Running head: Book review                                                                                                                                        1

Book Review                                                                                                                                                               2

[bookmark: _GoBack]		







Book Review
Student’s Name
Institution affiliation







Book Review
Stop and Frisk by White  and Fradella, is an interesting book which was published to provide a solution to criminal activities in America, in the New York City Police Department. The book generally has six chapters (Agozino, 2017). The first chapter is the two tales of stop and Frisk tactic. The second chapter is the Historical context of the book while the third chapter is the Contemporary Legal Context. The fourth chapter is crime-control benefits and collateral consequences in the society. The fifth chapter is “Beyond a Few Bad Apples” while the last chapter is The Future of Stop and Frisk. The book ends with an Epilogue.
The first and second chapters of the book review the historical and legal traditions of stop and frisk tactic (White and Fradella, 2016). Chapter two as discussed in the text starts by examining the Fourth Amendment and core legal principles involved in stop and frisk. The historical foundations of the stop, question, and frisk (SQF) are also traced in this chapter. The historical review in this chapter sets the stage for an investigation of the legal context of Stop-Question and Frisk. Chapter four has its attention on the emergence of the stop and frisk in New York City in the 1990s. The final two chapters transit from the past to the future. They contextualize the stop and frisk tactic in the 21st Century. 
 	It entails an approach where police stop people who are suspected to be criminals and frisk them (Lichtenberg and Smith, 2001). The citizens are stopped, questioned and frisked in the streets by the police for potential identification as suspect criminals. The civilians were frisked for potential determination of carrying guns and therefore this tactic aimed at reducing criminal activities in the streets.
This policing strategy tells was however highly misused by the police and this book gives an insight into why this happened and gives ways in which the police could offer better services to the citizens. Early in their book, White and Fradella point out that the stop and frisk tactic has been grossly abused and overused by the police. Its use had violated the citizen’s rights and had resulted in the emotional, psychological and physical torture of individuals. They point out that this method created avenues for racial profiling and discrimination. A peer review by Andrew Gelman, Jeffrey Fagan, and Alex Kiss show that the New York Police Department had stopped more blacks and Hispanics than the Whites. In fact, blacks and Hispanics were stopped twice as often as the Whites did. This shows that the police department was biased towards the Whites (Gelman, et al., 2007).
Michael and Fradella also give an opposing view of the stop and frisk strategy and argue that this method did not lead to a reduction of crime rates whatsoever. They gave dissenting views to the proponents of the strategy such as the former police commissioner of NYPD (New York City Police Department) Ray Kelly and Michael Bloomberg who were the proponents of the strategy (Spitzer, 1999). The book focuses much on the use of stop and frisk by NYPD and also uses examples from various parts of the country such as Philadelphia, Chicago, Baltimore and Detroit.
 According to Michael and Fradella (2016), stop and frisk have a place in the 21st century in policing and also can help to prevent crime in a way that respects the dignity and rights of the citizens. They also give a detailed insight into the history of injustices especially the ones connected to race and how the American policing system can improve their policing strategies. In 2013, there was a report that the police had miss-used the tactic after interacting with 685,000 citizens in the streets. Richard Rosenfield and Arizona State’s Robert Fornango whose article was used as a peer review of this book disputed the claims by some proponents like Smith and Purtell who had claimed that the stop and frisk tactic had led to decreased cases of burglary and robbery.
White and Fradella (2016), point out the concept of “reasonable suspicion”. They give an example of a tenant who sees strangers in the apartment and calls the police who respond by stopping and frisking the suspects. The police would then give their rationalization of doing so that they were told by the tenants of the unfamiliar people and they presumed that they were thieves. The reasonable suspicion also came from the behavior of suspects, which made the police to think they were offenders. Professors Rudovsky and Lawrence Rosenthal have debated on the constitutionality of the stop and frisk tactic. The latter argues that Justice Shira erred in her decision because she failed to consider the efficacy of the evidence of stop and frisk tactic. The evidence showed that the New York Police stopped people on reasonable suspicion grounds (Agozino, 2017).
After lamenting of its abuse and misuse, White and Fradella explain the use of the stop and frisk method in the 21st century. They start by explaining the legal and historical context of the method. They argue that the tactic has its roots in the English common law. They give a story of a Cleaveland detective who witnessed two men standing in the shop. The detective observed the suspects roaming around the street looking into the windows of the jewelry shop. Soon they were joined by another person and it is at this point that the detective concluded that they were aiming at robbing the store. The detective approached them and identified himself as a police officer and because he thought they could be armed, he decided to conduct a “pat-down” search. He found out that two of the three men were armed with revolvers and consequently they were arrested and convicted of carrying concealed weapons (Rosenfeld, et al., 2007). After conviction, both appealed the case to the United States Supreme Court which upheld the convictions in 1968. The court ruled that it was constitutional to stop and frisk citizens on the street. This is found in chapter three of the book (White and Fradella, 2016). 
States had adopted the stop-and-frisk tactic before a landmark decision was made by the Supreme Court in Terry V. Ohio in 1968. The court held that a warrant is only reasonable and constitutional when an officer has sufficient suspicion that a crime has occurred or is about to occur. The court also added that frisks were searches on outer clothing and was limited to looking for weapons (Rosenfeld, et al., 2007). The Terry V Ohio decision by the United States Supreme Court held that the Fourth Amendment which prohibited police officers from unreasonable searches and seizures was not violated by the stop-and-frisk tactic.  It held that a police officer could stop a person if the police officer had reasonable suspicion the suspect has committed or is about to commit a crime and is convinced that the person may be armed and presently dangerous. The reasonable suspicion was, however, to be based on specific and articulate facts. The Terry frisk simply meant temporary decisions of persons in vehicles for subsequent jurisprudence. The Fourth Amendment protected people and not places against unreasonable seizures and searches. Presided by the Chief Justice Warren, the court sought to make it clear in distinguishing the “frisk” which was to be conducted by the police country (Rudovsky and Rosenthal, 2013). The court clearly stated the frisk was only restricted for a dangerous weapon. Searches for contraband material in the absence of reasonable grounds to search and arrest. It also stated that the sole justification for the search was to be confined in scope to an intrusion specifically designed to discover knives, guns, clubs or other hidden instruments.  
However, the problem was that the reasonable suspicions invited an officer’s unconscious racial biases and impacted his or her decision on who to stop and question and when to frisk. Researchers like L. Song Richardson and Phillip Goff, termed it as “suspicion heuristic” because the biases explained the common errors in making decisions on whether someone is and will be involved in crime. The biases associate young and black men (Agozino, 2017).
According to White and Fradella (2016), the stop-and-frisk practices which were practiced by the New York Police Department over the decennium were the accurate assault that indicates the difficulties that were created by the minority groups in the country. The increase in social crime in the city made White and Fradella explain how police used the stop-and-frisk tactic to curb social injustices that have been rooted among the people in the city. Police had to fine and imprisoned those who engaged in the petty crimes as a way of maintaining law and order in the city. According to the White and Fradella, this was aimed at reducing the level of social crime in the society; however, it may lead to another serious offense. 
Police used stop-and-frisk tactic as a way of maintaining law and order in the community, hence eliminating social crime among people. This was used as a clean-up to make sure that there is no disorderly within people. New York Police Department used this tactic as a way of targeting the gun violence in the aim of getting guns through the process of stop-and-frisk which will prevent people from carrying guns hence minimizing social crime in the country (Rudovsky and Rosenthal, 2013). Order-maintenance policing with overwhelming tactics was used during the frisking to remove unwanted guns on the streets which had great reinforcement towards the social crime.
Mostly, stop-and-frisk practices focused on high criminal offenders and to the highly populated areas with minority populations which made the costs of it be massive. According to the White and Fradella, these act brought racial and ethnic segregation between the police and the segregated population. The costs hindered the legitimacy of the police department because the stop-and-frisk program specifically targeted minority groups in the society.
The exponent of assault stop-and-frisk maintained that the policy contributed in large part to New York’s major reduction in crime beginning in the early 1990s when the strategy was introduced. However, many scholars have questioned the effectiveness of this program to the life people as corporal punishment (Rudovsky and Rosenthal, 2013). According to the White and Fradella looked at the research on both sides and examine social crime statistics as well as the number of guns retrieved over a span of time periods, then they conclude that the stop-and-frisk policy was not as effective as its exponent argue and the high costs produced more than its benefits.
Towards the last chapters, White and Fradella highlight why stop-and-frisk should be incorporated in the 21st Century policing. According to their argument, some of the police practice circumspect to stop people based on the race and ethnicity yet there are operative ways to prevent police’s discreet (Agozino, 2017). They emphasize that the effective stop-and-frisk programs can work better under the strong administrative and the meaningful external oversight. Strong administrative is able to maintain law and order in the country which will not call for the stop-and-frisk tactic towards social crime or in maintaining an orderly society, but people would be self-driven towards creating a peaceful society.
From White and Fradella, they explain why they believe stop-and-frisk has crucial importance in the 21st Century policing in that it does not contribute to racial injustice in the society only if they establish that fair and constitutional stop programs are possible. Racial discrimination was highly practiced in the stop-and-frisk program, where minority groups were been looked upon. In their argument, they proposes that the stop-and-frisk program should be in a forefront for the in solving problem in the society or even formulates the policies that do not have a negative impact to the people contrary to the roles that it plays in the New York City, where the minority is much affected by this program (Lichtenberg and Smith, 2001). 
The stop-and-frisk program should be seen as a way of the solving problems by the police, but not as a way of incurring problems to the people. This program has to be keenly looked at for its performance either positively or negatively and the effects it causes to the society that can undermine the good relationship between people or between police and the people. By considering this, a good performance will be recorded by the stop-and-frisk program in the society.
According to the White and Fradella stresses that zero tolerance strategies have no place in the 21st Century policing but stop-and-frisk is the only option for the problem-solving in the community which in hand creates a peaceful and harmonious environment in the society (Rudovsky and Rosenthal, 2013). Stop-and-frisk has to be accompanied by some of the procedural justices where police practice fairness, respect or even dignity in dealing with the people. Also, someone has to be given a freedom to prove himself or herself guilty before the law rather than harassing him or her. The authors argue that in their opinion zero tolerance has no place in present policing at that it can only be viable if it is used in conjunction with other policing methods such as community policing. They express grave concerns about the opinion of the Supreme Court on how police officers could establish reasonable suspicion. Illya D Lichtenberg casts doubt on the court’s assumption of how the police could use reasonable doubt during stop and frisk. They, however, do not challenge the decision by the Supreme Court to uphold the stop and frisk tactic. They stress that justice should prevail in stop-and-frisk and that the police should treat people with fairness, impartiality, dignity, neutrality, respect and objectively. They should give the people room to express themselves and allow them to state their case. White and Fradella seem to assume that the tactic will remain to be constitutional and argue that there are methods of controlling police officer discretion. They later recommend how stop and frisk can fit in the 21st Century policing. The authors do not address the position which was advocated by some scholars that the Supreme Court’s (Terry V. Ohio) was flawed in line with Judge Douglas who gave a dissenting view in the court. Justice Douglas opined that stop and frisk would grant the police excessive power (Richardson and Goff, 2012).
In 2013, Judge Shira Scheindlin in Floyd V. City of New York gave a landmark decision on stop and frisk. The judge gave an opposing view on the tactic disagreeing with the Supreme Court’s decision of 1968. Justice Shira writes that he found that the city violated the Fourth Amendment rights. The city acted with deliberate and intentional indifference toward the New York City Police Department’s practice of making stops and frisks which were unconstitutional. This quote by Justice Shira is the culmination of more than ten years of litigation against the New York Police Department for its use of stop-question-frisk (SQF). The ruling by Justice Shira in Floyd demonstrated how the use of stop, question and frisk method of crime control could go terribly wrong, and lead to a gross violation of the constitutional rights of many people especially the minority for a period of two decades. Justice Shira Scheindlin ruled that the New York City Department tactic of stop and frisk was being used in an unconstitutional manner and ordered immediate changes in the program. Her 198-page presentation is an important document for anyone who is connected to the practice of police policies (Agozino, 2017). 
The analysis of White and Fradella is relevant to police departments countrywide (Spitzer, 1999). It is grounded in present research and current legal trends. Their book is therefore relevant to different audiences because it combines the legal analysis of police practice with social science research which examines the impacts of those practices. The authors present recommendations of future policing grounded on justice, fairness, dignity, and respect for all people. It treats the most important topic for future policing and also builds a just and respectful criminal justice institution (White and Fradella, 2016).
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