(Link from page on Public Safety Measurement to demonstrate role of cost-based measures in criminal justice priority-setting) 
Criminal Justice Policy Target Setting and the Costs of Crime

The following excerpt from British Government PSA Delivery Target 23 gives a good illustration of how cost of crime estimates may play an influential but unobtrusive role in the setting of high level policy targets:  

The material is Crown Copyright. It is taken from H M Government (2007): PSA Delivery Agreement 23, Making Communities Safer, Revised edition November 2007. This excerpt from the web version as of 21 July 2008 at:

 http://www.hm-treasury.gov.uk/media/3/D/pbr_csr07_psa23.pdf



“PRIORITY ACTION 1: Reduce the most serious violence, including tackling serious sexual offences and domestic violence

Indicator 1: The level of most serious violent crimes

• The most harmful crimes are undeniably those in which people are killed,

seriously injured and/or psychologically harmed. Protecting the public

begins with tackling these most serious of offences. This indicator will

support a drive to reduce the level of most serious crime nationally, focusing

on the number of homicides, incidents of grievous bodily harm and deaths

through dangerous driving, including some of the most serious offences

resulting from domestic violence. The level of these crimes can be measured

with relative accuracy, and it is not likely that introducing a national

indicator to support the objective will create perverse effects.

PRIORITY ACTION 2: Continue to make progress on serious acquisitive crime through a focus on the issues of greatest priority in each locality and the most

harmful offenders – particularly drug-misusing offenders

Indicator 2: The level of serious acquisitive crimes

• In recent years significant reductions have been made in the level of some of

the most harmful acquisitive crimes - burglary, robbery, and vehicle crime.

Because of their social and economic impact it is important that focus on

these crimes continues. Government expects all areas to be able to make

further reductions in these crimes, but, in accordance with the principle of

promoting flexibility to tackle local priorities, the success criterion for the

PSA is limited to ensuring that no local area has a level of the most harmful

acquisitive crimes that is disproportionate when judged against what has

been achieved elsewhere.

PRIORITY ACTION 3: Tackle the crime, disorder and antisocial behaviour issues of greatest importance in each locality, increasing public confidence in the local

agencies involved in dealing with these issues.

Indicator 3: Public confidence in local agencies involved in tackling crime and

anti-social behaviour (ASB)

Indicator 4: The percentage of people perceiving ASB as a problem

• Beyond ensuring that the most harmful crimes receive the appropriate

priority in all localities, the Government wants to give local agencies and

partnerships the freedom to tackle the anti-social behaviour and other crime

and disorder issues that are of greatest importance to their local

communities. These indicators will track by proxy the success of local

partnerships in tackling the crime, disorder and anti-social behaviour issues

of greatest importance in each locality, as well as directly illustrating

increasing public confidence in those partnerships.

PRIORITY ACTION 4: Reduce re-offending through the improved management of offenders

Indicator 5: The level of proven re-offending by young and adult offenders

Indicator 6: The level of serious re-offending

• Offenders are one of the most socially excluded groups within society. The

challenge is to transform the offender into the law-abiding citizen. These

indicators will support the drive to reduce re-offending through the

improved management of offenders. The success criteria for meeting this

objective are in three parts: the adult re-offending rate must fall nationally;

the youth re-offending rate must fall nationally; and the level of serious reoffences must reduce.

