INTERACTIVE RADIO:

Radio Talk Show,
Website, Magazine

Support Media- Absolutely interactive media. Radio talk
show where listeners call in and a website with chat and
forum features. All supported by a monthly magazine .

Crime Repori

Southeastern North Carolina’s indepth look at the crime and crime issues that effect us all

A tough, prot cum decorated
law enforcemeant officer, with
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22 years of service and over
1.700 arrests has something
to say 5 days a week,

Welcome to BlueLine Radio Online
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JACKPOT CRIME - an investigative report

CRIME SCENE

Marc Benson, host of
the Blueline Radio
Show, takes a hard
look at the ramifica-
tions of the illegal
video gaming estab-
lishments on our com-
munity and comments
on the lack of legisla-
tive support to enforce
existing laws.
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CRIME STORIES

* Pender County
arrests 4 in 10 kilo
cocaine bust

* New Hanover
County jailer has
court date in rape trial

* Wilmington Police
see increase in break
ins

« Brunswick County
captures murder sus-
pect

« Jacksonville Police
look for clues in dis-
appearance of woman

« State Highway

Patrol sees increase in

drunk driving on 1-40
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BOLO

Robert Jefferies want-
ed in connection with
assault and armed rob-
bery. Burgaw Police
need your help in
locating him.
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TUNE INTO THE BLUELINE RADIO SHOW SATURDAYS AT 5 ON 103.9 AND 106.3 FM




EDITORIAL COMMENTS- experienced professionals offer
comments and observations. Marc Benson will offer
monthly topical comment.
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EDITORIAL COMMENTS

WINKING AT
THELAW

The police and neighborhood
safety

by James Q. Wilson and
George L. Kelling

In the mid-1970s The State of
New Jersey announced a “Safe
and Clean Neighborhoods
Program,”
designed to
improve the qual-
ity of community
life in twenty-
eight cities. As
part of that pro-
gram, the state
provided money
to help cities take
police officers out
of their patrol cars
and assign them
to walking beats.
The governor and
other state offi-
cials were enthu-
siastic about
using foot patrol as a way of
cutting crime, but many police
chiefs were skeptical. Foot
patrol, in their eyes, had been
pretty much discredited. It
reduced the mobility of the
police, who thus had difficulty
responding to citizen calls for
service, and it weakened head-
quarters control over patrol
officers.

Many police officers also dis-
liked foot patrol, but for differ-
ent reasons: it was hard work,
it kept them outside on cold,
rainy nights, and it reduced
their chances for making a
“good pinch.” In some depart-
ments, assigning officers to

foot patrol had been used as a
form of punishment. And aca-
demic experts on policing
doubted that foot patrol would
have any impact on crime
rates; it was, in the opinion of
most, little more than a sop to
public opinion. But since the
state was paying for it, the
local authorities were willing
to go along.

Five years after the program
started, the Police Foundation,
in Washington, D.C., published
an evaluation of the foot-patrol
project. Based on its analysis
of a carefully controlled exper-
iment carried out chiefly in
Newark, the foundation con-
cluded, to the surprise of hard-
ly anyone, that foot patrol had
not reduced crime rates. But
residents of the foot patrolled
neighborhoods seemed to feel
more secure than persons in
other areas, tended to believe
that crime had been reduced,
and seemed to take fewer steps
to protect themselves from
crime (staying at home with
the doors locked, for example).
Moreover, citizens in the foot-
patrol areas had a more favor-
able opinion of the police than
did those living elsewhere.
And officers walking beats had
higher morale, greater job sat-
isfaction, and a more favorable
attitude toward citizens in their
neighborhoods than did offi-
cers assigned to patrol cars.

These findings may be taken as
evidence that the skeptics were
right- foot patrol has no effect
on crime; it merely fools the
citizens into thinking that they
are safer. But in our view, and
in the view of the authors of
the Police Foundation study

(of whom Kelling was one),
the citizens of Newark were
not fooled at all. They knew
what the foot-patrol officers
were doing, they knew it was
different from what motorized
officers do, and they knew that
having officers walk beats did
in fact make their neighbor-
hoods safer.

But how can a neighborhood
be “safer” when the crime rate
has not gone down—in fact,
may have gone up? Finding the
answer requires first that we
understand what most often
frightens people in public
places. Many citizens, of
course, are primarily fright-
ened by crime, especially
crime involving a sudden, vio-
lent attack by a stranger. This
risk is very real, in Newark as
in many large cities. But we
tend to overlook another
source of fear—the fear of
being bothered by disorderly
people. Not violent people,
nor, necessarily, criminals, but
disreputable or obstreperous or
unpredictable people: panhan-
dlers, drunks, addicts, rowdy
teenagers, prostitutes, loiterers,
the mentally disturbed.

What foot-patrol officers did
was to elevate, to the extent
they could, the level of public
order in these neighborhoods.
Though the neighborhoods
were predominantly black and
the foot patrolmen were mostly
white, this “order-mainte-
nance” function of the police
was performed to the general
satisfaction of both parties.

One of us (Kelling) spent many
hours walking with Newark
foot-patrol officers to see how

COMMENTS
By:
Marc Benson
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Broken window syndrome and
how it relates to Video Gaming
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In the mid-1970s The State of
New Jersey announced a “Safe
and Clean Neighborhoods
Program,” designed to improve
the quality of community life in
twenty-eight cities.
As part of that program,
the state provided money
to help cities take police
officers out of their patrol
cars and assign them to
walking beats. The gover-
nor and other state offi-
cials were enthusiastic
about using foot patrol as
a way of cutting crime, but many police
chiefs were skeptical. Foot patrol, in their
eyes, had been pretty much discredited. It
reduced the mobility of the police, who thus
had difficulty responding to citizen calls for
service, and it weakened headquarters con-
trol over patrol officers.

Many police officers also disliked foot
patrol, but for different reasons: it was hard
work, it kept them outside on cold, rainy
nights, and it reduced their chances for

making a “good pinch.” In some depart-
ments, assigning officers to foot patrol had
been used as a form of punishment. And
academic experts on policing doubted that
foot patrol would have any impact on crime
rates; it was, in the opinion of most, little
more than a sop to public opinion. But since
the state was paying for it, the local author-
ities were willing to go along.

Five years after the program started, the
Police Foundation, in Washington, D.C.,
published an evaluation of the foot-patrol
project. Based on its analysis of a carefully
controlled experiment carried out chiefly in
Newark, the foundation concluded, to the
surprise of hardly anyone, that foot patrol
had not reduced crime rates. But residents
of the foot patrolled neighborhoods seemed
to feel more secure than persons in other
areas, tended to believe that crime had
been reduced, and seemed to take fewer
steps to protect themselves from crime
(staying at home with the doors locked, for
example). Moreover, citizens in the foot-
patrol areas had a more favorable opinion
of the police than did those living else-
where. And officers walking beats had high-
er morale, greater job satisfaction, and a
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Cover Story- Investigative report on hot topics. These
reports will be backed up on the website and promoted

on the radio show.

INVESTIGATIO

JACKPOT CRIME

In your face!

“l had a woman call me and tell me that her husband had spent all their
money gambling it away at a video poker place. | told her that if he came in to
report it | would arrest him for gambling. What am | suppose to do? | do not
have the resourses to investigate these places.”

Sgt. Butch Morgan, New Hanover County Sheriff’s Department
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Hiding out in the open,
Wilmington has quickly
become a casino town

As part of that program, the state provided
money to help cities take police officers out of
their patrol cars and assign them to walking
beats. The governor and other state officials
were enthusiastic about using foot patrol as a
way of cutting crime, but many police chiefs
were skeptical. Foot patrol, in their eyes, had
been pretty much discredited. It reduced the
mobility of the police, who thus had difficulty
responding to citizen calls for service, and it
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Over 50 locations throughout Wilmington, these “speakeasy” type of
vidoe poker establishments have a edge over the law

weakened headquarters control over patrol
officers.

Many police officers also disliked foot patrol,
but for different reasons: it was hard work, it
kept them outside on cold, rainy nights, and it
reduced their chances for making a “good
pinch.” In some departments, assigning offi-
cers to foot patrol had been used as a form of
punishment. And academic experts on polic-
ing doubted that foot patrol would have any
impact on crime rates; it was, in the opinion of
most, little more than a sop to public opinion.
But since the state was paying for it, the local
authorities were willing to go along.

Five years after the program started, the




Topical Comments- news and comments regarding the
business of law enforcement

THE BUSINESS OF LAW ENFORCEMENT

ATUG OF WAR
THERE WILL BE NO TRUE WINNERS IN THIS FIGHT FOR RIGHTS

In the mid-1970s The State of New Jersey announced a “Safe and Clean
Neighborhoods Program,” designed to improve the quality of community
life in twenty-eight cities. As part of that program, the state provided money
to help cities take police officers out of their
patrol cars and assign them to walking
beats. The governor and other state officials
were enthusiastic about using foot patrol as
a way of cutting crime, but many police
chiefs were skeptical. Foot patrol, in their
eyes, had been pretty much discredited. It
reduced the mobility of the police, who thus
had difficulty responding to citizen calls for
service, and it weakened headquarters con-

trol over patrol officers.

Many police officers also disliked foot
patrol, but for different reasons: it was hard work, it kept them outside on

cold, rainy nights, and it reduced their chances for making a “good pinch.”

In some departments, assigning officers to foot patrol had been used as a

form of punishment. And academic experts on policing doubted that foot

patrol would have any impact on crime rates; it was, in the opinion of most,

H.
s b little more than a sop to public opinion. But since the state was paying for it,

the local authorities were willing to go along.

Five years after the program started, the Police Foundation, in Washington,
D.C., published an evaluation of the foot-patrol project. Based on its analy-
sis of a carefully controlled experiment carried out chiefly in Newark, the

foundation concluded, to the surprise of hardly anyone, that foot patrol had
not reduced crime rates. But residents of the foot patrolled neighborhoods
seemed to feel more secure than persons in other areas, tended to believe
that crime had been reduced, and seemed to take fewer steps to protect
themselves from crime (staying at home with the doors locked, for exam-

ple). Moreover, citizens in the foot-patrol areas had a more favorable opin-

BLUELINE RADIO'S CRIME REPORT|




