English CAT 1 - Issue

Part A - Analysis of media response

The tragic death of four motorists in a high speed car chase has presented police
with a complex dilemma and left the public with a myriad of conflicting views on the
merits of these tactics. These contradictory attitudes leave police in a paradoxical
situation, where they have to choose between protecting citizens’ lives and enforcing the
law. The media r35ponée to this situation has been cautigus, as the issue is not black and

white, particularly due to the fact that lives were lost.

An editorial in the Herald-Sun' uses an imposing title, “Revving up a time bomb”,
to instil fear in the reader. The writer vehemently attacks the result of the police’s actions,
describing it as “‘a shocking waste of life” and *tragedies”. This imagery disconcerts the
reader, reinforcing the impact of the graphic title. The writer also mentions the “sheer
senselessness of it all”, intending to add to the reader’s concern. Phrases such as “suicidal
fashion™ carry this alarming tone through the entire article, and this effect continually

forces the reader to recognise and be wary of the risk posed by high-speed car chases.

The writer passionately describes the family’s grief, “a young boy has been
deprived of his mother”, producing sympathy in the reader, before informing the reader of
the move “to call for an inquiry into the fatal collision”. This link has been made to

persuade the reader to support the notion that the police tactics must be reviewed. The
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writer supports this sentiment graphically, describing the police procedure as the cause of
the “bloody result (which) could have hardly been more disastrous”, once again stirring

the reader’s sense of opposition to car chases.

The article also addresses the roots of the problem which is “part of a reckless
culture, fuelled by violent movies” and calls the criminal behaviour “a statement of
boredom and dissatisfaction”, perhaps in an attempt to force the onus for change upon the
community. The word “Surely” is used in the conclusion to make the writer’s point seem
absolute, before the image of the time bomb used in the title is recalled, with particular
emphasis on its “explosion™ and “detonation”, leaving the reader certainly concerned, if

not frightened, of the consequences of high speed car chases.

Another letter denouncing police pursuits appeared in The Age’. The human
aspect of the argument is the central focus, more so than in the previous letter, weighing
the need to uphold the law against the loss of human life. The deaths are described as a
“tragic finale” which show “that these pursuits are not in the community’s best interest.”
The writer's concern for the community’s interest leads the reader to assume he is truly a
humanist and not expressing a conceited or smug viewpoint. He uses “the loss of innocent
lives” as his main reason to alter or even abolish police pursuits, and assertive language
such as “police policy is certainly to be blamed and must surely be reviewed” aims to

convince the reader that the writer must be right.
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An appeal to other motorists is made when he refers to “The added risk of death
or grave injury as a result of police pursuits”, “the high probability of grievous éutcome”,
and “police pursuits make road use even more perilous”. The outcome of these alarming
statements, which would instil fear in anyone who drives a car, is to persuade motorists to
agree with a following statement he makes, “It (police pursuits) is not justifiable on any
grounds”. The writer reinforces the intensity of his appeal to the public’s anxiety by
saying that police policies must be reviewed “in the interest of public safety”, and finishes
with a firm, unequivocal statement; “The Police Ministers should ensure that this
happens”, which leaves no sense of lingering doubt whatsoever.

Michael Gough’s letter to the editor “Don’t blame police for deaths™

represents a
view in complete opposition to the previous writers, “The tragic loss of four lives is...the
sole responsibility of those who committed the crime.” He reinforces the title in his

second sentence, “To blame the police is like saying it is right to steal the car”, and this

unthinkable notion converts readers readily to his view.

He constantly describes the action of the drivers as a “crime” to stir a negative
attitude towards them in the reader. This attitude is meant to validate the theme of his
next two sentences, that the “criminals™ were the cause of the tragedy and not the police.
He offers an ultimatum to support this; if the criminals had not sped away from the police,
then “four people would be alive”, forcing the reader to comprehend the reality of the

deaths.
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The writer poses a question, “What kind of society would we have if criminals
could get away with any crime..7”, confirming in the reader’s mind the need for a
deterrent. The conclusion does not strongly back up his argument, allowing the impact of
the letter to fade and the writer’s viewpoint to taper. The writer finishes without further
reference to the merits of high-speed chases, saying only that “Joyriding is a serious

offence and should carry a legal punishment..”

The media has generally responded passionately when calling for the abolition of
car chases, using language designed to provoke either sympathy for the victims of the
recent crash or condemnation of the police. Representation of the need tc maintain car
chases has been far more guarded, probably due to the human tragedy involved and a
desire to not appear insensitive or demean the value of the four lost lives. The consensus
of a large portion of the media seems to be that police policies should be reviewed in lieu

of the recent tragedy.
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English CAT 1 - Issue

Part B - Argument

Should police conduct high-speed car chases?

“If you had a policy that said we are not going to chase sfolen cars, it's an open
invitation to every man and his dog to do what they want with a car.” John Cheetham,

child psychologist.

The need to provide a deterrent for would-be car thieves or speeders is well
founded in the statement made by John Cheetham, but using high-speed car chases as a
deterrent is contradictory to the police priority of protecting citizens. The risk posed to
human lives is immense during high-speed car chases. No matter how many cars may be
apprehended using this procedure, the fact that four lives were lost in a botched chase last
October should have warranted the immediate cessation of police car chases. The paradox
that once faced police, whether the need to apprehend criminals is greater than the
possible risk to human life, should now have an obvious solution given that four lives have

been tragically lost. A viable alternative to high-speed car chases must be sought.

84 of the 433 car pursuits held during 1994 and 1995 ended in crashes. 104 chases
resulted in the criminal escaping. Only 161 of the 433 cars were apprehended undamaged.
Four lives were lost, These figures indicate that not only are car chases a great risk to
human life, they are quite often counter-productive. The low success rate cannot justify
the need for this method as a deterrent and therefore high-speed chases should be

abandoned in all forms.




Terry Lane has summarised the dilemma in a single statement; “as much as I love
my car, it is not worth a single human life.”" Society treasures life far above any material
possession, even one as valuable as a car. The fact that police constantly put human lives
at risk in attempting to retrieve stolen cars should shock the public enough to persuade

them to throw their weight behind the move to review police procedures.

Police themselves must be mortified by the tragic deaths of the four motorists.
This should raise their concerns not only for the lives of the citizens they are supposed to
protect, but also for their own well-being. One policeman has already voiced his anxiety,
saying “Nobody wants to become a paraplegic for $80 a day”’. Police are expected to
safeguard the community, but not with methods that present a greater threat to the public
or themselves. If police are to carry out their duties practically, they must develop a safer

way to apprehend speeding cars.

In some ways, high-speed car chases may not even be a deterrent. It could,
according to youth service director Bernie Geary, “actually add to the dynamics of the
blood rush these young kids get”. If joyriders steal a car to race the streets at insane
speeds, having a cop on their tail would only heighten their sense of excitement. Geary
goes on to state that young car thieves “don’t consider their own mortality” which could
only reinforce the threat posed to other motorists and bystanders. Whilst the police feel
they can control their own driving, it is more often the inexperienced driver of the pursued
vehicle who causes the crash. If this driver is deriving a “buzz” from the chase, and also
retains the impression that they are invincible, the danger produced by the police chase is

elevated tremendously.




The view that the “loss of four lives .. is the sole responsibility of the those who
committed the crime™” is a serious delusion about the state of society. We cannot simply
blame the perpetrators and leave the issue unresolved. There will always be criminals
posing a threat to the community, and police have to develop means to negate this threat.
People must realise that criminals do not care about the morality or consequences of their
actions, and whilst a society in which no crimes are committed would be ideal, today
police are required to ensure that they can prevent any threats from developing. High-
speed car chases are not the way to combat speeding cars, 50 an alternative must be found

quickly and employed to prevent further loss of life.

QOther deterrents have to be developed to eliminate the risks formed during high-
speed chases. Heavier penalties, wider education or safer locks could stop the problem
befare it even forms by deterring would-be thieves from stealing cars in the first place.
The community expects courage, morality and protection from the police, but one thing
we cannot expect of them is “to put their own lives or anyone else’s life at risk because of
[a] car.”! No car theft could ever be worth a human life, and the tragic deaths of four

people must force police to abandon their polices which advocate high-speed car chases.

796 words

'"The Age, Terry Lane, Palice are there to protect lives, too, Sunday 22/10/95, pl14
2Hgamld-Sun, No jov for police in pursuit, Saturday 21/10/93, p17
IHerald-Sun, Michael Gough, Don’t blame police for deaths, Wednesday 18/10/93, pl4

tsh



