


This review is concerned with critically analysing and evaluating the titled work ‘Modernizing and Transforming Criminal Justice in England & Wales, 1997-2015: From New Labour to the Coalition Government’ by the author Philip Whitehead. The article that was published in 2016 within the Federal Sentencing Reporter Journal, is regarding the topic of Criminal Justice in the context of how the changes and updates made towards the system in England & Wales are reviewed and perceived. The key purpose of the paper is to provide in depth evidence that showcases for the most part, Criminal Justice within England & Wales cannot currently be understood as being a stable and flawless system due to the overhauls witnessed within the period of 1997-2015. The document reveals that for the most part, the continuity and consistent progression of the Criminal Justice System (CJS) can be seen as bearing little importance, with the involvement of political ideology and economic focuses perhaps being of considerable influence. In relation to the document’s highlighted overall aim, although outlining a clear and concise path regarding the transforming of Criminal Justice over the stated time period, there is a noticeable overall emphasis placed on the political context across the written timeline compared to perhaps more specific examples from areas within the system. 

From the offset, the paper can be seen as immediately tackling the subject matter in question and does a great job at providing an initial brief that allows for the interpretation of the author’s intentions, which in this case mirror those explained by Bristol University Press (2020) regarding Whitehead which is, an obvious focus on gauging the humanitarian perspective on the fundamentals of the CJS and in turn, evaluating and assessing changes relating to this viewpoint within the system when necessary. In relation to this, it can be viewed as a useful addition to the wider literature of Criminal Justice as it solely focuses on providing knowledge that is well rounded and analysed specifically to the regional level of England & Wales. As well as this, it provides contribution to the topic of understanding the true purpose of what constitutes Criminal Justice, which apart from critical research work such as that of Damaska (2008) could be seen as one of the least covered areas of Criminal Justice literature in the last decade and a half. However, much like these contributions of regional specific knowledge are made evident through the use of the linear format within the paper, it could also be regarded as a limitation in some instances. For example, the lack of statistical evidence or specific case studies alongside the timeline result in the document being far more divisive than conclusive, due to the subjectiveness of issues such as financial cuts or legislation changes. Due to this, it could be speculated that if the paper had made better use of material such as statistical charts or case study segments, it would allow for a more certified and effective educating on completion of reading with little allowance for subjective interpretation on the matters within being possible.

Another factor that could be considered regarding the article is the publication date. Even though the publication date could still be deemed as very recent, a subject such as the one in question can be very fast changing due to the influence of outside events such as governmental change or replacement for example. The relatability still held by the article under review can be classed as very strong, Thanks to the use of now deemed unrelatable literature on the matter in a cross-examination format. As Cassese (2003) evidently showcases, during the time period of this publication there was actually a strong belief amongst the academic majority within the Criminal Justice environment that the overall proceedings and structure of the CJS should remain the same. In comparison, the chosen work by Whitehead (2016) can be deemed very accurate, as it contributes valid knowledge on the topic area of the Criminal Justice proceedings requiring a more modernised and technology friendly approach that coincides with the transitions of society rather than that of the former. 

Throughout the paper but, particularly the several sections surrounding the political change over within government around the years of 2009/2010, the author brilliantly ensures there is a fairness kept with the writing style leaving no inclination of any biased beliefs. As Miller & Whitehead (2017) inform, the importance of this cannot be overshadowed due to how manipulative and misinforming biased information can be within the field of Criminal Justice. However, in terms of the piece under review this is far from the case due to the previously mentioned structural credibility, as well as the professional and balanced use of language by the author. As a result of this, the article is provided in an inclusive nature and is aimed at anyone interested with the subject matter who wishes to gain general knowledge with no political affiliation but, whilst also not skipping over or undermining any clear political ideology or intentions relating to the CJS, meaning it is still very much academically aligned and critically evaluative (Bottoms & Tankebe, 2012). 

As is persistently alluded to throughout sections one to five of the paper, arguably the most prominent issue raised within the piece is to do with the lack of stability and continued progression within the whole Criminal Justice System (CJS) of England & Wales through the time period of 1997-2015. As Whitehead (2016) identifies repeatedly over the course of the article, there is an undeniable lack of continuation or even remotely connected alterations from change to change across the CJS during the majority of this time period. The reasoning for this although perhaps rather obvious, is to do with the impact political change such as a general election or reformed government can have on the Criminal Justice proceedings. In contrast, Wood (2013) offers the questioning that despite being true as the government control of fundamentals such finances, legislation and resources can be very influential, this is the result of traditional democratic ways and not unique to the time period highlighted by the paper. This perspective differs from the issues raised by Whitehead because, Wood (2013) argues that it has been and still to this day is the case that government policy and preference depending on the core beliefs and stance taken by the members and supporters, is always going to differ to a certain extent from the opposition or predecessor meaning there will always be some sort of change experienced with the CJS. 

On the other hand, Farrall & Jennings (2012) offer support to the perspective by Whitehead by explaining in the few decades after World War Two, Britain had numerous governmental examples of acting in the best interest of the nation and trying to build continued improvement on matters such as the CJS and not simply focussing on being as different as possible to the opposition just to increase popularity and support. Adding further support to the issues raised within this article regarding lack of stability in the CJS of England & Wales, Jones & Newburn (2005) offer the case of private prisons being a prime example of this because, when a decision as significant as privatising a certain percentage of UK prisons is made, it clearly showcases that the focus does not sit with continued improvement and progression but actually, with financial, management and distribution concerns. Both these points provide the predominant opinion expressed by Whitehead with added legitimacy, as they offer a clear source of academically inclined external literature that are also concerned with the same issues regarding the CJS in England & Wales. 

Shifting the focus from what is included within the paper and how that can be viewed, there can also be an evaluation based on what is not covered or perhaps not mentioned substantially within the literature. Upon critical reading there can be no denying that the most significant omission is in terms of actual evidence of modernisation within the CJS of England & Wales. Despite offering an extensive analysis of instances of change within the system, how and why it transformed under different government regimes and to what extent could these be considered improvements or negative alterations, there are very little acknowledgements of the actual modern changes that are known to have taken place regarding Criminal Justice in recent years. 

For example, within section five of the paper there is an in-depth overview of the policy reforms made under the Coalition Government in a bid to transform areas like policing but, little explanation given to the in-person changes that made this possible such as the overhaul of police training, development and requirements under the creation of the College of Policing institute. Furthermore, this is supported by Lister (2013) who explains that the significance of the changes made to areas of Criminal Justice such as policing under the Coalition Government can be severely overlooked unless articulately identified, due to how vague the explanation and importance of certain inclusions like the College of Policing were within provided information apart from the Government’s full manifesto itself. However, there is a potential reasoning for this that is provided by Reiner (2013) which states that when discussing or providing knowledge on a very divisive period of UK governance such as that of the Coalition Government, it can be very difficult to keep politically unbiased due to the subjective nature of the changes made under that government. This perhaps offers some explanation to the omissions within the paper, as the focus was on trying to keep as closely aligned as possible to Criminal Justice despite also acknowledging the political ideology links that are apparent within the CJS across the mentioned time period. 

In relation to the previously mentioned political ideology, even though the entirety of the paper contributes to outlining how big of a factor politics is in regards to the CJS, within section four there is a significant amount of detail that directly showcases this in an effective manner. The provided information concerning the events prior to the 2010 general election such as, the dissecting of the prisons with a purpose publication by the conservative party, illustrate an obvious attempt by the document at trying to insist that those connected to the performance and principles of the CJS are accustomed to these political proceedings. Interestingly, the accuracy of this information is strengthened by Williams & Robinson (2006) who educate that due to the way in which democratic countries operate, the structure and function of Criminal Justice is the only thing that can be considered unlinked from political ideology due to the behaviour and operating of the systems being significantly dependent on political philosophy or sociological theory. Due to this, the paper can be understood as expressing the opinion that although not always being as adequate as required, the CJS of England & Wales is forced to be kept in this state unless drastic changes such as, making Criminal Justice a legitimate independent entity within society separate of any ideological principles are ever made. 

In summary, this article can be considered a legitimate and effective contribution to knowledge on the topic area of Criminal Justice across England & Wales. Despite being considered a more divisive than conclusive review on the Criminal Justice System within these regions due to the subjective nature of the political literature included, the author holds a high level of legitimacy throughout with emphasis put on providing critical educational information rather than debatable or biased content. This can be seen with the numerous instances of perspective strengthening regarding viewpoints made by the author, with both Farrall & Jennings (2012) & Williams & Robinson (2006) being prime examples of this regarding the need for stability within the Criminal Justice System and the link of political ideology within Criminal Justice respectively. On the other hand, as mentioned previously the conclusiveness of the paper can be questioned due to the more explanatory based format of the document, rather than more factual case studies or research data. As well as this, there can also be limitations noted due to the omission or substantial lack of certain information. 

This was highlighted by Lister (2013), who explained that because of certain omissions like in-person changes to police training, requirements and development under the College of Policing creation, the educational level of the paper is slightly impacted as it is not as in depth as it could be on times. However, as already made clear the professional, relatable and most importantly critical nature of the article, means that it provides an accurate insight into showcasing the identified link between Criminal Justice proceedings and political ideology and also the general understanding during the period of 1997-2015 of the Criminal Justice System in England & Wales. So, even though there could be recommendations made to include more statistical research or case study information, there can be no denying the paper holds a very useful purpose within the wider literature of the subject matter. 













References 
Bottoms, A. & Tankebe, J. (2012) Beyond Procedural Justice: A Dialogic Approach to Legitimacy in Criminal Justice. Published – Winter 2012. Published by The Journal of Criminal Law & Criminology, North Western University School of Law, Chicago USA. (Accessed on – 28/10/2020). 
Bristol University Press (2020) ‘Publishing with Purpose: Philip Whitehead’ [Online] (Last Updated – September 2020) Available at - https://bristoluniversitypress.co.uk/philip-whitehead (Accessed on - 27/10/2020). 
Cassese, A. (2003) Reflections on International Criminal Justice. Published – May 2003. Published by Wiley Publications Ltd, Hoboken, New Jersey USA. (Accessed on – 27/10/2020). 
Damaska, M. (2008) What is the point of International Criminal Justice. Published – Autumn 2008. Published by Faculty of Law, Yale University, Connecticut USA. (Accessed on – 27/10/2020). 
Farrall, S. & Jennings, W. (2012) Policy Feedback and the Criminal Justice Agenda. Published – April 2012. Published by Journal of Contemporary British History, Taylor & Francis Group Publishing Ltd, Howick Place, London UK (Accessed on – 28/10/2020). 
Jones, T. & Newburn, T. (2005) Comparative Criminal Justice Policy: The Case of Private Prisons. Published – January 2005. Published by The British Journal of Criminology, Oxford University Press, England UK. (Accessed on – 28/10/2020). 

Lister, S. (2013) The New Politics of the Police: Police and Crime Commissioners and the Operational Independence of the Police. Published – March, 2013. Published by Policing: A Journal of Policy and Practice, Oxford University Press, England UK. (Accessed on – 10/11/2020). 
Miller, L. & Whitehead, J. (2017) Report Writing for Criminal Justice Professionals. Published – Summer 2017. Published by Routledge Publications, Abingdon, England UK. (Accessed on – 28/10/2020). 
Reiner, R. (2013) Who Governs? Democracy, Plutocracy, Science and Prophecy in Policing. Published – March, 2013. Published by Journal of Criminology & Criminal Justice, SAGE Publications, Newbury Park, California, USA. (Accessed on – 10/11/2020). 
Whitehead, P. (2016) Modernizing and Transforming Criminal Justice in England & Wales, 1997-2015: From New Labour to the Coalition Government. Published – April 2016. Published by Federal Sentencing Reporter Journal, University of California Press, USA. (Accessed on – 27/10/2020). 
Williams, E. & Robinson, M. (2006) Ideology and Criminal Justice: Suggestions for a Pedagogical Model. Published – August 2006. Published by Journal of Criminal Justice Education (Vol 15, Issue 2), Taylor & Francis Group Publishing Ltd, Howick Place, London, UK. (Accessed on – 12/11/2020). 
Wood, J. (2013) Public Opinion Criminal Justice. Published – May 2013. Published by Routledge Publications, Abingdon, England UK. (Accessed on – 28/10/2020). 


