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This twpnty page booklet discusses the’ issues surrounding the ugh‘of
‘race! to cetegorise crime statistics. It was prompted by thé: pﬁaﬁa o=
release issued by Scotlend Yard on 10 March 1982, which cantainug for,

the first timé dita on ‘victim perceptinn of appéarsnce: of* asgaﬁgagt'

The booklet Iodks at these data, discussing them:in - the’ light oﬁ‘other
evidence and the cdntext in- whlch they were released. = ,

The booklet bevins with 5 brief ﬁlscu531on of the ‘sources of stdgisﬁigs
on crime in general, noting that only the Metropolitan Police exblqcitly
use race to categorise arrects and more.recently convictions,. Gnlour pf
apsailant has also been asked of. vietims of viokent: grime axnae’%9#§¥’ﬁ'"‘
‘peliability. of these sources ¥# ™ then diseussed: the under%rapbf%tng 2 SN
erime; the fact that not all crimes reported are solveds: and the-selebtivit
~involved in proceeding from arresis to charges to. convictions. Any attenp
to make a recial comparison adds to these problems considerably, and the:

atthar notes ‘that such difficulties 'seem; ~at: evary Stagﬁi t@ dﬁanouﬁagtx o

the use. of race-coded data'.

Under the heading 'the problem ef meantng ,éSasan Smith goes on to mention
that officisl crime statistics reflect more the bureaucracy of polidtng
than the incidence of crime, and are biased, accobding to some, 5@;the
institutionalised racism of the Judicial system. Because of this, the
importance of .official statistlcs *ag & medns of detecfing‘an 1ﬁbalanoe o
in the dispensatian of justice vlrtually ‘demands that they! g;g’collecied""
Whnat seems. to have. heen ignored here ig the fact that these same date
widely used as if’ ‘they accurstely measured the -incidence of crime fﬁ
community: these data go by the name of crime statisfics, ‘not “justtce
atatistics. But do the official statistics’ detect imbalances-in thg' G
dtspensation of justice° Probation date (used in the booklpt oY ﬁ-ethpley
may show a disparity in theé t¥eatment metefd ocut to blacks’ anﬁ whites, bt
how do officiael statistics ghow unequal arrests, nnequal charges and unequai
convictions? How do they distinguish ‘between any real” differencas aécording;
to race and judleiel bizg? Do we Hot need to khow the"truth' tﬁ=meaaure
these stetistics agalnst, a truth whiqh the statistif '

measure in the f{ra+ place? - RRCHE

ThHe next section deals w1th studies of criminal ac*ivity, mainif An tering
of crime rates. compared to whifas. The IrishFWere singled out in ove -
study, but the evidence appears to be inconclusive, Asians “enjoy 1oweg
crime rates than whites,_and this fagt is 1éft to speak for itself.’ IE
ig West Tndians who are over-represenfed in the data on certain formsz
of crime, even after adjusting for agé and sdetal atatus. The author b
. notes that this is not entiFely attributable teo racial Yias in arrestsga‘“F
“but does not conslder probable bisses after arrest & at charging and -~
conviction - despite having acknowledged such vnsaibilities eariﬁers*
Instead, she draws the uneasy conclusion that it Wwould be a- pity'ﬁf ‘
Britain's law #nd order campaign were to Tocus too much on poliédihg at
the exvernse of recosn151ng the disa&vantaged étructural position.of
blacks..." . _ e

ik
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mﬁﬁ_Thffdly, was thare a political motive yes,

Turning to the press release 1tsplf Susan Smith points to various
inacouracieg. and: g;hgperav‘ s and to the fact:thatrace ig not: mantioned ,
at all in the-text.. Howewver,-it does ap :dn one of the tablea ' .
concerned with recorded offances of robbarv and other violent thef%
_ “‘”%giﬁ is broken down by victims' perceptions of the colour of
ktheir agsailant., This table received widespread attention despite

. the fact that such offences accounted for only 3% of all orime in 1981
~and include theft from businesses as well as from individuals. (mugging),
- In trying to understend . the significance of the press. rblaase, three -
-questions are considered, Pirst, what new useful information the press
.release provided: none, because Home Office studies have already used .
Yetropolitan Police dsta to show violent crimes-te be dispropertionatelyw
intré-pracial ,  rather than predominently committed by blacks ageinsi
whites. Secondly, what part did the press play in emphasising the ‘
one table on race: a lesrge part, both in news items and later feature
_articles, though their sditorials crificised fhe-polige for. distortion..
'whip up a.law gnd order -
campaign, which backfired, or yes, in the interests of certain. sections

, of the Metropclitan Police. Wlther way, we all know who. loses, . "

ﬁt 35p, the booklet is. well‘mmrth a read for the issues 1t raises

and for the list of a dozen or so useful references. Tor & more

statistical and redical(?) approach, however, we must await the Race

Group' s forthcoming chapter. S '
Heather %ooth
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