
I' ychological hanJculf 
For the first time there was a public ex

position both id s of the pros and cons of 
the co11trov rsial oposal fort e r ation of 
a oli a vis ry board that woul ·nvesti
gate ha rges of police mistreatment of 
citize s. 

After the long hearing cond11cted by the 
Newark Human Rights Commission, these 
facts seem clearly established: 

• There are adequate ave11ues of re
dress for anyone who is the victim of police 
brut ality. These are in the courts, the prose- , 
cutor's 9ffice, the mayor, the Human Rights 
Commission and the FBI. The establishment 
of a police advisory board would be just an 
other appendage, one without the power of 
legal authority. 

• No pattern of police brutality was 
revealed by the proponents of the advisory 
board. 

It would seem, on the basis of tate- 1 

ments at the b.eari1 g, that little urpos 
would be served by the creati of th board. 
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It would, on the other hand, subj ct the -
\ 

forcement agency to subtle pressur s th t 
would be harmful to 'th departm nt's f
ficiency. It would, in effect, be a sychologi
cal handcuff on our po lie officers. 
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