drugs, the discussion of the law DC-6 was up for discussion.  
 
The DC-6 law states, "…the illegal sale or possession of alcoholic beverages or narcotics or dangerous 
drugs is practiced, allowed, or tolerated, for the purpose of or intent to engage in gaming or the 
purchase, use, possession or consumption of such illegal drugs, narcotics or alcoholic beverages."  
 
DC6 is a common tool to arrest criminals to upgrade them to a higher defense, however it is suspected 
that it is used improperly more often than used correctly. In 2006, there were 3,127 arrests for DC6 and 
2,779 were dismissed. So is this being used properly or a waste of time?  
 
As Major Dallas stated, "I will utilize every ordinance and state law to make neighborhoods safe." 
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