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Article Critiques

The article On the Racial Disproportionality of United States Prison 
Populations by Blumstein talks about disproportionality in prison 
occupation. The greatest percentage of prisons occupants seems to 
come from a particular race while the minority also comes from a 
certain race. This suggests that there is racial discrimination in arrests 
and imprisonments. African Americans make the greatest number of 
prisoners. Native Americans comprise the smallest number of 
prisoners in American prisons. This disproportionality tells a lot about 
racism in America. According to Blumstein, arresting authorities and 
the judicial system are questionable. It is not realistic that only one 
race commits crimes in the society. That means that there is some 
form of discrimination in the corridors of justice. It also says that this 
group of people, African Americans, live low lives. That is why they 
end up committing social evils and other crimes. All the same, this 
disproportionality is too big. The difference margin is so wide that one 
cannot help noticing. In that case, there is more concern than crimes 
committed by these two races. This disproportionality is a concern in 
the United States. Blumstein writes that “although blacks are just an 
eighth of the population, they comprise half of state prisons.” This is 
high incarceration of blacks. In Blumstein opinion, this 
disproportionality is possibly as a result of injustice in the justice 
systems in America. Therefore, it goes without saying that there is 
racial discrimination in the legal processes in the United States. This 
is apparent at the disproportionality between black and white 
prisoners in the states’ prisons. As the article unfolds, Blumstein 
insists that there is a need for a solution to bridge the gap between 
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justice and racial discrimination. In a democratic environment, such 
situations should not be apparent. An immediate solution to this is 
needed. 

Blumstein conducted a research on American prisons and he 
determined that the number of African Americans in the cells or 
confinement cannot be compared to the number of Native Americans 
in confinement. The number of African Americans is more than 
double the number of Native Americans. This level of incarceration 
suggests that there is racial discrimination problem. Although it may 
be true that a considerable percentage of blacks are involved in 
crimes, it is not true nor logic to have 50% of total crimes coming 
from blacks. This happens because the African-American population is 
less than 50% of the total American population. This article addresses 
this issue thoroughly and gives insight to how the problem can be 
solved. According to Blumstein, the picture that states’ prisons are 
portraying is harmful to the unity and peaceful co-existence between 
black and white Americans. Therefore, blacks will feel discriminated 
against, and they may seek ravage on their white counterparts. In that 
light, racial discrimination causes more harm than good. This article is 
a wakeup call to all in the criminal justice systems. They ought to 
know that the problem can no longer be confined. It is too shouting to 
be ignored. In my opinion, racial discrimination is a killer. Therefore, it 
should be fought with all energy and effort from the criminal justice 
systems. This disproportionality is a clear indication that there is a 
problem in the justice corridors. In order to achieve justice, racial 
discrimination must die completely. This is the sole way to make sure 
that the criminal justice systems award justice to all (Blumstein, 
1982).
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The article Disproportionate Minority Confinement (DMC) of Youth: 
An Analysis of State and Federal Efforts to Address the Issue by 
Leiber focuses on the issue of juvenile disproportionality as compared 
to the number of adult jail occupants. There are larger numbers of 
juvenile jail occupants than their adult counterparts. Although there 
has been an amendment to look into this issue to ensure that this 
does not happen, state and federal governments seem to be making 
least or no efforts at all to address the issue. According to Leiber, 
“(JJDP) the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act 
demanded that all states work on reducing the number of juveniles in 
confinement”. This was directed to all states benefiting through 
finances from JJDP. It means that all states receiving funding from 
JJDP should ensure that they work towards reducing the number of 
juvenile in confinement. This was an amendment, which was 
accepted in 1992. This amendment was aiming at “reducing juvenile 
in confinement to give them a chance to reform while in the society. 
It also aimed at avoiding detention of misdemeanor junior offenders” 
(Leiber, 2002). This article also discusses some ways through which 
the states are attempting to reduce juveniles in confinement. It is 
clear that states are facing a challenge in reducing juveniles, but some 
states have made considerable progress. In fact, these states are 
using strategies that are considerably effective and are working to 
reduce the number of juveniles in confinement. Leiber says that, “to 
have more juveniles than adult prisoners shows system failure as well 
as community failure”. Furthermore, it means that children in the 
community are not getting the right upbringing. It also shows that the 
judicial services are not keen when it comes to dealing with minor 
offenders. Therefore, it is important to employ all possible means to 
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ensure that this number is cut down to reasonable levels.

Leiber carried out analyses analyzing the efforts demonstrated by 
states to deal with the disproportionality of minorities in confinement. 
In his analyses, he found out that very few states had really 
commenced on the work. Therefore, for almost all the states, they 
were in the initial stage that had kick started in the 1980s. Leiber 
argues that the states that are making progress are too few, 
compared to the time that had lapsed since the amendment. 
Consequently, this tells a lot about the systems that are in place in the 
states. According to Leiber, the failure of states to respond to the call 
to reduce the number of DMC shows the lack of officers’ 
commitment. It tells that people in the office are not committed to 
serving the community. Personally, I resonate with Leiber since there 
is a need to speed up the process or reducing DMC. It is important to 
remember that these are the people in the society, whose tomorrow 
could be of great help to the society. They ought to grow up in the 
society to help them develop in all spheres. It is also significant to 
ensure that misdemeanor minor offenders are not put in confinement. 
Those cases that are punishable with other crimes apart from 
confinement should not be taken into confinement. The large number 
of juveniles more than that of adult prisoners does not reflect the 
society. Under normal circumstance, the number of juvenile offenders 
reflects what there is in the society. Reducing DMC will also reduce 
the number of prisons, which taxpayers’ money will be taking care off. 
This will create an opportunity for this money to be put in more 
beneficial uses. In that case, just as JJDP and Leiber suggest, there is 
an urgent need to reduce this number. It is also significant to develop 
lasting solutions to the problem (Leiber, 2002). 
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