i

_;:A

£ $ A

.
P

A AN

S
N

"No man is above the
law and no man is below
it; nor do we ask any
man’s permission when
we require him to
obey it.”

—Theodore Roosevelt
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MESSAGE FROM

A NOTED AMERICAN PHILOSOPHER once ob-
served, “Every form of government tends to per-
ish by excess of its basic principle.” And
history bears him out. The decay of a republic
begins when its citizens turn liberty into license,
responsible freedom into irresponsible indul-
gence, respect for law into defiant disobedience,
and indignant concern into apathetic indifference.

This decay certainly cannot exist in an open
society which is governed by an informed, moral,
and energetic citizenry. It can and will exist
in the United States if we refuse to face the total

icture behind the facts and figures and contin-
ally find naive excuses for deliberate acts of
greed, lust, and avarice.

When we remember there is a murder every
hour in the United States, let us also remember
the heartless apathy of those who do not want to
get “involved”; when we read there is a forcible
rape every 21 minutes, let us also recall the hood-
lum who is judicially tapped on the wrist and
allowed to return to the streets; when we remem-
ber there is a robbery every 4 minutes and a
burglary every 25 seconds, let us also think of the
hard-working citizens who are forced to close
their businesses because of repeated criminal acts
against their private property; and when we try
to visualize the suffering caused by the more than
3 million serious crimes last year, let us under-
stand that volume of misery is borne by hundreds
of thousands of human victims and their families.

Law enforcement is a relatively easy job in a
totalitarian country. There, the law is what a
few people in power say it is, and police may
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THE DIRECTOR

“legally” do any act which will sustain the rul-
ing group or further their policies. In a demo-
cracy, law enforcement is a tremendously difficult
and an increasingly complex task, operating in
the total range of human conduct, yet subject to
the delicate balance between individual freedom
and community security.

The framework of our government did not just
“happen”; it grew from blood, sweat, and tears.
Nor were the Constitution, the Bill of Rights, and
the Declaration of Independence produced from
the chance scribblings of men practicing part-
time citizenship. Never before in history was a
nation blessed with more talented men exercising
such fantastic intellectual precision in formulat-
ing basic tenets which guarantee freedom under
law.

Law Day, USA, is indeed a time for rededica-
tion to the principles which make freedom under
law possible. May 1, 1967, is the 10th anni-
versary of this special day which has been set
aside by the Congress and the President to remind
all Americans of their magnificent heritage.

The theme of Law Day, USA, “No man is
above the law, and no man is below it,” is particu-
larly apropos for law enforcement which must
insist that any violation of law be promptly and
impartially investigated without apology to any-
one, regardless of who or what may be involved.

Our commitment to the principle that all men
are created equal demands no one be below the
law; and let those who seek to be above the law
know that their schemes will be defeated and ex-
posed by a vigilant law enforcement profession.

: Moaren

JonN AR Hoover, Director.




EDWARD F. COX

Fairfax County, Va.,
Police Department

Er several years the Fairfax County
Police Department has had a very
active safety program in the county’s
elementary schools. However, this
service did not extend to the second-
ary schools.

Two years ago Maj. William L.
Durrer, Chief of the Fairfax County
Police Department, decided to do
something about this problem and as-
signed me to work with the students
of the 17 high schools in the county.
Since we had very few guidelines
(from other programs) to follow,
Major Durrer permitted me to develop
the program the way I felt it would be
most effective.

Interscholastic Safety Committee

As a beginning, we held a safety
conference of student leaders from all
of the area high schools. Emerging
from this conference was a determined
desire to form an interscholastic
safety committee composed of two
students from each school to serve
on the committee with me during the
year, to help coordinate safety activ-
ities, and to provide ideas for safety
programs. If the program had done
nothing else, just the forming of this
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A Conscientious

Student

committee would have made it worth
assigning an officer to this type of
work. Students who had only a gen-
eral interest in safety when appointed
to the safety committee by their stu-
dent government are now very active

Traffic Safety Program

These

in student safety programs.
student leaders will someday be adult
leaders in our community with a
knowledge of traffic safety problems
and a desire to do something about
them.

Students show a keen interest in a driver's safety test given by the author, Omcov.
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At the end of the first year of the
mittee’s existence, I had seen
ese students plan and administer a
metropolitan area safety conference
and initiate many safety activities
within their schools. All of the jun-
ior class members of the committee
went to the National Students’ Safety
Conference at the University of Wis-
consin, where they shared their ex-
perience with students from all over
the country. Two of our students
were elected to the Board of Direc-
tors of the National Student Safety
Association.

Scoreboards and Displays

Some of the safety activities in the
high schools span the entire school
year while others are short-term activ-
ities. Just to keep safety in the minds
of the students, we have built and in-
stalled traffic safety scoreboards in
each school’s cafeteria. On those
boards we list all the schools and

w the number of traffic accidents
and traffic arrests that students from
each school had during the previous
month. We also survey each school
to find out how many licensed drivers
it has, so that we can work out a
student-accident-arrest ratio, which is
posted on the scoreboard. The school
with the best ratio at the end of the
year is given a large trophy. We
get the necessary information by ask-
ing every officer in our department to
list on the accident report the name
of the school attended by any student
involved in a traffic accident. He also
puts the name of the school on the
copy of any summons for booking.
The three town police departments
within the county and the police de-
partments of adjacent jurisdictions
also furnish us the same information.

During the school year I set up a
safety display mounted on a “safety
wagon” and a driver-testing device on
a trailer pulled behind the wagon.

—w i :
.s display is taken to a home foot-
-
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ball game of each school. During
the winter another display and test-
ing device that can be carried inside
are set up for at least one home
basketball game at each school. By
setting up the displays and tests in
this atmosphere, I believe the students
feel more at ease around me, get to
know me, and accept any safety advice
that I might offer. In addition to
the display and test, safety pamphlets
are available free of charge to the
students.

During the winter months lectures
on traffic safety and driver attitudes
are given at all of the county’s ninth
grade driver education classes. This

Maj. William L. Durrer, Chief of Police.

means, in order to get to all of the
classes, I must spend at least two full
days at each school.

Driver education is a required sub-

. ject for all ninth grade students, and

the teachers feel that it is beneficial to
have an officer talk to the classes. The
question and answer period is a good
way for the students to get closer to
the officer. Good, honest answers
from the officer show that traffic is a
problem that should be tackled to-
gether. This is why I prefer to talk
to students who are just starting out
in safety education in the classroom.
In large groups you can lose their at-
tention. I also share a list of safety

films that are available from both
the police department and the school
board library. This list and a list of
safety pamphlets available from dif-
ferent companies throughout the Na-
tion are sent to all driver education
teachers in the county.

Safety Week

Each school has a Safety Week
during the year. To get this event
started, I plan the school’s Safety
Week program, meet with student gov-
ernment leaders, service club presi-
dents, and interscholastic safety com-
mittee members of the school. To
enlist their aid in the program after
the planning period, I meet separately
with the boys’ and girls’ service club
members at one of their regular meet-
ings.

On a Friday or Saturday night be-
fore the Safety Week begins, I take
seven of the students from the school
on what, for lack of a better name, I
call a Teen Ride for Safety. After
getting written permission from the
parents, I pick up the students at their
homes at approximately 8 p.m. in the
police safety wagon. After all of the
students are together, I explain some
of the radio signals and give students
a Teen Ride for Safety nameplate so
that they will be recognized during
the evening as members of the ride.

We then respond to the scene of any
current accident so that they can see
firsthand the great amount of work
and trouble an accident causes for the
police, the rescue squad, and the peo-
ple involved. If anyone is hurt in
the accident, I take the students to the
emergency room of the hospital to
show them the concern of the people
there for the victims. The students
also go on a tour of police headquar-
ters with me.

Toward the end of the evening, we
all go to a drive-in, which has offered
the students a snack. While at the
drive-in, we talk about the events of
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the evening as related to their upcom-

g Safety Week program and go over

nal plans for the week. At the end
of the ride, at approximately 1 a.m.,
all of the students are returned to
their homes.

To kick off Safety Week, we have
a safety assembly. During the assem-
bly a member of the girls’ service club
explains the part of Safety Week they
are running, then a member of the
boys® service club explains their part
of the week’s activities. The students
also put on funny and serious safety
skits. Then slides of local crashes
involving teenagers and a safety movie
are shown. Finally, students are en-
couraged to take part in the Safety
Week activities. Safety displays and
testing devices are also set up in the
cafeteria during lunch periods each
day. The service clubs put up safety
posters all over the school and make
daily announcements over the public
address system.

A brake reaction demonstration is

t on for part of the student body
one afternoon of the week. For this
demonstration we mount a gunlike
device on the front bumper of a car
and then drive it at 20 miles per hour,
30 miles per hour, and 40 miles per
hour, and skid the car to show the
students brake reaction distance and
total stopping distance at the different
speeds.

Other Activities

A teenage safe driving Road-E-O
sponsored by the Junior Chamber of
Commerce is also run for 2 days of
the week. An obstacle course is set
up for the students who want to par-
ticipate during their study hall pe-
riods. A local car dealer furnishes
the car used in the Road-E-O. Four
winners from each school compete for
a school trophy and a chance to go to
the State Road-E-O.

The boys’ service club helps set up

" ‘ Road-E-O and gives out applica-
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Students pay close attention to the harsh realities of reckless driving as depicted in exhibits
mounted on the ‘‘safety wagon.”

tions for it during lunch periods.
They also run a program in which
boys get their friends back-seat-driv-
er’s licenses.  On the back of the
license there is a set of rules to remind
the girls of their responsibility on a
date to see that the car is driven
properly.

The girls’ service club sponsors the
Date Approved Safe Driver bumper
sticker program. Each day during
lunch periods, the girls give out appli-
cations for the stickers. A girl must
recommend a boy for the sticker and
sign the statement saying that she has
ridden with the boy and that, in her
opinion, he is a safe driver. The boy
then signs the form, stating that he is
going to try to live up to the girl’s
recommendation. On the back of the
application, there is a safety test of
10 questions which the boy must take
and pass. His girl is then given the
Date Approved Safe Driver bumper

sticker to give him to put on his car.
Girls are encouraged not to date any
boy on the weekend following Safety
Week who does not rate a sticker.

Conclusion

All of these things are admitted
gimmicks, but with these gimmicks we
are making these young people think
of traffic safety and are beginning to
make safe driving become an accepted
way, not the square way, of doing
things in the eyes of their fellow stu-
dents. These young people already
have a great deal of traffic safety
knowledge from their driver education
classes, television, etc. All we have
to do is keep reminding them of the
importance of using this knowledge.
Thus, not only will they increase their
chances to grow up, but will grow up
to be much safer drivers than their
parents ever had a chance to be.




Front view of police department wing.

Hainm City, Fla., an agricultural
community of 11,000 people, is lo-
cated in the heart of the State of

Florida. Its old municipal building,
which included the police and fire de-
partments and the city administration
offices, was originally constructed as
a schoolhouse over half a century ago.
The building was probably satisfac-
tory as a schoolhouse when con-
structed, but as of 1965 it was totally
unfit for a municipal building or a
police station.

I shudder to think what some visi-
tors thought of our city after seeing
our former administration building
and police department complex. But
today, when visitors stop to seek in-
formation or directions, I know how
they feel. Many wonder, I am sure,
why their police facilities at home are
not as appealing as our new structure.

Law enforcement facilities today
should not be housed in unattractive
structures. We have passed the day
when our sole responsibility was to
make arrests. Policemen are walking
reflections of their communities, not

only to those who pay their salaries,
but to the countless persons passing
through. The quality of an adve:
ing sign largely depends on its lo
tion, for it must be seen to be effective.
So it is with a police station.

A police station and jail are more
than a place where officers receive in-
structions and prisoners serve their
sentences. A police station should
be a credit to a community, and the
people working in it must have the
respect and trust of the public. Often
the governing body of a city takes an
indifferent attitude. Sometimes they
forget the importance of morale of
officers walking or riding in the lonely
hours of night.

This is not to say or imply that ef-
fective law enforcement could not be
carried on from a one-room shack be-
side a highway or busy street, but bet-
ter law enforcement can be achieved
from an attractive station which will
affect the mental attitude and morale
of those responsible for it. Within
a few short months the effectiveness of

our department has increased tenfo
.
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not only because of deserved pay
.Hes, but as a result of a new struc-

e where the space and atmosphere
are conducive to good work.

Our department with 15 men was
formerly housed in 3 rooms. A clerk
and dispatcher occupied one room
containing a dozen file cabinets. The
other two offices were occupied by my-
self, two lieutenants, assorted bits of
evidence, lockers, weapons, sound
equipment, and various other items
found around a police station.

Planning and Research

Whenever we brought someone in
for interrogation following arrest, or
when people came in to discuss a con-
fidential matter, we had to close off a
room. Naturally, this meant inter-
ruptions when officers had to enter to
obtain equipment and records.
Thanks to our city commission, our
department no longer suffers from
such problems.

fter months of discussions with

al agents and planners, our com-
missioners decided it was time to
abandon the old schoolhouse city hall
and build a structure to meet the needs
of our growing city. The commis-
sion decided unanimously to enter
into a bond campaign for a $1,000,000
improvement program.

After selection of the architect,
there were endless hours of consulta-
tion between him and the building
committee. He researched the jail
question thoroughly. He visited
other cities, saw their jails, and re-
viewed the articles in the FBI Law
Enforcement Bulletin describing new
police facilities in other communities.

With our limited budget, our goal
was to construct a building which
could serve as a city hall with its vari-
ous departments, a jail, and a police
station. At the same time, we were
aware that one day we would need a
separate police building and that the

would have to be transferred to
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the new structure. Therefore, the cells
had to be designed so they could be
converted into other municipal facili-
ties at a later date.

Now we have a structure that is a
credit to our city. Our department
and jail are housed in a wing sepa-
rated from the main building by a hall
and a courtyard. The building of
poured concrete faced with brick is on
the main thoroughfare of our city.
People going to work, school, church,
or play have to pass by it, and we feel
they do so with pride.

In our department there is ample
room to carry on investigations, make
reports, and perform the routine
chores of an enforcement agency. In
planning the new city hall, the city
commissioners realized that in about
15 or 20 years the police department
would require a building of its own.
With this in mind, the iron bars,
bunks, and plumbing in the four-
person cells were so constructed that
they can be dismantled and reinstalled
in the future facility. When this oc-
curs, the vacated police area will be

converted to house the expanded engi-
neering, water, and street departments.

Our jail is not plush in the true
sense of the word. The steel bunks,
mattresses, and blankets are far from
elaborate, but the cells are well venti-
lated, adequately illuminated, air con-
ditioned, and clean. The plumbing is
metal and the fixtures are the inde-
structible type. The high ceilings and
low bunks were planned to prevent a
prisoner from harming himself.

The booking area is an attractive
shade of green with contrasting white
laminated counters. Bright colored
chairs and tropical foliage complete
the interesting decor. The room is
spacious and does not convey a feeling
of confinement.

There are offices for interrogation,
private offices for department heads,
an equipment room, and a squad room
with a locker for each officer. A
“tank™ permits observation from the
outside where the controls are located.
In all, we have a total of 6,215 square
feet and room to house adequately
38 prisoners.

Twelve uniform officers of the Haines City Department.




The large meeting room where municipal court is conducted.

In addition to these operational fa-
cilities, we share a large meeting room
with the city commission for conduct-
ing municipal court.

The businesslike yet pleasant atmos-
phere of the department dispels some
of the inherent fear people have for
policemen and police stations. We
have noticed especially the improved
attitudes of our repeater juvenile of-
fenders. Even the most surly crook
seems subdued by the overall effect of
space, color, and cleanliness.

After each city commission meet-
ing, our department invites the com-
missioners and taxpayers present to
the department area for a social visit.
There we engage in discussions on a
variety of topics. From this vantage
point they can witness some of the de-
partmental functions as assignments
are made and arrested persons are
booked. Our office is open to any
taxpayer caring to visit. Our radio
log and jail records are readily avail-
able to all citizens.

Our city administration is very
cooperative with the press. Each
month a complete report of activities
is made available to them. The press

is free to discuss any matter with any
employee and has enjoyed this privi-
lege for several years. Three daily
newspapers, a weekly, and a radio sta-
tion cover all municipal affairs. We
find by and large that newsmen are
trustworthy, considerate, humane, and
dedicated to their work. We have
learned to take the criticism with the
praise and strive to merit the latter.

The press has helped us get our
story across to the public. We still
seek more improvement and progress,
but with limited tax dollars, we be-
lieve we have an adequate facility
from which we can better serve the
public.

The public seems to be impressed
with our new image. Often a travel-
er’s visit for information or directions
is the only recollection he will have of
our city. We intend to make it a
favorable impression. We are proud
of our building, for it is pleasant and
functional. The entire complex has
improved the outlook and perform-
ance of the city employees. And
equally important is the fact that this
new building instills in the public a
feeling of pride and accomplishment.

AS SEEN FROM ABOVE

Businessmen in a western city
installed an electronic device to help
combat the serious problem of pilfer-
ing and shoplifting in their places of
business. The device is a closed-cir-
cuit television unit or automatic
picture camera which records any-
thing occurring within 200 square
feet.

The units can be set for either TV
monitoring or for “still” picture tak-
ing. If the unit is set for stills, the
camera can be adjusted to take pic-
tures as often as desired. It usually
operates at the rate of one picture
every 10 seconds and will operate for
70 hours with one loading. These
cameras have an electric eye that ad-
justs to different light intensities and
enables the camera to take pictures of
anyone breaking in during the night.

The camera, with its five lenses pro-
truding in different directions, is
usually placed on the ceiling of the
room it is to monitor.

In this wam
can be used to protect the owner fr .

theft by employees as well as from
shoplifters.

Although the unit can be installed
for as little as $150 per year, many
are rented for approximately $12.50 a
month.

SarPhake Cch Comded -3°06b
W3-H%290-44

A SHOT IN THE DARK

An Anchorage resident, during a
recent sleepless night, heard unusual
sounds emanating from his garage.
He seized his Polaroid color camera,
tiptoed to the garage door, and shot
a picture of the unidentified nocturnal
visitor who was in the process of steal-
ing power tools from a workbench.
The intruder fled and the resident
turned the photograph over to the
police who began investigations to
identify the burglar from the evidence
subr):itted Pz the alzr? .\g(_:t(ir‘n’.
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University of Arizona Campus, Tucson, Ariz.

An Academic Approach
-to Police Service

LT. FRANCIS R. KESSLER

Tucson, Ariz.,
Police Department

ay 1967
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A great deal of thought and dis-
cussion has been devoted to upgrad-
ing police service. All too often, how-
ever, no action ensues, and proposals
are filed and forgotten. When a train-
ing program is thought to be worth-
while and necessary, it generally takes
the form of increased recruit class
time or, less commonly, inservice or
presergeant instruction.

Formal police training is but the
beginning, for it only provides a
foundation from which the individual
must broaden his background in many

9




varied fields of knowledge. Police
work is constantly becoming more in-
volved and varied, and many of its
present problems were nonexistent
only a few years ago. These problems
now occur more frequently—often on
a daily basis.

Our chief of police, Bernard L. Gar-
mire, has said, “As police work be-
comes more prominent in the minds
of the public as a profession, it will
be most important that the members
of that profession are capable of rising
to the occasion and accepting the re-
sponsibilities that accompany the rec-
ognition.”

Assistance From Educators

Realizing that part of the answer
rests with formal education, Chief
Garmire enlisted the aid of profes-
sional educators from the University
of Arizona. Dr. F. Pendleton Gaines,
dean of continuing education, and Mr.
Luke Darcy, a member of Dean
Gaines’ staff and a former FBI Agent,
discussed with us the possibilities of a
university-conducted curriculum for
police officers. As a result of these
conferences, Mr. Darcy and I were
assigned to work out a suitable pro-
gram.

Chief Garmire requested not just
a few random courses of specializa-
tion, but a complete curriculum
leading to a 2-year degree in law
enforcement. The classes were to be
conducted by university professors at
the police campus, and class times
were to be so distributed that a variety
of subject offerings would be available
to any officer desiring to take advan-
tage of this educational opportunity.

Above all, we wanted a program
which would result in an increased
individual growth, not only in knowl-
edge but also in a sense of respon-
sibility and a mature outlook toward
life and the public whom the officer
serves. Consistent with this program
is the belief that in a few years a col-

10

New classroom facility on the 100-acre Tucson police campus.

lege education will be as necessary for
police service as a high school diploma
is today.

While deciding on the content of
the courses, we made an attempt to
be consistent with the basic university
philosophy that students should have
a broad exposure to many subjects in
addition to their own particular spe-
cialized field. After several meetings
we established ‘the following curricu-
lum:

Required courses—first year

Psychology la
Accounting
English 1
English 8 (Report-Writing)
Social Administration

Units
IEEVONOIoEyE I he =t St e e T 3
Introduction to Law Enforcement __ 3
EABHBH Dt s patatiegatilon s 3

Required courses—second year

KEONONIICE A et ares ey o s
Government 2
Police and Law Enforcement ______
Ticonomics:2b watuec ot b oo
GOVETTmMent- 3 wis. suisinir sy cut
Criminal Investigation

Electives

In addition to the above courses,
19 units of electives are required for
completion of the 2-year program.
These units may be selected from the
following list of courses which will
also be conducted at the police
campus:

Government 60_______. The Unijted INSSORNSEaiuii o oo wsuces boC imdnal iy 2
Government 210______. American State Government - - oo o oo 2
Health, “Bhyaical:t Edu> st A Tg e i o e s anb st e s m e g s 2
cation, and Recrea-
tion 70.
Puhlic - Administrstion: Child: Wellareaooe - =i o ona aoocnacnaiidon do. 4
240 a and b.
Public Administration Correctional Counseling________________________________ 4
245 a and b.
Public Administration Criminal Psychopathology______________________________ 2
287.
Sociology 1a and 1b___. Introduction to Sociology. .- ___________________ 6
Sociology 187 _____. Gy e i s 3
Snpealty Sobs o inus VoioeanaEIATIONWIOE Sy ool Soaf gl o oo ats etk o, 2
Speech 54 coiooon. Fundamentals of Broadcasting. .- - - - oo ccommcmmeee e 2
Education 152 _______. Educs OOV OROIO RS o fo s s o ek e St B s i 3
Education 159________. Childhood and Adolescence________________ __________ 3
Education 217 _____. Visualand Anditory: Adds. ..o s e 3
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In order to make the above pro-

am available to all personnel, it

‘s necessary to request that the uni-

versity conduct what normally would

t®  be a semester-length course in a

shorter period of time. This aim

was accomplished by lengthening

» classroom sessions so that a semester

of instruction could be condensed to

12 weeks. A three-unit course on the

-~ University of Arizona campus meets

three times per week for 50 minutes

per session. At the police campus

the same class meets twice a week,

but for 1 hour and 40 minutes per

session, thus more than completing
the attendance hour requirements.

In January 1966 we began the pro-
gram with 170 of our 260 commis-
sioned personnel showing their in-
terest and enthusiasm by enrolling.
One important factor contributing to
such a good turnout was the 12-week
semester. Prior to establishing this
program, our shift changes occurred
each 8 weeks. In January 1966 we
a ‘creased these to 12-week duration,

Pith classes scheduled to begin on the
first Monday after shift change. This
guarantees that any officer can start
and complete a course without chang-
ing working hours and days off.

The question of how many aca-
demic hours the personnel would be
allowed to take was considered, and
it was decided that an individual start-
ing back into the formal academic
r’ setting after -several years of nonat-
~a . tendance would be allowed to take 3
hours of course work per period until
he had adjusted to the academic
atmosphere. Some of the officers had
. been attending the university prior to
) the start of our program, and they
" *” were permitted to take heavier course
- » loads.

Finances

r A college education is expensive,
“**  and the city of Tucson has done much

- Q assist our personnel in securing it.

"

ay 1967

Chief Bernard L. Garmire.

Our personnel are permitted to take
advantage of a pay-as-you-go plan.
In each of our semesters we have five
pay periods. The officer may pay for
his tuition in five equal payments
automatically deducted from his pay.
Upon successful completion of the
courses, the city will refund to the
officer 90 percent of the initial tuition
and cost of books.

Approximately 50 percent of our
personnel are entitled to the recently
enacted educational benefits under the
G.I.'Bill. Even before the bill went
into effect, the University of Arizona
began negotiating with the Veterans
Administration in regards to the prob-
lem of determining what would be
considered  one-half-time, three-
fourths-time, and full-time require-
This was brought about by
increasing the length of classroom
hours and decreasing the number of
weeks the semester would run. Regu-
larly at the university, seven units
would be considered one-half time;
and a student could receive $75 per
month compensation under the bill.
Because of these changes, five units in
our program more than equal the
seven units at the university, and ap-

ments.

proval was received designating this

as one-half time. This approval was

another boost to the program.

We anticipated an enrollment of
about 75 officers when we began the
program and had planned space for
this number. Because of the re-
sponse, classes were conducted in the
city council chambers, briefing rooms,
and in the recruit training facility.
This was a temporary measure, as a
new classroom facility was completed
on our 100-acre police campus in
March 1966. Construction of several
more classrooms is planned to cope
with the rapid expansion of our
programs.

Communication Problem

The value of and the demands for
formal education indicate that we
must continue to concern ourselves
with the improvement of existing pro-
grams and the establishment of new
Communication between the
police service and the general public
has been a major problem in the past.
Even among groups within an organ-
ization, communication is always a
problem. In evaluating our first
semester, the University of Arizona
faculty members were unanimous in
recommending the communications
course be stressed in future semesters.

English, speech, and report writing
are fundamental to this program.
The police service today needs to be
heard. We need to develop person-
nel who can carry our message to
groups of any size. In short, we
must communicate. We need to de-
velop writers who can contribute to
our professional journals, not once
every few years, but several times a
year.

Here in Tucson we are optimistic
about the future of our program.
Thanks to the wonderful assistance of
the administration of the University
of Arizona and of the governing body

ones.

of the city of Tucson, everything is
pointing toward expansion into a full
4-year college program.




On June 7, 1965, Ohio’s Governor,
the Honorable James A. Rhodes,
signed into law a mandatory peace
officer training bill. Thus, Ohio be-
came the fourth State in the Union to
have mandatory training for law en-
forcement officers.

The law established under the office
of Attorney General William B. Saxbe
a nine-member council with power to
provide rules and regulations pertain-
ing to peace officer training and to pro-
vide for minimum standards of train-
ing for peace officer personnel.

Included in the 120-hour minimum
basic course, as provided by the coun-
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Scores are tallied and recorded for each officer taking the firearms training.

A Good Officer
Is a Trained Officer

Ohio is one of the growing number of States with a mandatory
peace officer’s training law. Minimum standards of training for

enforcement officers are required.

cil, is a 12-hour segment for firearms
training. In order to provide addi-
tional firearms instructors and a more
uniform instruction, the Ohio Peace
Officer Training Council, under the
direction of Col. Anson B. Cook, spon-
sored two 1-week firearms instructors’
schools conducted by the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation at Camp Perry,
Ohio.

The students were peace officers—
policemen, deputy sheriffs, State high-
way patrolmen, and constables—from
departments of every size and from
every corner of the State.

Camp Perry, the site of the National

Rifle Matches, is located on Lake Erie
in northwestern Ohio. Its facilities
include various rifle ranges, shotgun
ranges, and a five-lane Practical Pistol
Course (PPC) range constructed by
the Cleveland Office of the FBI. The
students were housed in motel-type
buildings with two students per room.
A local restaurant provided the cater-
ing service for their meals, which were
served in a large dining room adjacent
to the motel units. The total cost per
student for room and board was $37
for the week. Each student supplied
his own ammunition.

The first class consisted of 28 stu-
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dents, including 7 deputy sheriffs, 1
table, and 20 police officers. The
‘nd class of 30 officers consisted
of 7 deputies and 1 sheriff, a State
highway patrol officer, and 21 police
officers, including 2 chiefs of police.

The instructors were four Special
Agents from the FBI’s field offices in
Cleveland and Cincinnati.

The students either registered on
Sunday evening or on Monday morn-
ing before classes started. Classes
began at 9 a.m. each day, Monday
through Friday, and were a combina-
tion of lectures, discussions, and
range work. Topics included gen-
eral firearms safety rules, nomencla-
ture, fundamentals of single and
double action revolver shooting, care
and cleaning of weapons, student lec-
tures, duties of firearms instructors,
safety and nomenclature of the shot-
gun, skeet firing, night firing, and
automatic weapons and rifles. The
students actually ran the firing lines
under the supervision of the instruc-

On the final day of each school,
’metration test of an old vehicle
conducted. Using all of the
weapons taught during the week, plus
all of the new weapons and ammu-
nition available on the market, the
representatives of various firearms,
chemical and police equipment firms
provided the highlight of the test.
Following lectures by instructors and
students on some additional phase of
firearms training, the students were
usually dismissed at about 8:30 p.m.

Not to be overlooked is the inter-
departmental relationship these
training schools afford. The infor-
mal discussions between the officers
during breaks and after classes as-
sisted materially in a better under-
standing of the problems confronting

was

these officers at their various posts
and levels of law enforcement.

The enthusiasm of both the students
and instructors is a good indication
that future schools of this type will

be conducted.
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A well-trained officer should be thoroughly familiar with his weapon and know how it operates.

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, Director of
the FBI, has said, “The police officer
is called upon to undertake an endless
variety of difficult, complicated, and
often dangerous tasks. If he is to
succeed in this, he must have certain
qualities of character, the basic skills
of his profession, and an intense de-
termination to be a good officer. In
addition, however, he must have the

training which is so essential in fitting

him for the job he faces. It is toward
this end that the FBI offers to local,
county, and State law enforcement
agencies our full resources for the
training of personnel. Together, we
can guarantee the continued progress
of law enforcement.”

The Ohio Peace Officer Training

Council helieves the two firearms in-

structors’ schools provide a step

toward this togetherness.

This aerial view of Camp Perry, Ohio, shows part of the Petrarca Range (upper left), where
much of the firearms ftraining is conducted.




Ill. Search on Probable Cause

The capacity of the automobile to
be moved quickly to an unknown lo-
cation or beyond the jurisdictional
reach of the officer often makes re-
sort to the search warrant impossible.
In response to this problem, the Fed-
eral courts have long permitted a
search to be made without a warrant
or previous arrest when the officers
have reasonable cause to believe the
conveyance contains contraband or
other items which offend against the
law. Carroll v. U.S., 267 U.S. 132
(1925) ; U.S. v. Lee, 274 U.S. 559
(1927) ; Husty v. U.S., 282 U.S. 694
(1931) ; Scher v. U.S., 305 U.S. 251

14

Search
of

Motor

Vehicles

This is the third of a series of ar-
ticles discussing the Federal law on
search of motor vehicles.

(1938) ; Brinegar v. U.S., 338 U.S.
160 (1949). This doctrine, popu-
larly known as the “Carroll rule,” has
been adopted in numerous States,
either by statute or judicial declara-
tion, and, where properly employed,
has proved to be an important tool of
law enforcement. See, Fla. Stat.
sec. 922.19 (1949) ; People v. Terry,
61 Cal. 2d 137 (1964); Pettit v.
State, 188 N.E. 784 (Ind. 1934).
Unfortunately, many police adminis-
trators are either unaware of the con-
cept or fail to appreciate its full po-
tential as an effective method of
search.

/ 7
//W

As a result of restrictive decisions
in recent years limiting the scope and

application of the incidental search -

rule, and increased judicial reluctance
to sanction consent searches, the
availability of Carroll as an alterna-
tive method of search has assumed
particular  significance. Moreover,
the extension of Federal rules of rea-
sonableness to State practices promises
to bring about a further tightening of
these standards. More stringent def-
initions of the time and place require-
ments of the incidental search rule

)
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have already altered police practices * *°

in many jurisdictions with regard to
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the search of impounded vehicles.
Preston v. U.S., 376 U.S. 364 (1964) ;
Commonwealth v. Mayfield, 394 S.W.
2d 914 (1966). The search for evi-
dence of crime made incident to ar-
rest for a traffic violation is also meet-
ing increased opposition from the
courts. U.S. v. Gladden, 242 F.
Supp. 499 (1965) ; U.S. v. One Cadil-
lac Hardtop, 224 F. Supp. 210
(1963) ; U.S. v. Tate, 209 F. Supp.
762 (1962) ; State v. Sanders, 202 A.
2d 448 (N.J. 1964). As to consent
searches, the tendency is to indulge in
every reasonable presumption against
a waiver of fourth amendment rights,

ay 1967

particularly when such waiver is
made after an arrest. Wion v. U.S.,
325 F. 2d 420 (1963) ; Burke v. U.S.,
328 F. 2d 399 (1964). In accord
with their treatment of fifth and
sixth amendment rights, the Federal
courts will accept only an explicit
and knowing waiver of this constitu-
tional safeguard. U.S. v. Blalock,
255 F. Supp. 268 (1966). Desirable
or not, these limitations create an ob-
vious gap in the officer’s search au-
thority which in many instances can
be effectively filled by application of
the Carroll rule.

It is sometimes asserted that the

principle has little practical value for
the police since if there is probable
cause to believe the automobile con-
tains contraband, there are also suf-
ficient grounds to arrest the operator
of the vehicle. This proposition
lacks validity for two reasons. First,
in many States the possession of con-
traband is a misdemeanor offense
and, if the common law rule is fol-
lowed, an arrest can be made only if
the violation is committed “in the
presence” of the officer. Carroll v.
U.S., 267 U.S. 132, 156-157 (1925).
See, LaFave, Arrest, the Decision to
Take a Suspect Into Custody, 232
(1965). Consequently, the policeman
is powerless to act unless one of his
senses affords him direct personal
knowledge that an offense is being
committed. Obviously this standard
is difficult to satisfy where, as in most
cases, the contraband is carefully
secreted within the interior of the car.
The Carroll rule has particular value
here since in most jurisdictions it is
applicable to all criminal offenses, in-
cluding misdemeanor violations. In-
deed, one basis for the decision was
the consideration that the authority
of the officer to act in these situations
should not be limited “to what . . .
[h]e sees, hears, or smells, as the
automobile rolls by.” Carroll v. U.S.,
267 U.S. at 158.

Secondly, it is erroneous to assume
that the facts and circumstances which
underlie probable cause to arrest are
identical with those necessary to es-
tablish probable cause to search.
The latter standard is predicated upon
two conclusions: that a crime has been
committed and that seizable evidence
related to that crime will be found
in the place to be searched. An arrest,
on the other hand, can be made only
when an offense is committed in the
presence of the officer, or the officer
has reasonable cause to believe that
a felony has been committed by the

person to be arrested. See Comment,
28 U. Chi. L. Rev. 664, 637 (1961).

15




“In the case of the arrest, the conclu-
sion concerns the guilt of the arrestee,
whereas in the case of search warrants,
the conclusions go to the connection
of the items sought with crime and
to their present location.” Ibid. See
also, Carroll v. U.S., 267 U.S. at 158-
159. Situations are certain to arise
therefore in which grounds for arrest
are lacking but which call for a search
of the vehicle for evidence of crime.
Suppose, for example, reliable infor-
mation indicates that a suitcase con-
taining a large quantity of narcotics
has been placed with a public carrier,
Hernandez v. U.S., 353 F. 2d 624
(1965), or with an unknowing cab-
driver who is directed to transport
it to a certain address, Or perhaps
the suitcase or other seizable property
is locked within the trunk of the sus-
pect’s vehicle, and the car is now in
the temporary possession of a friend
or relative. Surely arrest of the in-
nocent transporter would be inappro-
priate in these cases. Moreover, con.
sent given by a third party who is in
temporary possession of the suspect’s
property has been looked upon with
disfavor by some courts. See State
v. Bernius, 203 N.E. 2d 241 (N.].
1964) ; Corngold v. U.S., 367 F. 2d
1, 8 (1966) ; but see, Eldridge v. U.S.,
302 F. 2d 463 (1962). The remain-
ing alternative is to secure a warrant
or, where impracticable to do_so, con-
duct an immediate search under the
Carroll doctrine.

Development and Application of
the Rule

The leading Supreme Court deci-
sion which held the search of motor
vehicles without a warrant to be rea-
sonable if made upon probable cause
was, as the name of the rule indicates,
Carroll v. U.S., 267 U.S. 131 (1925).
The question in that case concerned
the admissibility in evidence of con-
traband liquor which had been seized

by Federal prohibition agents after
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the interception and search of an
automobile without a warrant on a
public highway. Posing as buyers
of whisky, the agents had arranged
to meet the defendants at a later
date to make a purchase and had
noted the license number and de-
scription of their automobile. The
defendants failed to meet the officers
as planned, but several months later
they were observed traveling a high-
way in what appeared to be a heavily
laden vehicle. The officers pursued
the vehicle, stopped it, and conducted
an extensive search which disclosed
a large quantity of liquor secreted be-
hind the upholstery of the seats.

On appeal, the Supreme Court up-
held the conviction of the defendants
and propounded what has since be-
come the principal rule governing the
search of motor vehicles without war-
rant, namely, that a search may law-
fully be made where there is probable
cause to believe that an automobile
or other conveyance contains that
which by law is subject to seizure.
The Court emphasized that this au-
thority to search is not conditioned on
the right to arrest. Rather, “it is de-
pendent on the reasonable cause the
seizing officer has for belief that the
contents of the automobile offend
against the law.” [Id. at 159. In
support of this exception to the gen-
eral warrant requirement, Chief Jus-
tice Taft, speaking for the majority,
noted that the fourth amendment
safeguards had long been construed
as recognizing a necessary difference be-
tween a search of a store, dwelling house,
or other structure in respect of which a
proper official warrant readily may be
obtained and a search of a ship, motor boat,
wagon, or automobile for contraband goods,
where it is not practicable to secure a war-
rant because the vehicle can be quickly
moved out of the locality or jurisdiction in
which the warrant must be sought. Id. at
153.

The Court derived the search au-
thority, in part, from the provisions of
the National Prohibition Act which

had empowered officers who discov-
ered intoxicating liquors to seize bot
the liquor and the vehicle transpo

ing it. While the statute expressly
prohibited the search of a private
dwelling without a warrant, it was
silent as to the necessity for obtaining
warrants before searching motor vehi-

cles. The legislative history of the

Act, the Court said, showed that Con- ‘
gress intended to provide for searches
without warrant and that the statute
was entitled to a strong presumption

of constitutionality.

Two decades later the Court sug-
gested that Carroll left unresolved
the question of whether the principle
applied to searches which were not
based on similar statutory authoriza-
tion. U.S. v. DiRe, 322 US. 581 %
(1948). Justice Jackson, writing for A
the majority, favored a narrow inter-
pretation of the rule, claiming that
Carroll “falls short of establishing
a doctrine that, without such legisla-
tion, automobiles nonetheless are sub-
ject to search without warrant in e
forcement of all federal statutes‘
Id. at 585; see Landynski, Search and T
Seizure and the Supreme Court, 92
(1966). But this argument seem-
ingly ignored a clear statement in the
opinion that “[o]n reason and au- .«
thority the true rule is that if the
search and seizure without a warrant
are made upon probable cause, that
is, upon a belief, reasonably arising _‘]
out of circumstances known to the 'Ul
seizing officer, that an automobile or - &
other vehicle contains that which by
law is subject to seizure and destruc-
tion, the search and seizure are valid.” .-
267 U.S. at 149. See also, discussion
in U.S. v. Francolino, 367 F. 2d 1013
(1966) .

Jackson’s argument was rejected by
the Court the following year in Brine-
gar v. U.S., 338 U.S. 160 (1949),
which upheld a warrantless search of
a vehicle made under the Liquor En- N
forcement Act of 1936. Federal = *

agents were parked at a point near ps-
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the Missouri-Oklahoma border, in an
azea where there had been a great
One of

the officers knew the defendant to have

of illegal liquor traffic.

a reputation for hauling liquor, since
he had arrested him on that charge
several months earlier; moreover, he
had twice seen him loading liquor into
a car or truck during the preceding
six months. Consequently, when the
agents saw the defendant’s heavily
loaded automobile pass them on the
highway, they gave chase and forced
it to the side of the road. A search
of the car revealed a quantity of un-
taxed liquor in the trunk, and on the
basis of this evidence Brinegar was
convicted of importing liquor into a
“dry” State.

Court sustained the legality of the

On review, the Supreme

search as having been made on prob-
able cause, despite the fact that it had
not been based on any specific statu-
tory powers. Justice Jackson dis-
sented, protesting that the decision
dispenses with the warrant “as a mat-

pof judicial policy” and extends the
.'nll rule to the enforcement of all
Id. at 185.
theless, the principle has been referred

Federal offenses. Never-
to approvingly by the Supreme Court
in several subsequent opinions and by
numerous Federal and State tribunals
in a variety of search situations, none
of which could be said to ground
on congressional authorization. See
Scher v. U.S., 305 U.S. 251 (1938) ;
Henry v. U.S., 361 U.S. 98, 104
(1959) ; Preston v. U.S., 376 U.S. 364
(1964) ; Ventresca v. U.S., 380 U.S.
102, 107, -2 (1965).
discussion in Francolino v. U.S., 367
I'. 2d 1013 (1966).

Neither is there any reason to as-

See also,

sume that the type of offense is rele-
vant. Although Carroll has been used
almost exclusively in matters involv-
ing the transportation of per se con-
traband, such as narcotics, counterfeit
money, and bootleg liquor, it would

(Continued on
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next page)

NATIONWIDE
CRIMESCOPE

CON MAN OF ERASABLE BOND

In a midwestern city a responsible
individual was surprised as he
checked his monthly bank statement
and canceled checks. His account
totaled exactly $1, but it should have
been more than $2,500.

Looking closer at his checks, he
found one for $2.642.50 made out to
cash. He never made out checks to
cash, but the signature was definitely
his.

Then he found a strange credit to
his account: a deposit for $101.92
that he had not made. This factor
caused even more bhewilderment.

The surprised and disgruntled in-
dividual hurried to his bank only to
receive a rather chilled reception. A
bank official quickly pointed out that
the signature did appear to be that of
the customer. The increasingly puz-
zled and angered man adamantly ob-
jected and claimed that he had not
made out a check for $2.642.50 and
had never signed a check made out to
cash.

The only check that he could not
account for was one made out to a
stranger on a commuter train to
cover a bridge loss of $3.50. Per-
haps the stranger had raised his
check? “But how would he know
how much to make the check out for?
He left only $1 in your account, so it
was someone who knew a great deal
about your finances,” objected the
bank official.

A sudden flurry of similar situa-
tions finally led investigating authori-
ties to one individual who was
arrested.

Reluctantly, the confidence man re-

vealed his method. He used any pre-
text to get a small check from his
victim—gambling debt, a magazine
subscription, and others. Then he
quickly flashed his fountain pen, so
the victim would use it instead of his
own. The pen was filled with era-
sable ink. Next, it was a simple mat-
ter of erasing the amount and the
payee’s name, raising the amount to
a higher figure, and making the
check payable to cash.

How did he know the exact
amount in the victim’s account? He
always made a deposit to the victim’s
account. Many ‘banks, he claimed,
would identify a person by asking the
amount of the last deposit. The con
man would always say $101.92 be-
cause he made a deposit for that
amount to his victim’s account im-
mediately prior to inquiry. The bank
would then give him the account bal-
ance, and he would draw out every-
thing, including his own deposit,

except Sl ) S S
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NOT FOR REPAIRS

Numerous reports of batteries
stolen from parked cars led to an in-
vestigation by police in the precinct
where the losses were. occurring. It
that the
dressed as mechanics and drove a
truck which appeared to be a tow
truck. They would stop next to a
parked car on the street, raise the
hood of the car, and, on pretense of

was determined thieves

making repairs, remove the battery,
put it in the truck, and drive away.
wFo 9- 8-60
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(Continued from page 17)

seem that its rationale extends as well
to fruits and instrumentalities of
crime. Each is a class of property
which has long been held to be seiza-
ble under the terms of the fourth
amendment. The only departure
which that doctrine made from exist-
ing rules of search and seizure law
was to permit a search without war-
rant where conditions made it imprac-
ticable to secure one. In Henry v.
U.S., supra, the Court made it clear
that the rule was applicable to a search
for liquor stolen from an interstate
shipment. And more recently, the
Court suggested that an automoble
can be searched without a warrant
when there is cause to believe that
it has been stolen. In Preston v. U.S.,
367 U.S. 364 (1964), Justice Black,
speaking for a unanimous Court,
declared, “Here, we may assume,
as the Government urges, that, either
because the arrests were valid or
because the police had probable
cause to think the car stolen, the
police had the right to search the car
when they first came on the scene.”
Id. at 367-68 (citing Carroll v. U.S.).
But once the “men were under arrest
at the police station and the car was
in police custody at the garage,” this
authority terminated, since there was
no longer “any danger that the car
would be moved out of the locality or
jurisdiction.” Id. at 368. See also,
U.S. v. Callahan, 256 F. Supp. 739
(1966), and U.S. v. Myers, 245 F.
Supp. 746 (1965), wherein the court
applied the Carroll principle to the
search of a burglary suspect’s vehicle
but concluded that there was a lack
of probable cause.  In short, Carroll
has been consistently applied by the
Federal courts without any indication
that either statutory authorization for
the search or the character of the
offense involved is a relevant con-
sideration.

While the Carroll doctrine allows
the officer to dispense with a warrant

18

in cases of necessity, the Court has
made it clear that “[w]here the secur-
ing of a warrant is reasonably practi-
cable, it must be used. . . .” Carroll
v. U.S., 267 US. 132, 156 (1925).
As a general proposition, it may be
said that “practicability,” in turn, de-
pends on whether or not the automo-
bile is in a mobile condition. If the
vehicle is in running order and there
is a likelihood that a delay will result
in removal of the car to another, per-
haps unknown, location, an immediate
search can be conducted. However,
once the possibility of removal no
longer exists, the right to proceed
without a warrant terminates.

The circumstances under which an
automobile may lose its character as
a movable vehicle cannot be stated
categorically, for such a determina-
tion must necessarily depend on the
characteristic facts of each case. Cer-
tain generalizations can be drawn,
however, which appear to represent at
least the broad outer boundaries of
the rule.

For one thing, it is now well settled
that an automobile which has been
placed in a police storage lot after the
occupants have been jailed and the
keys removed from their possession is
no longer in a mobile condition. It is
the necessity for an immediate search
that gives the right; but since, in these
circumstances, there is no apparent
danger that the car would be moved
to another locality, a proper search
can be made only upon a warrant or
consent of the party in possession.
Preston v. U.S., 376 U.S. 364, 368
(1964) ; U.S. v. Nikrasch, 367 F. 2d
740 (1966) ; Smith v. U.S., 335 F. 2d
270 (1964) ; Shurman v. U.S., 219 F.
2d 282 (1955) ; Rent v. U.S., 209 F.
2d 893 (1954).

On the other hand, it is also estab-
lished that a vehicle does not lose its
character as a movable conveyance
simply because it has been brought to
a temporary halt, Husty v. U.S., 282
U.S. 132 (1931), or has been momen-

tarily left unattended. See U.S. v.
Haith, 297 F. 2d 65 (1961) ; cf. Sc

v. US.,, 305 US. 251 (1938). 'b
relevant inquiry is not whether the
automobile is actually moving but
whether it is so readily movable as to
make impracticable the obtaining of
a warrant. Scher v. U.S., supra;
U.S. v. Walker, 307 Fed. 250 (1962).

Attempts to limit Carroll to vehi-
cles in transit on a public highway or
thoroughfare have similarly been re-
jected on the obvious logic that auto-
mobiles located on private property
are no less mobile than any other
conveyance. In Armadav.U.S., 319
F. 2d 793 (1963), for example, an
unoccupied vehicle which was believed
to contain contraband drugs was ob-
served parked on the circular drive
of a hotel. The defendant, Armada,
who was in possession of the keys to
the vehicle, stood nearby. The ap-
pellate court sustained a search of the
vehicle which had yielded a large
quantity of cocaine, stating that *. . .
Armada was free to drive away unl
he was arrested or the automobile W
seized or searched.” Quoting from
an earlier opinion, the court noted
that the possibility of removal of the
automobile “is present whether the
vehicle is in transit on the open road
or parked.” [Id. at 797.

A recurrent question dividing the
courts is whether the automobile is
still mobile, for purposes of Carroll,
once it has been parked and the
driver is in custody, particularly
when the keys have been surrendered
to the arresting officer. Some deci-
sions hold that the principle is inap-
plicable under these circumstances on
the reasoning that “with [the defend-
ant] already under arrest and the
agents in possession of his keys to
the locked car, there was no danger of
movement of the car or loss of the
evidence.” Conti v. Morgenthau,
232 F. Supp. 1004, 1008 (1964);
U.S. v. Stoffey, 279 F. 2d 924. (1960) ;
US. v

. Kidd, 153 F. Supp. 6?
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(1957) ; Shurman v. U.S., 219 F. 2d

2 (1955), reversed on other

unds. This position is sound
only if it can be said that the Carroll
rationale was aimed solely at pre-
venting the operator of the car from
removing it or destroying evidence in
the vehicle, without regard for the
fact that others might be similarly
inclined. But it is doubtful that any
such limitation was intended by the
Court. Obviously, the vehicle can
be moved or its contents destroyed
by other persons with or without a
duplicate set of keys, unless of course
the officers are able to safeguard
such property until a warrant can be
secured and executed.

The better rule is that the right to
search is not lost simply because the
operator of the car has been placed in
police custody. A case in point is
U.S. v. Haith, 297 F. 2d 65 (1961),
cert. denied 369 U.S. 804 (1962).
In this instance, Federal agents fol-
lowed the defendant, a known boot-

er, for the purpose of serving an

est warrant charging him with
conspiracy to violate the revenue
laws relating to untaxed liquor. The
agents observed the defendant, Haith,
as he parked his car and entered his
residence. They saw that the vehicle
was overloaded, although it was
equipped with supplemental air-cush-
ioned springs, and detected a strong
odor of corn liquor emanating from
the trunk. The defendant was ar-
rested in his home and was asked for
the keys to his automobile. He ac-
companied the agents out to the car
and gave them a key to the ignition,
but denied he had a key to the trunk
lock. One of the agents removed the
back seat, reached into the trunk
section, and took out a half-gallon jar
of corn liquor. Haith then produced
a key to the trunk, and a search
therein produced 90 gallons of illicit
liquor.

On appeal, the defendant contended
that the district court erred in denying
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his motion to suppress the whisky.
Haith argued that with his arrest and
the surrender of the ignition key, it
became practical for the officers to
procure a warrant and their failure to
do so invalidated the search and
seizure. Since the car was parked
and could not be moved, he argued,
there was no danger that the corn
liquor could have been removed or de-
stroyed; under these circumstances,
some of the officers should have re-
mained with the car to protect its
contents while others made efforts to
secure a warrant from a commis-
sioner’s office.

The Court of Appeals for the
Fourth Circuit rejected these conten-
tions: “The case is within the well-
established rule that a warrant is not
required for a search of a movable
vehicle if the officers have reasonable
cause to believe that it contains con-
trabrand.” [Id. at 67. Touching
upon the question of mobility, the
court said, “The defendant, under
arrest, could not have moved the ve-
hicle until and unless he was dis-
charged on bail. Meanwhile, how-
ever, others may have had other keys
to the ignition switch or, with or
without such keys, could have moved
the vehicle unless the officers were
prepared to protect their possession of
the seized automobile.” Id. at 67,
footnote 1.

The fact that this decision turns in
part on the agents’ authority to seize
the automobile pursuant to a forfeit-
ure statute does not alter the essential
rationale of the case, namely, that
custody of the suspect does not de-
stroy the automobile’s character as a
movable vehicle. Indeed, the opin-
ion strengthens the argument for an
immediate search in situations where
no such seizure statute is involved,
for in that event removal of the ve-
hicle by the police for safeguarding
until a warrant could be secured
The

only recourse would be for one of the

might well be impermissible.

arresting officers to remain with the
automobile in order to insure that it
is neither tampered with nor removed
from its location. Even assuming
that there is adequate manpower to
permit the procedure, it would be un-
reasonable to suggest that police
“divide up . . . and thereby to en-
danger themselves, the effectuation of
the arrests, and the search of the
automobile.” See, Government brief,
p- 26, Preston v. U.S., 376 U.S. 364
(1964). The procedure is even less
feasible in the case of the one-man
patrol, since it would require the ar-
resting officer to remain at the car
with his prisoner while efforts are
made by others to secure a warrant or
until a fellow officer arrives on the
scene to stand guard over the vehicle.
In these circumstances, the officer is
not expected to make a considered and
correct on-the-spot determination as
to the practicability of securing a war-
rant before searching the car. U.S. v.
Francolino, 367 F. 2d 1013, 1018
(1966).

Necessity for Obtaining a Warrant
Despite Mobility of the Car

Although, as a general rule, a war-
rant need not be obtained to search a
vehicle which is moving or capable
of being moved immediately, there are
some situations in which even a com-
pletely mobile vehicle cannot be
searched on probable cause alone.
Assume that officers of a vice squad
receive information from a known and
reliable informant that the pickup man
in a numbers operation regularly fol-
lows a specific route of travel in his
daily rounds to collect betting slips
from his writers. The officers are
advised of the make, model, and li-
cense number of the vehicle and of the
approximate times the suspect arrives
at various booking locations through-
Through repeated sur-
veillance of the suspect over a period

out the city.

(Continued on page 26)
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The Honorable Ramsey Clark on
March 10, 1967, took office as the 66th
Attorney General of the United States.
He had been nominated by President
Johnson on February 28, and the
nomination was confirmed by the
Senate on March 2.

Mr. Clark is the son of Justice Tom
C. Clark of the Supreme Court, who
was Attorney General of the United
States from 1945 to 1949. Never be-
fore has the son of a former Attorney
General or Supreme Court Justice
been named to head the Department
of Justice. Mr. Clark was sworn in
by his father.

Born in Dallas, Tex., on December
18, 1927, Mr. Clark attended the pub-
lic schools of Dallas, Los Angeles, and
Washington, D.C. After completing
his secondary education at Woodrow
Wilson High School in Washington in
1945, he enlisted in the Marine Corps
at the age of 17, serving at Parris Is-
land and Quantico. He was a Marine
courier on missions to Moscow, War-
saw, Budapest, Bucharest, Vienna,
and Berlin. He was discharged in
1946 with the rank of corporal.

A year later Mr. Clark enrolled at
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the University of Texas and earned a
B.A. degree in June 1949. He entered
the University of Chicago immediately
thereafter and in December of 1950
received an M.A. degree in history and
a J.D. degree.

Mr. Clark entered law practice in
Dallas in 1951 as an associate in the
firm of Clark, Coon, Holt and Fisher.
Later, he became a partner in the firm
of Clark, Reed and Clark and was in
general practice in trial and appellate
work. He remained with the firm
until he was selected by President
Kennedy on February 16, 1961, to be
Assistant Attorney General in charge
of the Justice Department’s Lands
Division. He held that position until
he was named Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral by President Johnson on January
28, 1965. As Deputy he became the
Acting Attorney (General on October
3, 1966, when Attorney General Nich-
olas deB. Katzenbach resigned to be-
come Undersecretary of State.

As Assistant and Deputy Attorney
General, Mr. Clark carried out a num-
ber of special assignments. In 1962
he succeeded Mr. Katzenbach as head
of the Federal civilian forces at the

University of Mississippi shortly after
a campus disturbance. In 1963 Q o
served in Birmingham, Ala., w ]
racial fraction occurred, and visite

and worked with school officials 4
throughout the South in districts
which were desegregating. In 1965

he was chief officer of the Federal rep-
resentatives on hand for the Selma-to-
Montgomery civil rights march. ;

Shortly after the rioting in the
Watts section of Los Angeles in 1965,
Mr. Clark was named chairman of a
special Federal task force that spent
9 days in Watts, studying ways to ex-
pedite Federal programs designed to
aid the community and help solve the
causes of the rioting.

Mr. Clark was active in the formu-
lation of the 1965 Voting Rights Act. -
He also worked on the Law Enforce-
ment Assistance Act, the prisoner re-
habilitation measure, bail reform
legislation, and the act creating a
commission to make recommenda-
tions on revising Federal criminal +¥
statutes.

As Deputy he supervised the pn.
aration and implementation of De-
partment budgets and handled the flow
of requests from Congress for opin-
ions and views on proposed legisla-
tion. He also supervised the executive
office for U.S. Attorneys and the ex-
ecutive office for U.S. Marshals.

Mr. Clark was admitted to the Bar ..
of the Supreme Court in 1956. He is
a member of the State Bar of Texas.
and from October 1, 1964, to Septem- .
ber 30, 1965, he was national presi-
dent of the Federal Bar Association.
He also belongs to the Dallas Bar As-
sociation, the American Bar Associa-
tion, the American Judicature Society.
and the Southwestern Legal Founda- «
tion. )

Mr. Clark and his wife Georgia of |
Corpus Christi, Tex., a classmate at - 4‘
the University of Texas, are the par-
ents of two children, Ronda Kath- -
leen, 15, and Tom C., 13. They reside *
in Falls Church, Va. P
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TYPEWRITER
EXAMINATIONS

T) many writers of anonymous let-
ters, the typewriter seems to repre-
sent a sure means of keeping the
source of a document secret. The
fact is, however, that the typewriter
will often be of more value in reveal-
ing a document’s origin than any
other writing implement.

Determining the source of a type-
written document involves the two-
fold task of establishing the make of
the typewriter involved and identify-
ing a specific typewriter as the one
used to prepare the document in ques-
tion. This is a joint undertaking by
the laboratory expert and the investi-
gator.

Each manufacturer of typewriters
in the United States has designed
type styles to its own specifications.

A iistinctiveness of type design has
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made it possible to identify a type-
written document with a specific style
of type, which, with occasional excep-
tion, discloses the make of the type-
writer on which the document was
prepared.

Some exceptions to this rule are the
Singer typewriter marketed by the
Singer Co., the Tower typewriter
marketed by Sears, Roebuck and Co.,
and the Penncrest typewriter mar-
keted by the J.C. Penney Co, Each
of these typewriters bears a style of
type designed by and associated with
a major typewriter company specifi-
cally contracted to manufacture it.

Less success is experienced in deter-
mining the make and model of foreign
typewriters from their styles of type.
Unlike American companies, only a
few of the European typewriter manu-

facturers make their own type. For
the most part, the European type-
writer manufacturers purchase their
type from specialized type manufac-
turers, and some of them use type
from several different typemakers.
Under these circumstances the most
practical approach to determine the
make and model of European type-
writers is to determine first the make
of the type involved and then narrow
down the number of different type-
writers on which this type may appear
by other means, such as the letter and
line spacing of the machines.

Laboratory Assistance

Armed with one of the most com-
plete collections of type styles in their
typewriter standards file, experts of
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the FBI Laboratory stand ready to as-
sist the investigating officer of any
duly constituted law enforcement
agency in the United States. Many of
the standards on file in this collection
contain information regarding dates
when styles of type were first intro-
duced, the models on which type styles
are used, and the dates when periodic
type style modifications were made
in the manufacturer’s continuous
effort to make a more salable product.
This information may assist the in-
vestigator by limiting his search to
typewriters of one make, model, and
approximate age.

WYl s St L o DA
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Conversely, the investigator faced
with the problem of locating one of
many available suspect typewriters
may assist the laboratory expert

and save himself much valuable
time by eliminating those typewriters
equipped with type styles obviously
different from that used on the ques-
tioned material. A brief review of the
typewritten document will reveal the
number of letters per inch. Dissimi-
larities in numeral styles are readily
apparent. Variations in the styles of
some letters are easily perceptible, as
are those which employ a shading of
portions of each letter. (See illustra-

¥

tion on page 21.) The final resolu-
tion of any problem of classifying and
identifying typewriting, however,
falls within the province of the labo-
ratory expert, whose training and ex-
perience qualify him to pass final
judgment and to testify to his findings
in court.

Obtaining Evidence

Original evidence is the best evi-
dence in any document examination.
This fact is especially true in investi-
gations involving typewritten mate-
rials in which characteristics, many of
which are microscopic, may be a de

FBl Law Enforcement Bulletin




ciding factor in the case. If, for some
n)n, the original document is not

able, a good clear photograph of
natural size may suffice. It should be
borne in mind, however, that detail
lost in reproduction may make the
difference in whether or not an identi-
fication is effected.

The use and abuse of typewriters
create imperfections and bad align-
ment in the type, thus giving the ma-
chines their individuality and making
it possible to identify a particular
typewriter as the implement employed
to type a document. Since the lab-
oratory expert in his examination
and subsequent courtroom demonstra-
tion must rely upon the typewriting
samples procured by the investigator,
it is important that they be obtained
in the proper manner. The quality
of the samples, especially when they
have been photographically enlarged
and displayed before a jury, vividly
reflect the officer’s investigative abili-
ties and his interest in the case. With

in mind, the following sugges-
tions for obtaining exemplars of type-
writing are presented.

1. If the typewriter ribbon is obviously
new, remove it from the typewriter and
send it to the laboratory with the type-
writing exemplars prepared from an-
other ribbon. (The text of the ma-
terial in question may still be discerni-
ble on the ribbon.)

2. Unless the questioned document is ex-
cessively long, obtain its complete text,
including typographical errors.

3. Get at least a partial text of the con-
troversial document with a
medium, and heavy touch.

4. After placing the typewriter in a stencil
position or removing the cloth ribbon,
obtain samples of each character on
the keyboard by typing through carbon
paper which has been inserted carbon
side down over a piece of white bond
paper.

light,

5. Make certain that each specimen con-
tains the make, model, and serial num-
ber of the typewriter from which it was
procured as well as the date and the

A initials of the officer.
& Iuy 1967

While typing habits of the typist
may often lend valuable assistance to
the investigator, the possibility of posi-
tive identification of a specific opera-
tor is viewed with some skepticism.
The number of personal habits re-
flected in typewriting is inversely pro-
portional to the amount of training
the typist has received. The work of
well-trained typists is so standardized
that there remains little individuality
pointing to any particular operator.

The evidence in the typewriting of
a partially trained or self-taught typ-
ist lies not in the touch and rhythm
as is popularly believed, but in the
spelling, punctuation, improper di-
vision of words too long to be com-
pleted at the end of a line, mode of
correction, stacking or partial stack-
ing of certain letter combinations,
transposition of commonly occurring
letter combinations, and artistic ar-
rangement of the matter. Distinc-
tiveness in these features will often
direct attention to one of a number of
typists. Therefore, it is desirable in
investigations involving more than
one suspect to have each type the ques-
tioned document’s complete text from

dictation on the suspect typewriter.

It is not unusual for the outcome
of an investigation to hinge upon
the date of a typewritten document.
Typical of such a case was a will dated
December 14, 1925, the authenticity
of which had been contested. A lab-
oratory examination, much to the de-
light of the plaintiff, disclosed that the
will had been prepared on a Reming-
ton typewriter equipped with Pica No.
1 type. This style of type was not
designed until 1926 and first used
June 20, 1927, thus proving the will to
be fraudulent.

The wear and tear imparting in-
dividuality to typewriters is a gradual
process. The progressive change in
the characteristics of typewritten ma-
terials prepared on the same machine
before and after the alleged date of a
disputed paper makes it possible to
establish the approximate date of
that document.

With evidence thus obtained from
typewritten documents, the labora-
tory expert is in a position to lend val-
uable assistance to the solution and
subsequent successful prosecution of
many cases.

SILENT ALARM

Three men caught in the act of bur-
glary protested their being arrested.
In spite of the compromising situa-
tion in which they were found, with
burglary tools in their possession and
a car nearby with the motor running,
they explained they were passing by,
heard the burglar alarm, and stopped
to see what was going on.

The police paid little attention to
their protests and went about their
business of gathering evidence. What
the three men did not know was that
the police had answered a silent alarm,
one that rings only in their office some
distance away from the scene of the
attempted burglary.

y 10-3-LG
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FALSE ALARMS

Police officials in a northeastern
city advise that their city is consider-
ing the installation of a device to deter
pranksters from turning in false
alarms. Attached to the city’s fire
alarm boxes, the device would re-
semble an aerosol can with a horn.
The horn is very loud and is activated
by pulling the alarm box handle.

The device would have a twofold
purpose. First, its horn would awaken
and alert the people in the vicinity to
a nearby fire—provided, of course,
the fire is legitimate. Second, the de-
vice would increase the chances of
identifying and apprehending the
prankster if the alarm proves false.
Newank suwndef R-30-66

63-4296-53/ 23




WISDOM

LONG with other mounting re-
sponsibilities, today’s policeman
is expected to be able to communicate
effectively. He is charged with ac-
quiring a mastery over the words he
uses in his everyday police activities.
A recent survey conducted by the
Newark, N.J., Police Department,
identified a group of words which
were particularly troublesome: -Try
your hand at discerning the right from
the wrong usage. Encircle the cor-
rect form found within the paren-
thesis and also do the matching exer-
cise in the passage which follows.
When rookie Patrolman Joseph
Blade completed his 14-week training
course at the Newark Police Academy,
he was assigned to radio car patrol in
the Ironbound section, an area cov-
ered by the policemen who work out
of the third precinct, pronounced
'(pré’singkt, pré’sink, pré’cint), sta-
tion house. During his first night of
working with seasoned Patrolman
Samuel Cobb, he Z(patrolled, pa-
troled) District No. 31. Sam’s first
bit of advice to the new patrolman was
that he should be especially observant
of *(chauffeurs, chauffers) guilty of

Qi < S
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“Words are the
most powerful
drug used by
mankind.”

—Kipling.

#(drunkeness, drunkenness) because
of the great °(hazard, hazzard) that
they present. He told Blake to be
especially wary and to guard against
feeling overly sympathetic to the
®(alibis, alibies) offered by drivers in
such condition.

Before long Officer Cobb began to
recount his police experiences during
the 15 years he spent "(patroling, pa-
trolling) this area.
all of this time never once was he
guilty of #(dereliction, direlection,
derelection) of duty.

He told Officer Blake about a num-
ber of heinous, pronounced °(ha’nus,
hé’nus, hé’né’us), crimes committed
in the past in which it was extremely
difficult to establish corpus 1°(delecti,
delicti). Cobb recalled one crime
which pertained to a homicide, pro-
nounced* (ho’micide, htm’icide), re-
sulting from a bullet which **(rico-
ched, ricocheted) from a brick wall.
The perpetrator was a person who in
the past had used several '*(aliasis,
aliases) for identification. Since Offi-
cer Cobb was the first police officer
to arrive at the scene, he was **(sub-
poenaed, subpoened) to appear in
court when this trial took place.
% (Auxiliary, Auxilliary) Patrolman
Edgar Brown, who arrived seconds
after Cobb, was notified that he too

i ~ -
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He stated that in

had been directed to testify.

Officer Cobb, reflecting once ‘1
upon his experience, told Blake W@t
the incidence of crime in the Iron-
bound section was lower than in any
other part of the city. He rarely
found it necessary to direct more than
token enforcement action against the
use of '°(marauana, marihuana) or
against too free use of ”(barbituates,
barbiturates). He went on to say
further though that occasionally he
would set up a *®(surveillance, surveil-

ance) to suppress the passing of
(counterfeit, counterfiet) money
here.

Cobb then asked Blake if he were in- £

terested in learning the origins of cer-
tain police terms. When Blake indi-
cated that he was, Cobb passed on a
sheet of paper, instructing him to
work out a matching exercise in-
scribed on it when he finished duty.
These terms were:

208~ coaus apache A. time to cover the
fire

2y LRSS patrolman B. hangman ,

2 ey assassin C. word of promi

v SRS e R thug D.
28w ai s sedan E.

puddle jumper
member of a for-
mer religious fra-
ternity of northern
India among whose
members murder
was made a profes-
sion

chair

French underworld
character (a coin-
age by American
newsmen)

a member of a se-
cret band of hash-
ish-eating Mos-
lems who killed
Christians during
the Crusades

O D derrick F.
20. L.nmse parole G.

e curfew H.

Officer Cobb, who was driving,
stopped the radio car. Then both he
and Blake prepared to place several
*8 (summons, summonses) on the auto-
mobiles left double parked on Ferry
Street.

(For correct answers and score, turn to

Ack 12-y3-4 page 28?& seorse I. ¢
G 1 :7 20
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a SEARCH WARRANT
L . UPHELD

&«  Law enforcement officers are taking
great pains to abide by recent U.S.
Supreme Court decisions in the mat-

4 ter of obtaining proper search war-
rants.

Some time ago a warrant was ob-

» tained by police to search a home for
stolen television sets. In the course

" of the search, police discovered gam-
bling materials. While two police-
men stood guard, a third went back
to the court and obtained a second
search warrant for the seizure of the
gambling equipment.

Both the county circuit judge and
the State court of appeals upheld the
validity of the search warrant. The
State court had this to say on the
subject: “The Constitution does not
require law enforcement officers to

8 2
ngllnd. e
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GIANTS ON THE LOOSE

For the last 2 years a wealthy farm-
ing area in a western State has been
plagued by expensive and malicious
mischief. At the close of each day, |
the farmers leave their $30,000 farm
tractors sitting in the fields. During
the night pranksters have been start-

» ing these mechanical giants, putting
| them in gear, setting the throttle, and
| then jumping to the ground. Run-
* * ning across fields, roads, ditches, and
Ve through houses, the tractors do not
L stop until they run into a canal or
’ drainage ditch where the water drowns

v their engines.
These 34,000-pound tracked diesel
vehicles are operated by engines in ex-
+ » cess of 800 cubic inches, and they
. develop braking power of 180 com-
r pared to that of 30.4 for a passenger

“y

vehicle. Pranksters playing with such
~ giants have caused extensive damage

: '.’Biz“isi‘-:;’é" i R
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SEARCH OF VEHICLES. .

(Continued from page 19)

of several days, this information is
fully corroborated. Ordinarily, such
facts would provide sufficient grounds
for arrest, but what if this course of
action is barred to the officers because
of local restrictions of law, or, for
practical reasons, their preference to
search the vehicle on probable cause
in order to obtain physical evidence
before effecting the arrest? Under
these circumstances the police cannot

. proceed under a State counterpart of
the Carroll doctrine because they have
been apprised in advance of sufficient
information upon which to secure a
warrant and, in addition, have had a
reasonable opportunity to do so. The
fact that an automobile retains its
character as a mobile conveyance up
to the initial point of the search does
not, in this situation, authorize the
police to proceed on probable cause
alone.

To illustrate the point, conside
case of Clay v. U.S., 239 F. 2d 196
(1956), where Federal agents, acting
on information concerning the reputa-
tion and prior conviction of the
defendant on a gambling charge,
forced a vehicle he was operating to
the side of the road and searched both
his person and the automobile. The
precise holding of the case is obscured
somewhat by the fact that it was the
arrest and search of the person
based on insufficient probable cause
rather than a search of the vehicle
which yielded incriminating evidence.
Nonetheless, it is important to note
the following comments by the court
regarding the failure of the agents to
secure a warrant:

Paradoxically, all of the information now
claimed to have justified the conclusion
that a crime had been committed demon-
strated that Clay’s actions followed an al-
most fixed, habitual pattern of time, place

and movement. In that, the use of the ™
automobile was purely incidental. And,

viewed from the vantage of knowledge
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either January 27 or the forenoon of Jan-
‘28, there was nothing to indicate that

ring warrants of arrests or search
would thwart, or impede the efficient en-
forcement of law, or intrude upon the judg-
ment of the officers as to when to close the
Id. at 204.

Thus the key issue in each instance
is—is it practicable to obtain a search
warrant? That is to say, do the cir-
cumstances allow sufficient opportun-
ity to secure and execute a warrant

* without unduly risking the loss of con-

=

)

traband believed to be contained in
the car? If this question can be
answered affirmatively, the Carroll
doctrine cannot be utilized as an ap-

propriate method of search.
’

-

Entry Upon Private Premises

Case law generally supports the
view that where officers, acting on
adequate probable cause and follow-

* ing closely behind a vehicle, would

have been authorized to search the

Y
r mobile on a public street, they
¢ properly enter upon private prop-
y erty in order to conduct the search.
Moreover, the right of entry, under
these circumstances, probably extends
- » as well to the curtilage area of the
, dwelling. In Scher v. U.S., 305 U.S.
251 (1938), law officers followed
+ a heavily loaded vehicle to the de-
. fendant’s home, where it was parked
in an open garage. They entered
# + the garage immediately behind the
s . defendant, searched the automobile,

r N

and seized contraband liquor stored
in the trunk. In affirming the con-
viction, the Supreme Court rejected

; the defendant’s contention that the

=P

a2

.

.

passage of the vehicle into the
garage destroyed the right to search,
noting that “it seems plain enough
that just before he [Scher] entered
the garage, the following officers prop-
erly could have stopped petitioner’s
car, made search, and put him under
arrest,” and the mere fact that he had

parked the automobile and

May 1967

alighted therefrom did not destroy this
right. Id. at 255.

The holding in Scher is fully con-
sistent with the general rule that a
privileged trespass upon property can
be made when the officer enters with
lawful authority to search the premises
or effect the arrest of an occupant.
Turner v. U.S., 126 F. Supp. 349
(1954) ; 52 Am. Jur., Trespass sec. 41.
Accordingly, where the police possess
authority to search a vehicle on prob-
able cause and are in fresh pursuit,
their traspass upon the land, necessary
to carry out that purpose, would not
render inadmissible any evidence so
derived.

Furthermore, since the special pro-
tections of the fourth amendment do
not extend to open fields, an officer
may also enter the property outside
the curtilage area for the specific pur-
pose of acquiring the necessary prob-
able cause to make a search. While a
civil trespass would result, it would
not be such an intrusion upon a con-
stitutionally protected area as to pre-
vent the legal use of evidence subse-
quently acquired. Hester v. U.S., 265
U.S. 57 (1924) ; see U.S. v. Hayden,
140 F. Supp. 429, 435 (1956) ; Janney
v. US., 206 F. 2d 601 (1953).

Whether a given area is within the pro-
tected area of a dwelling has been said
to depend upon a number of factors,
including whether it is within the en-
closure surrounding the home as well
as its use as an adjunct to the domestic
economy of the family. U.S. v.
Minker, 312 F. 2d 632 (1962). Of
course the limitations regarding
mobility would also apply in these
circumstances and, in some instances,
might serve to preclude application
of the Carroll rule.

It does not appear, however, that
the officers are privileged to enter
upon the curtilage where probable
cause to search a vehicle has not been
lawfully and independently acquired
before entry. The decisions indicate
that information so derived cannot
validly be employed to justify a
search. See the following cases where
entry upon the curtilage prior to ac-
quiring probable cause invalidated
searches of vehicles conducted inci-
dent to arrest: U.S. v. Costner, 217 F.
Supp. 644 (1963); Weaver v. U.S.,
295 F. 2d 360 (1961) ; Baxter v. U.S.,
188 F. 2d 119 (1951). But compare
Marullo v. U.S., 328 F. 2d 361
(1964).

(To be continued in June)

ATTENTION GETTER

A man with robbery as his motive
used an unusual approach to attain
his goal. He entered the side door
of a restaurant and went directly to
the men’s washroom. There he pulled
a stocking mask over his face and
fired a shot into the ceiling of the rest-
room. Naturally, the noise attracted
attention, and the manager of the res-
taurant rushed into the restroom to
investigate. The robber forced him
at gunpoint to the cashbox, helped
himself to the money, and fled without
having spoken a word.

-

LETHAL WALKING STICK

An elderly man in a southern State
disguised a single-barrel .12-gage
shotgun to look like a harmless walk-
ing stick. He slipped a piece of black
bicycle tire tube over the barrel,
placed a long cotton sock over the cut-
down stock, and reinforced it with a
piece of wood to resemble a handle.
A piece of iron pipe was placed in the
chamber to accommodate a .410-gage
shotgun shell.

The creator of the crude weapon
killed a man with it and was sentenced
to 7 years’ imprisonment.
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MARIAN RUTH GILBERT, also known as: Marion Ruth Cronin, Mrs. Leo

Cummings, Marion Ruth Cummings, Mrs. Lloyd Hennrich, Mrs. Marie
Hennrich, Mrs. M. Hyer, Ruth O’Connor, M. Peters, E. S. Rider, Mrs. M.

Wilson, and others.
Interstate Fraudulent Check

MariaN RutH GILBERT is being
sought by the FBI for causing fraud-
ulent checks to be transported in inter-
state commerce. A Federal warrant

for her arrest was issued on November
28, 1961, at New Haven, Conn.

Method of Operation

Gilbert carries out her checkpass-
ing activities by registering at a hotel
in a selected area and hiring a chauf-
feur-driven automobile, usually a
Cadillac. Under the guise of being a
wealthy woman, she is driven to
grocery stores, pet shops, and fash-
ionable clothing stores where she uses
driver’s licenses made out in fictitious
names as identification to pass fraud-
ulent checks. She makes small pur-
chases utilizing no-account checks in
amounts from $20 to $60 and re-
ceives cash for the difference. She
often claims to be visiting relatives in
the area and to be purchasing gifts
for them.

28

Gilbert’s alleged checkpassing ac-
tivities have extended throughout the
United States. She has been con-
victed of obtaining money under
false pretense and issuing worthless
checks.

Description

IR GGtk Sy L ether iy 48, born Nov. 16, 1918,
Bridgeport, Conn.

Height .- .. _ 5 feet 2 inches to 5
feet 3 inches.

Welphtis s uecivous 155 to 170 pounds.

Build= oo o o0 Heavy

581, D e Dark brown, graying
(may be bleached
blond).

1270 T S SR Brown

Complexion_______. Fair.

e A White

Nationality.________ American.

Occupations— .. Bookkeeper, clerical
worker, nurse.

Remarks. .o .o.a Frequently wears
eyeglasses,

FBE NGy 266,981 C.

Fingetitint 16 M 1 U 100 20

classification____.

M1RIIO

Notify the FBI

which might assist in locating this
fugitive is requested to notify immedi-
ately the Director of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation, U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice, Washington, D.C.
20535, or the Special Agent in Charge
of the nearest FBI field office, the
phone number of which appears on
the first page of most local directories.

CREDIT CARD THIEVES

Individuals specializing in stealing
credit cards have been concentrating
on obtaining them from cars parked
in apartment house garages. The
thieves steal the cards from glove
compartments and use them to charge
various items. Then they sell the
goods for whatever price they can

get.w Fo cumds) 1o-20- 606
O3- ¥_A90b-53

WORDS OF
WISDOM

(Continued from page 24)

Correct Key
1. pré’singkt 15. Auxiliary
2. patrolled 16. marihuana
3. chauffeurs 17. barbiturates
4, drunkenness 18. surveillance
5. hazard 19. counterfeit
6. alibis 20. G
7. patrolling 21D
8. dereliction 2. H
9. hd'nus 23. E
10. delicti 24. F
11. hom'icide 25. B
12. ricocheted 26. C
13. aliases 27. A

14. subpoenaed 28. summonses

Score yourself accordingly:

Correct Answers

P, (R e S magnificent
227 e a fine showing
T R S good work
o208 e respectable
20-210 o it 5 a broth of a boy

19 and under-.. you misspell repeatedly
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; NEW FBI ACADEMY DESIGN

The above design has been accepted for the
new FBI Academy at Quantico, Va. The com-
plex of nine major buildings, with additional
< smaller structures for shops, storage, and service,
will replace the existing Academy on the U.S.
Marine Corps Base at Quantico.

% The new facilities are to be used for the train-
ing of FBI Agents and other law enforcement
officers from local and State agencies throughout

" the country. This ultramodern training center is

a direct result of President Johnson’s request of

Congress in March 1965 to provide the means for

& more Federal help for training and technical as-

sistance to local and State law enforcement

‘personnel.

Featured in the new layout are two 7-story
dormitories containing 350 bedrooms housing
two men each, with connecting baths between
bedrooms. The classrooms will have the latest
and most advanced audiovisual teaching and
training aids. For the trainees’ physical fitness,
a separate building contains a large gymnasium
and training pool. Sufficient athletic fields are
planned for outside physical training.

This expansion in training by the FBI, ap-
proved by the President and Congress, will
increase sixfold the number of qualified law
enforcement officers, making a total of 1,200, who
can attend the Academy each year.
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