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00:00:31
Ken:
On today’s show Rahm Emanuel, not that he’s here or anything, but we’re going to talk a lot about Rahm Emanuel today, and talk about a lot of things that relate to Rahm Emanuel. I mean really the central focus of our show today is our Mayor. That’s because he is right now at a critical point in his tenure. In a couple of weeks he will be at the halfway point in his second term, the end of six years, and today we’re going to make the argument that the door is beginning to slowly close on his greatest opportunity, the once in a political lifetime chance to fundamentally reform how our Police Department operates. 


Now as we all know, the new Attorney General Jeff Sessions has just made it clear he doesn’t intend to see any intervention in Chicago’s policing and he’s never going to set up any kind of method to implement the recommendations like say a consent decree that puts a federal judge in charge of making sure that the reforms are actually carried out, the reforms in his predecessor’s DOJ report. 

Now Barack Obama’s Justice Department dropped a scathing little report on our…
00:01:51
Let’s get back to Mayor Emanuel shall we. There are two ways of looking at this, he could take the election of Trump and his allies as a kind of a pass. He can mouth a few platitudes and then quietly just kind of dump the report in the trash. Or he could use the opportunity to keep going, to use that DOJ report and the one he himself commissioned, the Police Accountability Task Force, to use those scathing criticisms of the Department to make deep and lasting reforms. But it would be hard. It would be unpopular in many quarters, and it will take time and patience, and when was the last time you heard patience and Rahm Emanuel used in the same sentence?


Well today we’re going to talk about all of these and many other things with my buddy Curtis Black who is here from the Chicago Reporter, and has been writing about this stuff for as long as I can remember, and I can remember for a long time. We both have been around for a while and have been observing these things for many many years, and it’s great to have you back. 

Curtis:
Great to be back.

Ken:
Thank you for being here on Chicago Newsroom. We have buckets of things to talk about today, and I think the first one is this issue of police reform. You’ve written extensively about it over long periods of time. I think we probably are both geeky enough that we both sat down and read both the DOJ report and the PATF report. Both of them remarkably similar in a lot of ways in the things that they very quickly zeroed in on that’s wrong with the Chicago Police Department. And now, as I said, the opportunity is there to just walk away from the whole thing. Do you think that’s what’s going to happen?
00:03:41
Curtis:
I think that Emanuel sees it sort of as a needle to thread, and on the one hand, having a consent decree with the Federal Department would take some of the pressure off of him. He could refer to that. On the other hand, I think he isn’t exactly clear whether to do the reform. I think his central problem as Lori Lightfoot said on this show I think, was that he doesn’t understand the connection between reform and fighting violence. He thinks they are in conflict. So I think, it seemed like when the Trump administration came in he saw that as an opportunity to step away from the federal consent decree. He didn’t see the consent decree as his friend at that moment. 


Ken:
Right.

Curtis:
Now he is pledging allegiance to police reform, but there’s a lot of questions about how that will play.
Ken:
I think what we need to clarify here is that he’s not politically a Trumpster. I mean he’s not aligned with Jeff Sessions. I don’t think it’s that, but what we’re seeing is that he has this opportunity if he wants to take it to just basically take his foot off the accelerator of police reform and just not bother with it anymore. 
Curtis:
You remember his comment before the Laquan McDonald video was released that there’s a Ferguson effect, that all this attention on police misconduct is bad for proactive policing. This is sort of Jeff Sessions’ point of view, so he’s sort of a reluctant reformer. It’s not like they are miles apart from Jeff Sessions. He’s somewhere in there, and he’s always been a tough line crime guy. I think that’s his real convictions.
Ken:
Well, as you pointed out, if you go back to his history, go back to Bill Clinton and before – yes, he has been, what do we call them – neoliberals, right, the people who are hard to distinguish sometimes from the conservatives.
Curtis:
You know on the consent decree there’s a couple of things. The Sun Times yesterday suggested that the City could appoint an independent monitor, and this is sort of the key thing in a consent decree, having someone outside the process to say, “You are doing this and you are not doing this.” In a consent decree they can go to a judge, but they appoint a monitor and the cities all complain about how much they have to pay these guys, and I’m sure he doesn’t want to pay. [Laughs] Which is another… Anyway, there are also cities where private groups have one consent decree. Oakland, where it didn’t work out very well, Cincinnati where there was a private civil rights action that won a consent decree alongside a federal consent decree, New Orleans, so that’s another model that might be considered here. 
Ken:
So what we’re saying is it’s one thing to have this report, but then you have to figure out A) am I going to implement the report, and if I am going to implement the report how are we going to hold this to any kind of standard? How are we going to keep it on track? And that’s what this monitor or a document the consent decree does for you. Now the Sun Times, this was a very interesting thing, I went to the thing Tuesday night, the Sun Times did a thing with Tom McNamee, their editorial page director, and Rahm Emanuel just kind of sitting having a casual conversation over in Preston Bradley Hall. It was I have to say unusual in many ways. I have never seen Rahm Emanuel in as informal and a calm setting as he was. He wasn’t doing his usual thing of trying to jump in front of whoever is interviewing him and to try to belittle the interviewer as his way of making sure that he maintains the power seat and all that. He didn’t do any of that. And Tom McNamee actually said tomorrow morning I’m dropping an editorial that’s going to say that we think you should appoint your own monitor, and we’re recommending Lori Lightfoot, but it could be whoever you want, and we think that you need to do that, what’s your reaction to that? And his reaction was as evasive as you would expect it to be, but it was evasive without being confrontational, so I took that as progress, I don’t know, like it was maybe kind of a thoughtful if evasive response, I don’t know.

But nevertheless, I didn’t get the impression that he was thinking yeah, this is a really good idea you guys have had here. Let’s have a meeting and talk about how I can do this.

00:09:04
Curtis:
You know there’s the example of the use of force policy that the CPD has been in the process of revising. They put it out for public comment, a draft, and then in the next draft they stepped back on a few points which some civil rights advocates thought was a bad move, but it shows that there are these different constituencies. According to the Tribune they heard from rank and file police that they didn’t want this and that, and rank and file police are one constituency, although I think there’s probably the diversity of opinion among them.
Ken:
Even among them. Well, as I said at the beginning, no one ever has, let’s face it, truly and comprehensively tried to take this issue on of how do you reform a big city police department and make it more responsive to the people it’s supposed to serve and protect? And the reason it hasn’t been done, wasn’t it George Bush who said if it was easy we would have done it already? Some quote like that, and that’s the reason, it’s really really hard. It’s incredibly complicated, and it involves breaking eggs to make the omelet, and some of these eggs are like police unions and stuff and they don’t want to be broken. So I don’t envy the job that the Mayor would have to take on if he wanted to take this on, but it’s nonetheless something that’s incredibly needed.
00:10:40
Curtis:
Yeah. There are cities that have under consent decrees from what I understand, and I haven’t looked closely at it, but from experts and scholars who have looked at it made some significant progress. And the other issue is that it takes resources and Chicago has been in this fiscal crisis for a long time. And if you look at the report and you remember back to Emanuel’s first budget where he called for $109-million in cuts and shut down police stations, and now you have sergeants supervising 20 or 40 patrol officers, and that’s one of the many problems. You have a tiny training department. You have three mental health counselors for the entire force.


Ken:
Is that right, there are three?
Curtis:
Yeah. So, at the same time that Emanuel has decided to hire 1,000 officers there’s a real question of how you’re going to prioritize the limited resources that we have.
Ken:
It’s also been true probably in all big cities that it’s kind of, it’s just a normal way of doing things that you speak boldly about your Police Department and how valuable all of those rank and file officers are, and then you cut the things out of the budget that people can’t necessarily see, things like the Training Department, things like mental health services for the rank and file. These are the reasons why in my opinion the Union piece of it begins to get stronger, because they do have really legitimate issues. I mean it’s not just we don’t want to be messed with, there’s more legitimacy to it than that.
Curtis:
True. And throughout the country for 20 years in lieu of significant pay increases they’ve been getting protections for officers, that are the kinds of things that the two reports you referenced need to say and lots of other people need to be gotten rid of.
Ken:
I just made some notes on that this morning. The PATF recommendation, that’s the Lori Lightfoot commission, she says that one of the key things that has to be addressed and it hasn’t been addressed is the collective bargaining, is the contract basically with the Chicago Police, and there are a couple of things that really stand out. I mean this 24 hours before making a report after a shooting. You shoot somebody, you have 24 hours to gather your thoughts before you have to put anything on the record, eliminating the ability to change statements after you review a video, which we’ve seen happen. They make one statement, then suddenly the bodycam comes out and they revise their statement. Removing the anonymous complaints where you have to have… I don’t completely understand this, but if you go in and complain about a police officer you have to sign an affidavit, that’s what it is?
Curtis:
Yes. What don’t you understand about that? [Laughs] Why is that? Well because they want protection against people harassing police officers by just filing any kind of complaint. So there’s a certain sense of that, but then you get an IPRA which is way understaffed, which cannot follow-up on the complaints they get to get the affidavits. 
Ken:
Right. I mean these are just things that both of these reports have said really desperately need to be addressed, and yet along the lines of what we were saying before, I can kind of understand how those things got to the point that they became bargaining points for the police. I mean as you say, in lieu of pay, well we’ll just give you more protection. We will give you more protection against the public that you serve. It’s a kind of a really perverse slowly creeping thing that we’ve been seeing happening, not only with our Police Department, but with others. But in order to begin to get the confidence of the public back you really have to address those kinds of things. If a police officer is not really going to be held accountable for making a report on what he or she did out there on the street, then that breaks the bond. 
Curtis:
Well we have contract negotiations coming up, and in the past every contract except the ones that Emanuel negotiated went to arbitration, and I think that when it goes to arbitration things like the Justice Department report become things to be considered by the arbitrator. 


Ken:
But you also have this really interesting thing of seeing the head of the Police Union, D’Angelo, having such a buddy buddy meeting with our new President and talking about how we have to support the police, which of course is all just code for we have to like get rid of these movements to reform the police.
Curtis:
Yeah, it’s a shame that supporting the police becomes laying off of police misconduct. And it’s a shame also the way the system in Chicago works with this top down code of silence where cops who are doing their jobs and serving the public feel that they have to lie, you know. That’s just a shame that the code of silence implicates a large part of the force I think.
Ken:
At this point, I get very confused about this, because if the Mayor decided today or has already decided yeah, you know what, screw it, I’m going in, I’m going all the way in for this. I will either get re-elected or I won’t, but at least they will say I tried. Where does he begin? What’s the first or second or third thing he has to deal with?
00:17:06
Curtis:
Well, he’s got the contract negotiations coming up. An interesting piece I just read from Sam Walker, I’m going to write about this for my blog at Invisible Institute I think is an evaluation of the 20 years of the Obama patterns and practice investigations. And he says the key thing to changing police culture is improving reporting on force incidents. In Chicago it’s called the Tactical Response Report, and this got a lot of attention in the Department of Justice report about how all you have to do is check kicked… You know, you don’t have to give any description of the actual circumstances that required this force, or what the actual force was. You don’t have to say how many times you may have kicked someone or where. 
Ken:
So like phrases you can just check off?
Curtis:
Yeah. And then the supervisors just make sure you filled out the form right. They are supposed to investigate it. So Walker says, and the Justice Department… And the next steps of reform that CPD put out said that they are going to add a narrative section to the report and require supervisors to investigate force incidents, which is going to be a lot of work for supervisors.
Ken:
If the reporting was done more quickly then you wouldn’t have as much of this phenomenon of having everybody’s report being exactly the same, right, as we saw with Laquan McDonald.
Curtis:
Another thing that the next steps of reform from CPD said is they are going to do, and it’s full of things like we shall develop a plan too. They are going to find a way to keep officer witnesses separate before they give a report, which was the Justice Department recommendation, so that would be a good step.

Ken:
What do you think? What’s your sense of this? Do you think that this is going to move forward in Chicago?
Curtis:
I think it’s certainly going to move forward. I think the pressure from the community is going to drive it more so than top down leadership, but it’s going to be harder without some legal enforcement mechanism. It would be nice if the aldermen stepped also in that oversight role, but I think it will move forward. You know Walker says that he thinks that even with Trump pulling back police reform will move forward across the country because of the buy-in of a lot of Police Department leadership. 
Ken:
Interesting. Because they are actually beginning to see this, that this works in our advantage.
Curtis:
Yes. That this makes police work easier and makes solving crimes easier to have the trust of the community.
00:20:12
Ken:
You know, I guess that kind of fits into a larger pattern doesn’t it, of as the United States has basically essentially given up on its congress and on its federal government, that it’s become more and more irrelevant and it’s just basically a giant clown car anyway. If we think that we’re going to get serious about our air and our water and our politics we’re going to have just make it local somehow, and maybe ally ourselves with right-thinking people in other parts of the country, and it’s a weird time we’re living in.


Curtis:
It sure is, goodness. Five years later we could look back and say, “Wow, those were the good old days.” 
Ken:
I do find it interesting, I don’t know how you feel about this, but I’m most, a cynical old guy like me I’m almost beginning to believe that there is something to this kind of ground up political pressure that’s coming from the people. Maybe I spend too much time watching MSNBC at night or something, but I just see one video after another of like 500 people cramming into some congress person’s office, and not always to yell and scream and complain, but sometimes as recently going to people with whom you agree and just standing in front of the office with a sign saying ‘thank you, we appreciate what you’re doing.’ I mean I’ve never seen anything like that before.
Curtis:
Yeah, it’s really a strange time. I just read something that said Democrats are so much better off not having Hillary Clinton with a Republican Congress, a bunch of investigations, and Republicans are so much worse off having three branches of government and it’s going to drive their party apart. [Laughs] And in the meantime there’s this upsurge…
Ken:
You don’t get the feeling that the National Democratic Party is getting any better. It’s not healing in any way.
Curtis:
No.
Ken:
But it’s interesting that…
Curtis:
It’s challenge is to be relevant too, and that’s true in the State too I guess.
Ken:
When you convert the United States Capital Building into a toxic waste dump, even though you may own it and be in charge of it, once you dive into it you just become part of the toxic waste dump I guess. I guess that’s the lesson we’re learning here. And so of course the Republicans knew this a long time ago, that’s why they came up with Alec and started taking over all the state governments. 
Curtis:
This is the challenge for the progressive folks is to have an impact on state governments and local. 
Ken:
And can that happen? Look, I need help from you on this. I need you to reinforce this for me to make me feel better. 
Curtis:
Can that happen? Sure it can happen. Next question. [Laughs] We’re seeing a similar sort of logjam in Springfield.
Ken:
Excuse me Curtis, do you understand that you were brought in here today to cheer me up?
Curtis:
Oh, I’m sorry. [Laughs] 
Ken:
To make it clear to me that there actually is a path forward?
Curtis:
Well, we see this logjam in Springfield and I can’t say this is how you get from here to here, but we do see I think a new initiative from rank and file Democratic leaderships to map out a progressive vision, because for years people have said the Democrats aren’t really offering an alternative, and it’s been true, and I think you will see a free college proposal, a minimum wage thing going on now, on just a number of areas where they are putting it out there, and I think that’s all you can do at this point, and hope for the best, raise a lot of money.
00:24:26
Ken:
[Laughs] Send guns and money, yeah. I’m losing focus here, I’m sorry. [Laughs] Get it together Ken. As long as we’re talking about Springfield, I have this fairly cynical view that I think is based in reality that once you get into office it’s very very difficult for someone to be removed from office unless they kind of want to go, and I don’t think Bruce Rauner wants to go. And I have a hard time believing that he’s not going to get re-elected. 
Curtis:
Well, it’s a ways off, so you just have to believe. It looks like he’s running on his record of not raising taxes and the Democrats are going to raise taxes, and it looks like that means we’re not going to have a budget for two years, so you were saying this earlier, it’s going to be a laboratory experiment for how much money it takes to win re-election with no record. 
Ken:
And yes, we’re going to teach the entire country that lesson aren’t we? Because I mean, I don’t care what side you’re on in this debate, it would be difficult to defend the statement if you were a Rauner supporter that Rauner has absolutely no record as Governor. He has no legislative or leadership record. Nothing has been accomplished during his time so far, his three years in office. So if he gets re-elected he will get re-elected because he has so much money and the ability to use that money in such a tactical way.
Curtis:
And because he’s got this demagogic opposition to taxes, which you know, since Proposition 13 I think it’s just become really difficult in this country. There are a few exceptions – California, Minnesota, there are a few exceptions to talk about revenue in a responsible way. And when he says, “We need a permanent property tax freeze,” what does that mean for these towns with pension plans and for these school boards? I mean it’s just…
Ken:
And with sewer systems and water systems that are falling apart and street lights that don’t work. 
Curtis:
It sounds so good to the…voter. 
00:26:46 
Ken:
You know, again, I hate to be optimistic. It’s not in my nature. I see something like, now of course it’s an outlier I know, but I see something like what happened in Evanston, 80% of Evanstonians voted for a pretty significant tax increase for their schools because they are smart enough to realize that those schools are part of what defines Evanston and makes Evanston the great town that it is to live in and that they have to pay for it, so they decided to pay for it. I’m not sure that there’s a lesson in there for everybody, but I think maybe we are beginning to understand that you can’t cut your way to prosperity and you can’t cut your way to, as I said, having the street lights work, you know.
Curtis:
And the other demagogic thing about Rauner’s approach is that the longer that he holds off a tax increase the bigger the tax increase has to be.
Ken:
The bigger the bill, yeah.
Curtis:
So I am hopeful that the Democrats can figure out a way to address that in a way that appeals to a bunch of people. Perhaps this vote in Bolingbrook pretends that there’s an opening for Bolingbrook. [Laughs] 
Ken:
Whenever Bolingbrook can teach us a lesson I’m ready to take that lesson to heart. 
Curtis:
[Laughs] 
Ken:
But I mean we did see, what did we see – 20 mayors, right, this week thrown out of office in the suburbs for all various reasons. I don’t think there’s a big pattern to it, but at least it shows that people are tracking what’s going on, which is something new, and I guess we can feel good about that. [SoundCloud & ITunes]
00:29:10
But to finish that thought, when you have more money than, probably more money than the Illinois Treasury has just in your personal bank account, you can pretty much purchase the legislature, and I think that’s what he’s planning to do is purchase the legislature. 

Curtis:
He’s certainly bought-up the Republican party, and the collapse of this grand bargain shows that Republicans are afraid to do anything that he doesn’t signal is okay. So I mean he can talk about the problem having Madigan dominant Democrats, but if the alternative is to have Rauner dominating, you know, instead of having a free play of people representing their constituents. 

00:30:04


Ken:
All, right, let’s talk about Kwame Raoul, shall we?

Curtis:
Let’s talk about that gun bill that I wrote about.


Ken:
I think it’s called Senate Bill 1722. It’s called the Safe Neighborhoods Reform Act, and you’ve been pretty vocal about this. Kwame Raoul wants to change the law in Illinois in an effort to try to make the streets of Chicago safer than they are. I think that’s one of the announced purposes of it, and you’re not buying it.
Curtis:
Well, we have experience with making gun laws tougher. We’ve done that a number of times and it hasn’t really made the streets safer. We’ve got three times as many people in prison for gun offenses as 2000 and we have murders going up. You know, I see this line a few times and I take issue with it, that repeat gun offenders are one of the root causes of violence, and I think they’re a proximate cause. You know, illegal gun possession is a problem. Someone holding a gun is more likely to shoot someone than someone not holding a gun. [Chuckles] 
Ken:
That would be logical, yeah.
Curtis:
But most people holding guns aren’t shooting people, so just locking up, his bill would create a presumptive minimum so that a second offense of just gun possession would have a presumptive minimum of six years. My argument would be that overincarceration is one of the drivers of violence in these communities. You have thousands of young men who have a criminal record. There’s not a lot of jobs. That’s a millstone around their neck. I think that there’s a growing consensus that that’s the wrong way to go. Governor Rauner to his credit has a commission to reduce incarceration. This bill includes some of the easier provisions that have been recommended by that commission, and it leaves out the harder ones that would actually reduce the larger number of inmates’ population. I could possibly explain that, but it ends up the State Sentencing Commission did a study and said it ends up pretty much a wash in terms of increasing and decreasing incarceration. So if you’re talking about rehabilitating people in prison, it’s just tying up… You know there’s not much of that going on with the prison population with the State budget that we have, and this is not freeing up resources to do any rehabilitation in prison, to do any kind of violence prevention in the communities. It’s really on a certain level a question of priorities, whether we want to invest in putting people in prison or alternatives to that.
Ken:
We have a certain amount of money. We’re going to spend it one way or the other, but maybe the way that the State is choosing is just to keep incarcerating more people. 
Curtis:
You know, I don’t think Raoul has a great record as a criminal justice reformer. He sponsored a bill to increase sentence time if you’re caught with marijuana and a cigar wrapper, like to add a year to your sentence if you have a cigar wrapper. He sponsored a bill to increase prison time if you use social media in an act of violence. This was around those flash mobs that were happening on Michigan Avenue, so he has a tendency to want to increase incarceration, sentences.
00:34:12
Ken:
Can you help me actually seriously understand what the… I would kind of like to peel this onion, the Bill 1722 is calling for not mandatory minimums, he’s been very clear that it’s not mandatory minimums, it’s… 


Curtis:
The proponents call it presumptive minimums.
Ken:
Presumptive minimums.
Curtis:
It’s a guideline for judges that they should give sentences at the top range of the sentencing range or they have to give a reason why they wouldn’t do that. 
Ken:
So, some people, including me, have been very critical of mandatory minimums because as I have said over and over here that it will save us a lot of money because we can get rid of the judiciary, because you can just have like one of these little automated machines you pay your parking tickets in. You just go and stick your card in and it tells you who you are and it tells you how many years of prison you have and then you just report to prison. There’s no adjudication. There’s no decision about whether your case was different from anybody else’s. So I find myself really thinking that a lot of mandatory minimum stuff is kind of like an easy way. It’s kind of a short-cut way of doing justice, but whether that’s true or not there’s been a lot of criticism of it, so now… Where am I going with this? There already are mandatory minimums for the possession of an illegal firearm. Is that not correct?
Curtis:
Yes. It’s one year for your first offense and three years for your second offense. 
Ken:
Okay. Kwame Raoul wants to change that to?
Curtis:
For your second offense it’s still three to seven years, but the judge is directed to either sentence you to six or seven years or give a reason. 
Ken:
Okay, so if I’m a judge I can say, “Oh I really don’t believe that you had a propensity for violence. You were just caught with this gun, and you did this once before so that was kind of stupid so I’m going to have to send you to prison, but I’m going to send you for the minimum which is three years or whatever it is. But now I’m going to have to write an essay on why I did this, and that essay is going to be posted online so that when they come after me to run against me they can say this guy is soft on criminals.”
Curtis:
Yes.
Ken:
So let me see, which one will I do?
Curtis:
It will be a lot easier to go with the presumptive minimum, and people who would have gotten three-year sentences will get six-year sentences and the prison population will go up, and people who may not have any actual…because we also punish crimes that are committed with a gun very… I mean if you are caught with a small amount of drugs and you have a gun you get a 15-year addition to your sentence.
Ken:
That is kind of flowing by in this conversation without being really flagged as an important part of this. If you commit a crime, regardless of what that crime is, if you commit a crime and you have a gun when you commit that crime you are in serious trouble in Illinois.
Curtis:
Yes.
Ken:
And that again is mandatory, right?
Curtis:
Yes.
Ken:
I mean I don’t know the numbers, but it’s pretty serious, the first time and second time and then like third time it’s class X, you’re just done for.
Curtis:
Hmm. 
00:37:54
Ken:
So, what we’re really arguing about then is people who are carrying guns that are not legal guns in the sense that they are not registered.


Curtis:
They don’t have a firearm ownership identification card, which if you have a prior conviction you can’t get that. In some communities a lot of people have those convictions, so they are going to be more likely to not be able to get the card. 
Ken:
So you could have people, and again, I don’t want to be one of these people who are soft on crime, but you could construct a situation where somebody lives in one of these crime-ridden neighborhoods, has some kind of record or whatever it is, can’t get a FOID card, but feels it’s really important to have a gun. I don’t know if that’s logical or not, but I don’t live in such a neighborhood and I think I might make that decision differently.
Curtis:
You can be riding in a car where they pull it over and find a gun. The story that sort of made me start wondering about this was several years ago Angela Caputo wrote in the Chicago Reporter about a teenager who was at a house with some friends with his and the police busted in and found a gun of his older brother’s and they were all arrested, and he pled guilty to a crime as a result of it. Certainly there are people walking around with guns, and we ought to do something about it, but insisting that we throw them into prison. You know there needs to be a comprehensive conversion for these guys. There needs to be suspended sentences so they can be held accountable, but they can move on with their lives.
00:39:37


Ken:
This is so emotional and so complicated, because again, when two guys like us are sitting around talking about this it’s very easy for people to say, “Oh, listen to these bleeding hearts. They don’t care about crime because nobody has ever shot them, so what do they care?” I don’t think that’s really the case here. I think this is a situation of what is the appropriate application of justice, and as you have said and as you have pointed out very eloquently in the Reporter, and by the way, I urge you to do this, go to the Chicago Reporter and click on Curtis and look at some of the stuff that he’s written because it’s really very good. What we’re arguing about is not the people who shoot guns. We have the laws to take care of people who… Well, but the real problem Curtis is that we’ve got a Police Department that clears whatever, somewhere between 9 and 20% of its cases.
Curtis:
Right.
Ken:
Murders is, what is it, 9% or something? The numbers keep changing.
Curtis:
Murders is under 20%, and from what I understand shooting that don’t kill someone it’s under 10%.
Ken:
It’s under 10%. Nevertheless, as we have said over and over and over here, you can walk out into certain neighborhoods in Chicago today with a gun, kill somebody point blank, and the chances that you will ever be arrested for it are pretty much next to none, so that’s the real problem.
Curtis:
Yes, yes.
Ken:
Picking up some kid who has done something, maybe it’s a traffic, whatever it is…
Curtis:
A drug possession or whatever.
Ken:
A drug possession, who happens to have an illegal gun on him who then immediately goes to prison, that’s not solving the murder problem that we’re having. It’s not solving the violence problem.
Curtis:
Nor is it helping that kid get on the right track.
Ken:
It’s wrecking his life because now he’s got a felony on his record forever.
Curtis:
And he’s going to spend several years with some bad…

Ken:
Learning the tricks of the trade as we all say. But again, it’s just really important for me to say this is not a case of just wanting to be soft on crime or mollycoddling the bad guys. It just seems so incredibly unjust somehow, and if you are part of a family who has had violence visited upon you, your child has been killed or something, I don’t think you’re thinking that it’s those guys walking around with legal guns that I have to be worried about, it’s my Police Department doesn’t work that you’re worried about. 
Curtis:
You know we have this new agreement on stop and frisk and stuff and I expect stuff is changing with the Police Department, but about a year or two ago it would be so much easier to just stop someone and find a certain number of guns in a week than to solve murders, you know. And so thousands of people get arrested for just getting a gun, and thousands of murderers…
Ken:
The contact cards, right, when this was a McCarthy thing. You’ve got to fill out X-number of contact cards a week or whatever it is.
Curtis:
Meanwhile, the more aggressive policing you’re doing the less cooperation you’re getting from people on real crime. 
Ken:
So, by the way ladies and gentlemen, Senator Kwame Raoul will be our guest on our program next week. I hope to have a really serious conversation with him about this, because I know that Senator Raoul is someone who is also trying to find solutions. He’s got his ideas about this. He’s being criticized from both sides, but this is something that’s been going on forever. I mentioned when Lori Lightfoot was here, I have been to 20 years of press conferences with mayors and police superintendents, all of whom have said with a unanimous voice that the problem we have is that our court system lets bad guys back out onto the street and we have to have stronger laws. And I’m sure there is an argument for that, but it’s a subtle argument. It’s not this bulldozer argument.
00:44:04
Curtis:
This also seems like preemptive, these guys might commit a crime so we’re going to put them in prison. You know, preemptive…


Ken:
We had Professors Coleman, Stephanie Coleman was on from Northwestern a couple of weeks ago, and I asked her is it conceivable that someone could be picked up with an illegal gun in his pocket, not using it or showing it in any way, but picked up for some other reason, goes to prison for a year or two, comes back out, is foolish enough to be walking around with a gun again, gets picked up a second time, now he’s a felon so he gets seven years.
Curtis:
If it’s a second offense, yeah.
Ken:
And then comes out and even a third time has never used this gun in any way, has never displayed this gun, has never shot this gun, but is now ending up in prison for like 30 years for just simply possessing an illegal gun. Now that makes me sound like the NRA. I mean it’s like how can you…the rights of people to carry a firearm, right. It’s stupid to walk around with an illegal gun. I don’t condone that in any way, but it just seems to me that…we’re thinking about the wrong people.
Curtis:
We need an approach that holds those people accountable and corrects their course and just shoving them into the prison system isn’t going to do that.
00:45:42
Ken:
Right. So, help me do a little bit of homework here. Ask a question that you want me to ask Kwame Raoul next week.


Curtis:
[Laughs] I don’t… Um, I don’t really want to. 
Ken:
I don’t mean to put you on the spot like that.
Curtis:
This does seem to be really the initiative of Mayor Washington. 
Ken:
Really? It goes back that far?
Curtis:
Well, two years ago he tried to pass mandatory minimums. The black caucus said ‘no’ so now he’s come back with this thing which is not mandatory minimums. Here’s an interesting question, I’m told that the speaker of the House want call it a bill if the black caucus doesn’t support it. There’s members of the black caucus who are opposed to it. It looks like it’s just the kind of thing that serves Emanuel so that when he has to stand in front of the press and talk about another shooting, another death, he can say, “But those people in Springfield, they are the ones to blame.” Is it really a serious…?
Ken:
I mean it sounds like you’re kind of making an analogy to the Republicans in the seven wonderful years they had of repealing Obamacare. They knew it wouldn’t actually happen, but it didn’t matter, they had it to point at. They had it to rally around to raise money against and everything else, and maybe that is one of those kind of political things that it’s easy to do, I don’t know. But I’m serious, I don’t doubt that Senator Raoul who has worked on this for years and has come up with something that he believes will be beneficial and we’ll find out next week what that is.
00:47:42
Zach Fardon, who was retired by Trump, I think this is really interesting, because he did something that I guess was kind of uncharacteristic as he left involuntarily, boxes stacked up on the curb out in front of the Federal Building. He just kind of handed off this letter of things that he thought needed to be done, and he addressed the whole issue of violence in Chicago. I will just read like one paragraph of this. “Biological viruses are transmitted through body fluid or air. The virus of gun play moves through social media. We can stop or stem that. Don’t send in the National Guard, send in the Tech geeks. If a gang member makes CPD’s strategic subject list, which is the list of people they know to be in danger of either killing or being killed, find a way to curb or real-time monitor that gang member’s social media accounts. If kids have convictions or overt gang affiliations find a way to curb their social media.” He says, “I recognize that First Amendment issues come into play, but let’s test those limits. Lives are at stake, let’s test the First Amendment.” Reactions?

Curtis:
I could see monitoring people who have a record or something. I mean maybe I will get in trouble for saying that, but these crimes that have been committed on Facebook Live are just amazing. But it does seem like, you know, it’s a strategy for reducing violence, but it doesn’t get to the core of the inequality and the lack of opportunity that we have to deal with. 
Ken:
The standard is that the First Amendment does not provide you with the ability to yell ‘fire’ in a crowded theater. That’s the standard thing, right. Well surely the First Amendment…
Curtis:
It does provide you with the ability to cry ‘fire’. It doesn’t prevent you, that’s what you meant to say.
Ken:
Yeah, you’re not allowed to yell ‘fire’ in a crowded theater. 
Curtis:
Oh, if there’s a fire. [Laughs] 
Ken:
Wait a minute. Are you telling me that my belief has been wrong? [Laughs] 
Curtis:
No, you’re right, you can’t yell ‘fire’ in a crowded theater. 
Ken:
Okay, all right. Surely then the First Amendment which doesn’t allow that does not allow you to televise the gang rape that you are about to perform on live television for everyone in the world to watch, right. Boy, this is the kind of stuff that rips civil libertarians to pieces. 
Curtis:
Yes, I don’t know anything about that. Obviously the underlying action is illegal. I think that’s sufficient. Do they get an extra criminal charge for broadcasting it? I don’t know.
Ken:
That’s an interesting question there.
Curtis:
You could ask Senator Raoul that.
Ken:
That’s a place where we need to go. But you know, social media has just overturned so many things that we thought we knew about media and communications, you know, all that stuff.
Curtis:
Yes, it certainly shows us some of the worst, the less good aspects of our nature get reflected back at us.
Ken:
It’s why we can’t have good things. [Laughs] Because when somebody invents something good we trash it don’t we?
Curtis:
Well you have a good show here. I don’t think anyone has trashed it.
00:51:55

Ken:
Well you know, people would have to… Oh, never mind. I did want to just ask you before we depart for the day if you have any thoughts at all about J. B. Pritzker, Chris Kennedy, Ameya Pawar, Daniel Biss, Kurt Summers. What they all have in common is that they have expressed interest in becoming Governor of Illinois. 
Curtis:
Well I wish them all the best. [Chuckles] You know it will be interesting to watch. Pritzker apparently is announcing imminently, and that’s going to sort of set the frame I think. Um, you know. 
Ken:
Are you thinking that someone with a lot of money could actually give Rauner a run for his money so to speak?
Curtis:
You know, it’s so hard to predict anything anymore. Would you have predicted Donald Trump being President? Do we want a billionaire who can give him a run for his money or do we rely on people who are calling for an upsurge of…and is there the potential for that out there really? I mean there hasn’t been the reaction to Rauner’s, there hasn’t been the reaction to the sort of incompetence and terrible things he’s done that there was in Wisconsin or that there has been to Trump. It’s been fairly limited. It may require a lot of money. [Laughs] 
Ken:
And Rauner’s playbook was written by Scott Walker in Wisconsin and Scott Walker is still there.
Curtis:
But even so, there was a huge movement against him. There’s certainly opposition to Rauner, but it’s not huge at this point.
Ken:
Yeah. Well it is interesting to see that both Ameya Pawar and Daniel Biss have been getting more money contributed to them than one would expect. It’s not a lot of money, but I mean it’s symbolic of something I suppose.

Curtis:
Well Biss raised more money than Chris Kennedy gave himself, so. [Laughs] 

Ken:
That’s a very good point. Well when you go back to the office say hi to Jonah Newman for me, and congratulate him for the IRE award that he just got for the misconduct data base right.

Curtis:
I will. Hmm, a lawsuit.

Ken:
It was a beautiful thing that the reporter is doing and you guys are always doing good stuff and we’re happy to have you on the show, so until next time.

Curtis:
Yes.

Ken:
All right. Curtis Black. 

Curtis:
Thank you.

Ken:
Curtis Black writes for the Chicago Reporter, and as I mentioned next week we’re hoping that Kwame Raoul will be here to talk with us and we will have an interesting conversation I’m sure about that. 

00:55:11
End
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