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TITL EVALUATION OF RESULTS OF OLEA GRANTS 68-39, 68-41, 68-43 AND
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GNUM: 68-39, 68-41; 68-43, 63-44
TYPE: Program/prOJect evaluatlons ’

ANNO: A LISTING AND EVALUATION OF FOUR OLEA GRANTS FROM 1967 TO
1969.

ABST: THE GRANTS WERE GIVEN IN THE AREAS OF LOCAL JURISDICTIONS ‘

COMPUTER INFORMATION SYSTEMS, AND COMMUNICATIONS. INCLUDED ARE

SAMPLES OF THE RESEARCH PERFORMED UNDER THE GRANTS. THE STUDIES
RELATE TO PROBLEMS EXPERIENCED DURING CIVIL DISORDERS.
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Grant #68-39
. 1

\

. Grantee: National League of Cities
“Amount: $1,113

. Dates: October 1967 to November 1967

Purpose:' A study of inter-local jurisdictions and their

relations and agreements for coordination of efforts .
' o ) . o

v 'in civil disorder emergencies.

o ol . - 1

Summary !

‘This was a rather weak report that discussed in

very, genéral terms the resources and éuthority of City,

t

‘State and Metropolitan governments infresponding to -

civil' disorders.

The report reiterated what already was known to all

' The Mayors of cities are in'charge of municipal

" agencies and take direct action.

vaernors have access to:.
County Lavanforcemeht'Offiders
lState PoliCe |
And under proper conditions, The Nationél Guard‘

.There are also Emergencnyowérs:

Martial Law

‘Declaration of State of‘Emergency. e
Emergency Curfew

:',This-report adds-nothing to our knowledge nor does

'.it assist in the'prevention'and’gontrol of riots.




EVALUATION SHEET

Grant # 68-39

l e .

Was the project plan substantially followed?
Yes, to a very superficial ektent.

Was the prejeetiinnovative?
No. |

Is is likely that the project had an impact on
the criminal justice system?

No. It reiterated the obvious;

Is it likely that the progect had a part in
reduc1ng or preventing crime? ’

No.

Would the project serve as a basis for similar
projects?

No.

Were questions or leads for further research
raised? -

No.

. Remarks.

‘This was a poor study. Not one new element was
uncovered. SRR
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L © Grant #68-41 (See #66-100)
» Grantee; Federal'Bﬁreau of Investigaﬁion
Amount: $295,000 |
pates:  7/1/67 to 6/30/68
_'?urpose: Continuation and expansion bf test effort on
| chmpuﬁer-assisted coastéto-coast information network
linking local and state“law(enfofcement agencies’with. '
National Crime Information CenterfAInformation'én
fug;tives, stolen cafs;iand_prbbérty, piﬁsvothgr filés -

- in development.
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. Grant #68-43

~

-Grantee: The Franklin Institute Research Laboratories

Amount: $18,000

Dates: February 1968 to April 1968

‘Purpose: Study and meeting of representatives of communicetions

industry and public agencies to consider single'emergency :

telephone numbers throughout the United States.

. Summary

A The conference, on Novemberel8, 1968, decided that there';-‘

should be two teiephbhe numbers, one for the police departmenﬁ,f

and ene for the fire department, to be posted on all public

~ telephone coin boxes. - The coin boxes should be able to reach

the department without the insertion of e‘ccin. In addition,

all calls should be automatically identified as to location

- and telephone numbers.

It was pointed out that as far back as 1917 the city of
Norfclk, Viiginia hadeone number for police, one for fire.

Also Japan is almost completely on that two number system and

. by 1970 the entirevsyetem will be automated.

The number 911 Was_discarded because the‘telephone com;e

panies did not have the technical capability to work out the -

 _ problems this would entail. They considered other numbersl

such as 333, 666, 999, 000. The number 000 seemed most likely

®e @




to satisfy_the'requirements; The conference called attention

‘to the need for more :eceiving and dispatch centers.

Acfﬁally, nothing was‘decided and there was a need for

‘further conferences.

Althou h a sihgle number seems an attractive device in
order that people in need can get through to police, the

introduction of such a number increases the number of calls

. so much that police department facilities, alreadybbvegloaded, |

would not be able to handle ‘this extra load.

. A more sensible approach would be to éonsiderftechniqueé

. for police departments like the St; Louis Police Department

that

handles the overload by "stacking” calls and assigning‘ 2

special cars to answer service calls.
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 EVALUATION SHEET
Grant # 68-43

1.

Was the project plan substantially followed?
- No.

- 2. Was the project innovative?
No.-

3
the crlmlnal Jjustice system?

Is is llkely that the progect had an 1mpact on
No{
4.

Is it likely that the project had. a part in
‘reducing or preventing crime?

No. B T
_5.h Would the pro;ect serve as a ba51s for similar
pro;ects°
No. :
6. ‘Were questlons or. leads for further research
“raised? o

No ’.

_Remarks.

'

The conference ended- 1nde0131vely by recommendlng
another conference.




_aGrant #68—44'

. Amount: $9,500

~link fof-inteliigence personnél.

|

~ Grantee: International Association of Chiefs of Police

~

 Dates: May 1968 to October 1969

Purpose: A survey of telécommunicafionsfin‘25 largest ciiies
'> @nd states) to aid federal governmént in determining whether

. telecommunications assistance is needed during severe

civil disorder.

~ Summary o _ S ;

A questionnaire was distributed io 25 largest éities'and their .

|

states. Then a conference was held on the subjects: Results of

|

' Questionnaire and Recommendation of Other Studies.

xThe'unStionnaire was returned by 16>Qf 25 cities and 11 of
17 states. |

© 1. 14 of 16 cities reported integrated emergency

- communication plans were now available.

‘2,,'Mos£ had'established a central command~facility.' Only -

6 éould establish a field command post.

3. There was a need for some portable radio'equipment, more -

telephone lines, more teletfpe, etc. .

4. Present capabilities in communication were inadequate in

5. There was a need for a separate protected communications

6. There was a need for more frequencies and channels.

7. There was a need for security.

Evaluation

. 'Surveys such as this are necessary and valuable..

e | e
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_the face of civil disorders. | F ' : | : //////
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EVALUATION SHEET =

. Grant #68-44

' hrg"Was the,projectdolan sﬁbstantiallY-followed?,
 Yes. L |
12;_1Was>the project innovative? s
. ,»No;.

3. Is is likely that the progect had an 1mpact on
' . the crlmlnal Justice system?

. No. i
- s »I

Is 1t llkely that the project had .a part in
‘reduCLng or preventing crime? ,__’:

No.

- Would the pro;ect serve as a ba51s for s1m11ar
_pro;ects°, . ~ :

No.
6. Were questrons or leads for further research
~raised? :
| No,‘
i‘Remarks;
4This was a straight forward questionnaire study that

~gathered data for the conference audlence to
work with.
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'APPENDIX

. : ’_ ' o Letter Accompanying the Questionnaire

" Dear

; The Law Enforcement Assistance Admlnlstratlon of the
Department of Justice has authorized the Georgetown University .
Law Center-Institute of Criminal Law and Procedure to assess
“the programs of the Offlce of Law Enforcement Ass1stance (OLEA)}

The result of this study may be used by LEAA to develop
"guidelines for the allocation of funds to varlous agencies
in the crlmlnal justice system.

Since you were associated with the project to which the

~questionnaire. is directed, your answers and opinions will be
- of great value to us. ~ :

- l - E . The Institute requests your cooperation in completing. the
o o - .attached questionnaire and returning it to us in the enclosed
. ; self-addressed envelope. Thank you.

~Sincerely,

e T - ST R g Arthur Niederhoffer
: ' ' o ' ' Research Director

" Attachment
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Gener 33, Ouestlonnalre sent to all Grantees

oLz ! PROJECT - o - TYPE

"~ All the. information needed in this questionnaire can be provided
- by a check or a brlef comment in the proper space. Where an
ff,ltem lists seve;al 90551ble alternatlves,-please cneck as ﬂany

Tas apnly.“ :

R Wnat was the pr1nc1pal goal of the progect°

i2,2; Is the project terminated?}.

b-iYes"-: SRR No-

-"_f3.;‘Were the funds granted,by OLEA sufficient to fu¥fill_théf; ;{'
. project goals? =~ 3 o o T

Yes 7 No

. 4. obtaining personnel for the project was' | -

©+ a. Difficult.
. b. ‘easy __ ,
C. 4ne1ther dlfflcult or easy

: ayS.ithre members of the faculty of a- college or unlverSLty
' “'>.:1nvolved in: thlS pLOJeCt :

‘a. at planning stage
Db. at implementation stage

“c.. at evaluation stage:
d. only as consultants

6. Was the contribution of the advisory committee

"ta;;eimportaht
. b.. negligible
" ‘c. neither a. or'b’;




T . b+ e A e s Bt

7.

SN
: _'the grantee that were involved in this project.” The .
. involvement should be substantial. For this purpose

7;:9.'?Were man*lty group communlty representatlves lnvolved 1n'

. this’ p*OjeCt in a oubstantlal cat:ac:.ty'>

“10.

j?Q‘; b.  probation-parole_.

What agency -oxr agenc1es of crlmlnal justice does- the’
pr1nc1pa1 grantee (or graatees) represent?

~a. police
" b.. provation-parole
. C. caurts :
.. d.- correction :
el prosecution oxr defense such as D A.!

~ or public defenders.

f. ‘criminal justice research agenc1es
" g. university groups
“h. Other (specify)_

Please check the agencies of criminal justice other than

do not include advisory commlttees._jy'

a. ;police

~&. courts

. d. corrections :
e. prosecutor or defense such as D A.,defenders eec.
f£. .criminal justice research agen01es L

. g. university group
'h..iohter (please specxfy)

. a. - at planning stage

. b, at implementation stage

- c. . at evaluation stage
d. as consultants'

“Was the contrlbutlon of thls progect to the fleld of
crlmlnal justlce

a. _of:greatevalue _
b. of limited value
c. ‘of no value _

G ek




‘What Was‘the major contribution or accomplishment?

fti15

C13L

Ahi  l4.}

' c.. an outside group

als;.

Wasthe response of the‘eﬁhjects"’
- a."enthusiaStic
» b. o luke warm P
. c. ~negative
Was the_contrlbutlon of the c)nsultants
a. . extremely helprul
© ' b." helpful
- c._'negligible - -

The'evaluatlon of the pro:ect Was ass1gned to 5n

- a.; a member of the progect team\ﬁ;

ﬂ.b.: 4 representative from a s1m11ar type of
" criminal justice agency o

. d. a university research group

ol e;y other (please specxfy)

Dld your pro;ect contlnue after the tennlnatlon date of the grant‘-

" Yes _ __ .No

'The new progect or. the proyect contlnulng after the
termlnatlon date was funded by R . R

o.'

B

- OLEA

- LEAA ; S

- State Crlmlnal Justice Plannlng Agency
Your own agency : SR

oo Ue

L.

.~ Other (please spec1fy)
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l7.b How long after the termination of the orlglnal progect e
dld the: present prOJect get under way :

, . -1 ‘0—6.month5’
o . b. 6 months - 1 year
i -~ el 1-2 years

'218. -As a result of the originalvprejeet were there any
~, a. . publications
e R b. carticles = . T -

'-’ff ... c. books ‘
| Lo Al - newspaper leports

t7PleaSe,desc:1be

. .19 Were any other OLEA progects helpful to you in your SR
IERE prOJect‘_ . . . o

~.a.. in planning
" b. in implementation
¢. in evaluation____
'd. -none

"ﬁ?ll'if'you'checked'a,-b; or c, please llst the pr03ects
' that were helpful to you. S

. ,20 Brlefly llSt the changes or dlfferences between the plaﬁ_t
’ in the apollcatlon and the completed pijeCt.  '




‘a.

b.
. c -

‘neither a nor b

generbusly granted, 
difficult to obtain

.o 2l1. ‘Guidance-and'cooperatien;from OLEA staff was .

22. The dissemination of the results and reports of'Your"
. project by OLEA to criminal justlce agenc1es ac:oss
“-“the natlon was , SR

Ta.

-

D
_'C.-

d.

very  thorough

"no knowledge

merely adequate
inadequate

’;23;f:The major dlfflcultles in thlS pro;ect were due to

.v,(please check as many.of the fOllOWlng ltems ae are o
lapollcable) : B

’-a.

D,

.Jf;c.'
Cal

r. e‘

.
AR AN

Jlacklof moneay

" lack of cooperation

clash of personalltles,
other - please specify _

lack of.proper space

lack of competent personnel__

political interference

lack of cowmunlty interest.
problems of bureaucracy

rﬁiL'You: name (please print) . . ;m-{i:f;jj_iizPositiQn

; h"Agency or Affiliation- ,A;,;?'_4A;*:Ys,ff“f[’_7_D

te.
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- Addltlonal Page for Pollce Department Plannlng,and

bi: 26. How maﬁy persons are ass1gned to the unJ.t'> o

- police departmeﬂt

Ca. develop progects on 1ts own 1n1t1at1ve .

Research Unlts

A

tPlease give the total number of personnel ln jour

e‘Please llst the three most 1mportant pro;ects the |

Plannlng and Research Unit has conducted w;thln 1970. -

DoeS‘the unlt

"J_b. - work only on projects as51gned to it by the top

28

admlnlstrators

'tWhat spe01al quallflcatlons a”e requlred for ap001ntment
- to -the unit? . :

'Ate any’ non-pollce personnel Wlth spec1al quallflcatlons

f»employed by the un1t°‘

CUIf yves. please give ngﬁber’andfdescriptioneof'background]7‘*

: v30.:

fDoes the unlt work in cooperatlon w1th a. college,

. Bt
,~'un1ver51ty. ov research orgam.zatlon'> h‘“

;an;a; College of runlver51ty _",*"tYesV - . No
[g::jb,; Outslde research organlzatlon Yes : __ .No _
A\‘, . . —re ;

A -2

N !
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I 7

The unit
. ';aQ ‘needs more highly tfained personnel = Yes_ No -
~ b. needs help from a college or university Yes_ . No
»_c.'fis-doing a good job without a'or b ~_Yes - No.:-

3

" b. long range problems

"The planning and research unlt should concentrate on -
(please ' check as many as are appllcable)

a. , theoretical research

c. - immediate. problens :
d. problems affecting only the police

Aife,s'problems that may be broad enough to 1nvolve

the whole. community,

- f.  only those problems aQSLgned to lt by hlgher

-authorlty
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‘[ Addltlonal Paqes for Correctlonal Tralnlng
Pr oje cts : :

B-1 .

g.The correctlonal 1n—=erv1ce tralnlng progec; should be .

a.  taught by personnel from your agency
. b.' taught by professionals from other agenc1es;_;__
':c.'-taught by - faculty. from college or . unlverSLty

Ladl taught by 1nma-es :

}];The best plan for such tralnlng is

' separaLe program in each agency |
- regional center to be responsible for tralnlng
“tralnlng center at nearby unlver51ty

. The meuhod of teaching that you would recommend is L
(please check as many of :the. follow1ng as are abpllcable) :

a.  lecture plus dlscuss1on
~b. lecture alone
C.  films and visual aids
d.  seminars "

T e. field observation

~'»yf.__ sensitivity-training type.of class

~l“i._‘claosroom 31mulatlon of practice .

©. 9. discussion of assigned cases and readlngs
..h.  examples of actual practice

:What educatlonal background do you consxder a. properl"
**quallflcatlon for correcclonal tralnlng of 1cers'> S

r,a. B A. .
- b. Masters:Degree -
~¢. Ph.D. Degree

‘What field of SLUdy is the nost sultable background for ‘
. the ‘training officer as preparatlon for teachlng correc-
',tlonal personnel’ . : :

- -a. . corrections

. b.  social work -
i c..  sociology

' d. -psychology

. e. public admlnlstratlon ~—w;l:
. Humanltles _ o




' none

B2 R T :
©29. What four groups in corrections need training most2 = - ]
~a. - diagnostic staff o 3
“b., ‘probation-parole R -
'c. custodial staff ' ; S
td. 0 staff concerned with youth or juvenlle 1nmates co S
‘e;f research-planning ce o -
_ .. £. supervisory : ‘ L N
~ Lol gy middle management A
77 h. top administrators PR
’ i. ~training staff ' SR
" 30.. What are the six most important areas that should be o 2
S '*lncluded in the tralnlng programs? SR ';////ﬁ
L a.'?Phllosophy of Corrections & 3
b. " History of Corrections
c. Characteristics of Offenders
d.~ Techniques of. Cantrolling Inmates
'~ €. 'New Developments in Corrections . : -
- £. . The Role of Corrections in the Crlmlnal Justlce Sjstem
~g;'fCoopera ion with other agenc1es : '
h. Legal Aspects of Cprrections
© 1. . Civil Rights of Offenders
©"j. Research Methods :
k. So¢ial Sciences’
‘1.  Behavioral Sciences .
. m. . Humanities L
'n. Criminology _
0.. Juvenile Delinguency
.. p. :Public Admninistration
- 31.. The training program should be :
AN af'-Short term workshops or institutes
- -"" b. . Series of lectures on selected tOplCS from tlme to tlme ;___
L el A continuing permanent program : : : :
- ~.d. A degree program w1thycollege credit
32. The evaluation of_thé'program'should be conducted by = -
‘a. participants in the program -
~_b. the agency research staff
Tav ~out81de group ' ’
d.




“'b. adequate -

B-3

The llterature pe tlnent to a good correctlonal
‘.tralnlng progran lS - S

a.',excellent

c.,‘inadequate

: What edacatlonal level would yvou advocaLe for correctlonal
2 pers>nnel7 , ' L

?a.. 2 years high school

ui;b."High School diploma

- c. College degree
'd."Masters degree~

H What are your. recommendatlons to 1mprove the fleld of

i

’f;correctlons°
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h © Additional Page for State Planning Committees .in Criminal ;‘
o oL Administration PR ' -

- Briefly deédribe the changés brought abdut‘by your.” ”
- program: - - ' o R ST

 Change in law

~Change in practice
Change in attitudes .
" Change in agencies or institutions
Change in policy L '

When the State Planning Agency was established under
LEAA after 1968, and replaced your committee, did .
. the leadership of the new agency: : SR
"a.  hire any of the personnel of your committee? Yes____No__ -

- If yes, how many and in what capacity? ST RREE

~ b.  Confer with members of your committee
. "C.  Take over, or continue your program

d. Use the same advisory committees.

€. " Use the same consultants

- Approximately what proportion of your program-wad -
. deveoted to each of the following criminal justice
agencies? - s : C L B
. a. police and law enforcement .
‘bo lcourts T T -
. €. probation and parole
'3:*d;%0correctionsﬂ—j adult
‘ﬁe.f‘correctiqnsbf¥ juvenile - B
-~ £.7 eriminal justice research organizations
-, 9.+ university centersfinte:ested‘in,theffield L

'*é}ih;i*legalfdefender agencies’




‘D

>,24.° The next great advances in pollce law enforcement w1ll _
" most likely be the result of the application of combuters
to the solution of pollce problems. Yes_ . - No

.f25;r The state of the'art in computer theory'and”practice is-
such that given time and money, computer experts at the
‘present time could develoo° ' :

a. solutions to most police system problems o
Ib.'151mulatlon models of the entire police depart—
‘ment and its work ‘ o
.. €. prediction models
d.  programs that will predict the occurrence of .
- crimes with respect to type, time and. place,
- to enable better crime prevention work by police
‘e. measurements of police efficiency both at the
" system level and at the individual-level"
f.' new concepts and. theories of police work

f26,' It would be feasible in large police departments to '@
' develop a team of pollcemen capable of :doing computerf QT"
research. ‘ - : S SPR :
Yes . 'No .

fc27.;-Tne'cost of a computer:system:for a criminaléjﬁStice;ageneygTN:
‘mt a. is‘excessive_consiaering”the benefitsf’t | '

'b.j-is moderate consideringuthe benefitst
‘ffa28:t;A.computerfsystem in a police'department,Would.probably;;v'“
| >c a;.:createfa‘feeling bf confidence.amonc poiicement

"b. create a feeling of aleniation among pollcemen

';~;c.yicreate llttle dlfference ln their response
A _ , b

‘,f;29:x A:computerrsystem-in ampolice‘deoartment:'

Cal’ would requlre extensive. tralnlng for police so. that
o they mlght be capable of benefiting fron lt
’ j’bl; would not requrre exten31ve tralnlng
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~Additional Page for Law Enforcement Operatldns-Improvement Programs:
E

In which of the foilowing‘aspects:of law enfotcement’didgﬁi
. your program have its greatest impact? (pleaoe cneck
" -as many of ‘the- fOllOWlng as are appllcable)

a. police mobility
b. police-community relations’

' c.. attitude of policemen
~d. command control and superv151on
© e. . training
. f. crime prevention
- g. police'communication‘

.. What criteria dld you ‘use to evaluate the effectlveness
;of youxr new procedure’

response tbgthis chanqe_in‘proceddre did,the:police:jef_f ,

f Cooperate VOldﬁtarilyu
-resist the change __
cshow some aoathy-toward,the change

‘this change adaneable for general use by ’all-depaxt-, 
‘ments7:_' LT DEIAPRERN ' o o
Yes o - +.No-

';1_If Xes)vbrieﬁldeeseribe the,possible'adaptations




. Additional Page for'Police—Communlty Relatlon Programs

250

‘ /é/?g |

24l

F

Did you model your police-communlty relatlons program after \

that of some other.police department° Yes _No

26,

b ;27.-.

’;»Ja. .have one comprehensrve program
b, have many separate plans,-'

If y_s, whlch pollce department program was your model

‘Does your police department have a'specialized Police~
Communlty Relatlons UnJ.t'> Yes No ' :

How many personnel are attached to. thls Un1t°"

Does the Unlt-

e

20,

- college or un1versrty°r Yes __ No

D ———

- About what pelcent of the total police” communlty relatlons
brogram or programs is devoted €o: - :

a.k“the pollce force ltself '
“b. :thecommunity in general
ol

specific groups within the communlty, as follows-W

" (please check as many of the following as are apollcable) '
1. youth _ . -—~ 3. junior high schools . S
. 2. minority groups __: . 6. elementary. schools

. 3. colleges - 7. "business. people"
4, hlgh schools .8: home owners'

Does the community relatlons unlt utlllze the resources of a l_ B

\

If yes, 1nd1cate in what way:

’ a. faculty as experts, 1nstructors, or lecturers

"b. research programs

- €. evaluation of the unit's program

. 30.

‘31,

~e. "students as participants

d. planning the program

‘What criteria do you use to evaluate your programs?

Please give a derlnltlon of pollce-communlty relations that .-
would be consistent with the police communlty relatlons
program of" your iepartment -
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’1. Aodltlonal Pages For Police Sc1ence Deqree Prquamsf

- a;"taught by regular college‘faculty
“b. taught by professional policemen

G

. The policejscience degree program‘should'be:;

| .. taught by those whocomblne a and b

25,

U 26.0 W
e ’Tﬁtor teachers. in- such a program-»~'

The best method of teachlng pollce science programs-

l(please check as many of the following as are_anpllcable)f

“.a.  lecture
b. lecture plus discussion
. ¢.. films and visual aids

- d. . computerized instruction
‘e. discussion of assigned cases and readlngs

- f. classroom s1mulatlon of actual practlce

'g. field observation

~~h. sens1t1v1ty—type class -

o

i. .seminar

1at educatlonal background do” you consxder most sultable;fT

PRREERI

ao BoAc )

. b. M.A.
c. Ph.D.

>1-28'  L

a..hpolice science

b. :criminal justice

- c. public admlnlstratlon';_a_
7 d. sociology :

. e. Psychology

"~ f. social work

What fleld of concentratlon ‘is most sultaole as a’ oacx—:a:‘

"jground for such a teacher?

g.. humanitieS'

L]

What degree of experlence in pollce WOrk do you conslder '

"~most sultable for such a teacher’ o

K a,g'none e
- " b. a short perlod
'f\g\\d.;'ac least five years

- ode at least ten years
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S a1
T #’to be:

~d. . a Pn D program

fa.f:voluntary w
b. required for admlSSlon to force

‘ £ e e | S ./é%f

G-2

' should the degree plogram be controlled or admlnlsteled
- by:’ 4 v . . ,

R the pollce department
. b. the college
S c. a comblnatlon of a.and b ___

_The most needed degree orogram at tne present time . lS' Lo

a. a3 year certlflcate
b. a 4 year degree program
C. ' a masters degree program

The police sc1ence degree program at sone level ought

R
'

.7 -e. 'required as qualification for promotion ,
o d. requlred for all members of the oollce agency

'C}32.;

a. easy to obtain
b. difficult to obtain

‘Teachers who are quallfled to teach 1n such a program _f_'
. are: - Do : :

c. neither a - nor b

.iDegree programs ought not to beach practlcal or applled
-.courses; these courses should ‘be taught at the pollce
g academj.ﬁ-._Yes o ,

V_No

Pollce recrult ‘training ought to be taken over by the o

‘,‘ﬂcollege that ‘provides the agency W1th 1ts degree program-

R

‘Q{O‘U’ﬁ.

a
~.b.. adequate
¢. inadequate __

. "to some extent

. “to a large extent
all

. not at all_

The@llterature 1n the fleld of pollce sc1ence iss

..'excellent




36,

@

An associate degree in Pollce Sc1ence should be the
" minimum requlrement for:

, -ap901ntment to a police force
“b. az special: assignment within the pollce rorce
~such as detective or youth work
_c;'\promotlon to hlgher tank within the police force
-37. " The major problems in the fleld of pollce sc1ence are
-~ the lack of: : :
°-(pleaee cneck as many of the follOW1ng as are. appllcable)’
a.r»competent teachers::
~b. well-developed police science degree programs
- e. ‘facilities for mounting such programs
~d. interest among policenmen
. e. well-defined subject matter
f.. college level 11terature
- g. money - o S :
- -h. support by pollce department admlnlstrators e
38;j,What are ehe 1mportant areas tnat should be 1ncluded in
... police science degree programs? (please check aa'manvv,
- of the following as are appllcable) ;.fff;, » '
. a. philosophy of pollce worx
'b. history of police ‘
(VU Ce  “human behavior :
Coud. characteristics of offenders
~e.. 'new developments in police work,
" “f.  techniques of control:
, ';g."role of police in the crlmlnal justlce systen
"' h... civil rights
"i... legal aspects of police work
-j. changing role of police ‘
. k. police~-community relatlons QUL
. 1. research methods-. - -~~~ .ttenTesn
‘* ‘m.  public admlnlstratlon i ' /
“n. social sciences__ . 5 “
., O.. behavioral sciences - :
. 'p. humanities__ . -
+ g.  criminology. ninE S,
r.' juvenile delinquency
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. o 39 . Evaluation of the program should:_'be undert‘ak’eh'bﬁy:" -

~a. participants in the program - Sl

- b. 'research staff of the college or pollce de-'
RV partment concerned - : '
el outsmde lesearch group __

 :40;5 About how many students were in the program in the e
R academlc year of 1969~- ’970'> . R

f 41. About how many students are exneeted to reglster forj:ee
- . . the program 1n Pall 19702 - :




Addltlonal Page for State Law Enforcement Standards and d‘w
s -~ Tralnlnq Comm1s51ons ’ o

—

H

_24.f_As a result of your efforts were law enforcement standards
o 'establlshed for- ’ : . .

‘a. recruitment. - . Yes __.____ - - No.

. b.  appointment . Yes __ . . No
. c. promotion . . Yes ___ '~ . No
4. training. @+ Yes ______. . 'No ]

'25. Were these standards:_"

a. local + - . Yes ___.__  No
"b. state wide 7 Yes ___ . No ___
c.' . voluntary = .Yes - No :

-26. Did the State Legislatﬁre‘pass ailaw making your
.. reoommended standards - a legal requlrement for: all pollce
*'1,-,caV1d:|_dates‘> ~ : - R

Yes o No"

'l‘ff27.lfAbout how many departments in your state have adooted e
“~3ﬁ3these staadards’ : S

/e728lf'How‘do.candidates meet?the'reqqirements?
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/

p.'3z “amazing" should read marked {(bottcm of nags)

th
¢

o ' o :
p.-41 “66%" should read 63% (bottom of page)

p. 136 fl9dO“ should read 1913 (5 lines from & ttem.
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wholly by chance. A primary %nfluenc- waz pfo beply the title o the

b

ACF”ﬁLaW Enforcement Aseistancc Aee. Anothcriimbo:tant factaé wa s
the constant emphasis upon law.eﬁforCeéeet and nolice az the frent
line of‘defense against'crime. This is a majbr.theme of the Pre-
sident's crime iessages. i

A majority of the grant applications subnitted were heavily

concentrated in law.enforcement, rather than other areas of cri~

3]

&

minal justice. There were certain sources for this pattera of
allocation of which we must be cognizant.. The £irst reflects

the President's Crime COmm1s510n estemate of the anount of mecney
spent nationally in criminal justice. This estimate was 66% Zfcz
' - ' a o 3/

bollce, 25% for corrections and 9% for courts and pros ecutions.

An earlier 1965 study in New York-indicated that New York State

soeﬁe 70% for pollce scrv1ces, 6% for courts and prosecutions,‘23%

'for corrections, and 1% for mi cellaneous aux1*1ary services..

These two cost studies played a significant role in the

o

similarity of 63%

allocaticn plans of the-OLEA.

v

CLEA furnds for police and 6&% natxonal ‘funds for police--as indi-

.cated by the President's Crime Commission--seems almost.impoSsible

‘tofaehieve~except_bY,design.

-~

8/ The Challenge of: Crl e in a Free Society. The Report of th
President's Commission on ‘Law H1L0“cement aﬁd Administrat
of Justice (Washlngton, D. C., U S Gove”nmeﬁt Printing OZ
1967}, p. 34. : :

-
44

H| IJ' (D
t+ O
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- In summary, OLEA emerges as a small organizatiocn composed of
’Anofmore,than'lS professional-and’10€secretarial positions. It

: '_operated under the belief that lt was a temnorary cxoedle“t soon;l o
e L : : R R . o .
gﬁv~{to be replaced bv ar larger adeﬁgy.; It was Herassed by 2 no ile .
T b g i
“'." v..“ B g J X i‘!‘ﬂk(wwzv' P T ¥ ', e
O ugappropriations committee that cfused to 1ncrease its-bu’get., T

1}ZLsuperv181on, or‘cbnt ol over the organlzatlon, aamlnlstratlo“,
'ff,or oersonnel of any local pollce force.‘ Taken.literally—this coculd

L have-emasculated_thelprogram. It may have resulted in. a watchdcg

'tto_uhdertake these}projects. ‘At‘the least, it meant that.oT

- had to be careful not to get too actlvely 1nvolved in px oJec

.

VAnd lt responded nece55a -ily to exter rnal- polltlcal pressur es, in- .

jternal bureaUCratic‘tensions, and natlonal crises in the form'ofj;'-i

..riots and incredsing crimé, . . 1 . o o K

Méreovér,"Sectioﬁ‘?hof the‘LEA Act prohibited any directioﬁ;_

..

atmosphere which prphibited OLEAifrom etimhlating_local agencies

b
,l;l
N

Y
el 4

The-money granted to OLEA constltuted a ma ndate to spené it

and toward the end of a scal year there was an annual ax ive to

RS . o - . 4

distribute that money. Only-by this complete‘exhauStion of funds
could OLEA aspire to Iarger sums the next fiscal vear. This mav

rot have engendered an .atmosphere conducive to objective evaluation -

of projccts.

:Obviously, OLEA favored police'agenci s over other parts of th

Sl
]

({]

~crimi nal justlce SJStem, ‘as the Y figure starkly reveals
. ; ) ,;:’ » ) ,‘ - uf.hu;,g* - et C. B N :
. ‘ . ) ' _— .




unrealistic to cxp ct that OLEA's ecrorts ‘would rezult in

. observable reductions in crinme.

Q

1

that was ille gal or adbusi ve, Was

U‘.
W

crimes than in the past. It was the efcr

~ Similarly, police~cummun1tj ”elatlon " projects funded

:oup tension. It is not easy to measure ;such tension.

ension varies accc:ding co a variet y of social factors

' most of which are beyond the contru& of the police. It

pclice duty, performed in the most circumspect courtecus

- Lol TR
i @ e ;Jsil

.o

manner, by a well educated policeman with a Ph.

chology or sociology, may just as well cause-a rict in <he

chetto. In fact, police action, not_necessar'ly action

0]
o
0
O
14}
(o1}
i1
O

found to be the
' -~ L * o . —
freguent cause of riots from to 1963 . Is 1t Za:irx

to say then that police-community relations prcgrams Zaile

if there was a- riot? And if we do say this, oug‘t we act

gually scrupulous to observe the converse and vpraise

‘the project when no riot has occurred?

ieberson and Arnold R. Sllve:mau, "The Precipi-
b »

v L
and Underlving Condltlons of Race Rlots, - Americen
Soc1olog1cal Rev1ew, Vol -oO (Decembec 65) p. 88S.

nay . well be cbat unccr thcce cond1c10us a TegaT y reguilired -

9]
ot

i
R
t
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