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Agranoff(2003, p.7)informed that “no single agency or organization at
any level of government or the private sector has a monopoly on the
mandate, resources or information to deal with the most vexing of
public problems.” Crime and its control represent a public problem, that
consistent with this logic and new governance philosophy, cannot and
should not be left to police alone. A main tenet of community policing
remains that the “community” and its representative local police both
reach out to one another for support and assistance in combating
criminal activity.
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A classic experimental design was employed in the Kansas City
Preventive Patrol Experiment. A fifteen-beat area of the city was
divided into three matched five-beat groups. The first group was
reactive in patrol procedure; that is officers responded only to calls for
service and did not deploy preventive patrols. The second group was
proactive, and increased preventive patrols up to three times the normal
levels. Usual deployment, or preventive patrols at their normal levels,
was assigned to the control group.
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