Using a crime activity of your choice, describe and discuss how classical criminology informs evidence-based policing.
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For the purpose of this essay, the crime activity of my choice that shall be explored is theft. The theft act was first established in 1968. 

The Theft Act 1968, s. 1 states: 

‘A person is guilty if he dishonestly appropriates property belonging to another with the intention of permanently depriving the other of it; and ‘thief’ and ‘steal’ shall be construed accordingly.’ (Connor, 2023, p.178).

Theft is perhaps one of the oldest crime acts established, dating back century’s (Historical locks, 2018). Naturally as evolution has moved forward, theft acts have also become more extreme. Mankind slows down on the idea of stealing food to feed themselves or their family and ideals of political beliefs and stature become more forefront leading to more audacious theft acts, such as the stealing of the Mona Lisa from the Louvre Museum in Paris on 21 August 1911. (Noah, 2014). 
The 21st century has accumulated various types of theft such as fraud, shoplifting, embezzlement and robbery to name a few. Despite all these crimes consisting of the same basic principles, they each have slight variations followed by different outcomes of punishment if found guilty. Throughout this essay I shall be discussing how classic criminology informs evidence-based policing and what the benefits and disadvantages of these methods entail. 

The notion of classic criminology came to be at a time where the naturalistic approach of the social contract theorists was being challenged by the previous and more popular spiritual approach to explaining crime and criminal behaviour. (Burke, 2009) 
The classical 18th century, theorist philosophers, Jeremy Bentham and Cesare Beccaria have had a huge impact on modern day criminal law. Beccaria was a strong supporter of ‘social theory’ with its very strong emphasis on the concept that individuals can only belong and function in society if they give their consent to societal arrangements. (Burke, 2009). Meaning punishment exists purely to defend people’s liberties against those who choose to impede with them. Whereas Bentham’s ideals were more psychological based. He did not see criminals as incorrigible more so ‘persons of unsound mind’ (Burke, 2009, p.25) who lacked self-discipline. Later established in modern day policing as the mental health act 1983.  (Bryant & Bryant, 2020),
The concept of classic criminology explains crime as a free-will decision to make a criminal choice. This provides a confident foundation on understanding modern-day crime and criminality. Criminals are now perceived to have some degree of choice. They can choose to imitate the behaviours of others, or they can choose not to. There may be a few substantial environmental or physical factors influencing their decision which may lead to the individual when the opportunity arises, that criminal behaviour is the rational choice to make. (Burke, 2009). Beccaria’s ideals on crime and punishment were extremely logical and certainly compliments that of modern-day law, such as ‘punishment must be proportionate to the crime. It should be set on a scale with the most severe penalties corresponding to offences which cause the most harm to society’. (Burke, 2009) One principle that remains at the heart of the policing world is ‘Prevention of crime is better than punishment’ (Burke, 2009).
This informs the theory of evidence-based policing. (EBP) is a term meaning that the best available evidence is used to inform and challenge policing policies, practices and decisions. (College of Policing, 2017). 

A fantastic evidence-based method of policing is problem-oriented policing (POP). First established in America by Herman Goldstein in 1979. The synopsis of POP is ‘that the core of policing should be to deal effectively with underlying police-recurrent problems rather than simply to react to incidents calling for attention one by one as they occur’ (Joyce, 2013, p.73). Which is an ideal method of dealing with the crime act of theft as Goldstein’s ideology is identifying and analysing recurrent issues, interrogating their underlying sources, whilst discovering some elements of intervention that will ultimately cause block and risk factors.
 One way in which police analyse recurrent criminal data, is through the (SARA) model- “Scanning”, “analysis”, “response”, and “assessment”. (Lum & Koper, 2017, p.10). This has proven itself to be a very useful model adapted from (POP) as it can be applied to aiding policing with an evidence-based project. (SARA) allows police how to exercise their powers of policing situations by means of accurate decision-based methods. 
These methods of intelligence have been accumulated through the medium of communication of several studies and data analysis. Again, the power of collecting data is the ultimate tool of which if utilised correctly can hammer down on all major crime activity. Each stage of (SARA) can be used to practice identifying where problems may be and identify what works and what is not working and why. For example, should one of the moderators function only be suitable or has effect in daytime rather than night-time, or perhaps only works in built up areas as opposed to large open spaces, then this information can be conceived that an intervention may be less useful in one situation or another. 

However, when researching recurrent projects or interventions, measuring the effectiveness is just as important. When observing an intervention, a key part of evidence-based practice is evaluating it to measure the successful or unsuccessful outcome. The (EMMIE) model- “effect”, “mechanism”, “moderate”, “implementation” and “economic cost”, is ideal for considering parts of the essential areas that should be considered as part of the evaluation. (Wood et al, 2022) Something that summarises the best available outcome to reduce crime is that of the Crime Reduction Tool kit. (College of policing, 2021)
Essentially the tool kit acts as an algorithmic filter displaying how evidence is developed. It shares a mirrored format to the framework of that of (EMMIE) and again displays a metalogical vigorousness and acknowledges as many studies or interventions as required and utilises what evidence works best for what outcome whether that be successful or not. Another contribution asset police use to reduce criminal activity is called (Hot-Spot). This consists of the allocation of police assets and recourses regarding the geographical locations of where crime concentrates more regularly. (Lum & Koper, 2017). In practice, (Hot-Spot) policing efforts usually involve short-term patrol, enforcement, and investigative responses to crime spikes in targeted locations (Koper, 2014).  
This achieved the identification and mapping of over 300 systematic reviews in areas of crime reduction. This is all recognised through the What works centre for crime reduction (WWCCR). The (WWCCR) helps provide police and crime commissioners (PPCs) alongside other crime reduction assets with information, tools, guidance to assist them target their resources more effectively. (College of policing, 2020). 
The (WWCCR) college of policing model proved itself to be a very useful repository but also an educational tool and centre for providing a recap or a somewhat of a collection of all the previous research that's been done into crime reduction and how that can build an evidence foundation and how it enables the outcome of costs of which benefits the impacts whether they be positive or negative and look at all the research has been done with a clear and transparent methodology and justification. (College of policing, 2020). 


Theft is a recurrent crime factor; it seems only necessary to initiate methods on how to police the theft act more precisely and effectively. 
Stopping theft altogether would be impossible. However, another evidence based policing factor that can be implemented in order to reduce theft drastically is by predictive policing (PP).  Predictive Policing has been defined by His Majesty’s Inspectorate of Constabulary (HMIC) as the ‘methods used by police forces to use and analyse data on past crimes to predict future patterns of crime in vulnerable areas.’ (James, 2016, p.114). 
One way in which police gather data and information is from the public. The interaction between the police and the public are essential. The visibility and accountability of the police is very important. In 2002 the Police Community Support Officer (PCSO) programme was introduced, giving chief constables the power to designate suitably skilled and trained civilians to undertake specific functions. Primarily be the eyes and ears for neibourhood policing teams. Not to dissimilar of having policing return to what its initial programme was designed for during the first half of the century, with officers patrolling the streets and therefore catching offenders in the act or preventing further crime. (Bryan Caless, 2014). 

The main objective of the PCSO unit is to essentially provide a police presence and become a bridge of communication between the public and the police. (Joyce, 2011). 
The importance of having that communication between the public and the police is paramount in order to maintain a sound community. It all factors back to the notion policing by consent and to what Sir Robert Peel once said, “The police are the public; the public are the police” (Clive Emsley, 2010, p.24). The relationship between police and the public is an important aspect of police control and accountability. 

There are however some disadvantages of evidence-based policing. Despite the methods of (EBP) and (SARA) analysation sometimes interventions meet an economic cost and that can fall under harsh scrutiny from the general public. For example, to aid in the reduction of theft crime close-circuit television (CCTV) constitutes a mass surveillance and may be used to observe the activity of members of the public with the intention of deterring or identifying those responsible for theft and disorder. (Edwards, 2011). Some members of the public and even staff who work in establishments where (CCTV) is required for safeguarding, find that too much (CCTV) can be daunting and feel like they are being monitored. The use of (CCTV) has been alleged that it ‘poses a significant threat to personal privacy and individual freedom’ whilst also undermines the ‘value of privacy as a public good’ (cited in the House of Lords select committee on constitution, 2009: paras 100 and 102). (Edwards, 2011, p.41). Not to mention the cost of each surveillance camera and time it takes to set up. (Wales Online, 2021).  According to (IFSEC, 2022) there are now more 5.2 million (CCTV) cameras in the UK. Ultimately, despite some slight controversy (CCTV) does have a huge part to play in the reduction of theft and crime in general. And in a recent survey crime has decreased by 13% (Gov.uk, 2023).  

Remaining on the topic of cost-effective reports the PCSO programme have been at the topic of discussion since they were announced to the public in 2002. (The Daily mail) was reported to say that Police community support officers from almost half of the country’s forces have failed to solve a single crime in the past three years. “Figures suggest it will take each ‘plastic policeman’ an average of 12 years to solve a crime, despite forces spending £1.2billion funding the officers since 2007. They also show that PCSOs, dubbed Blunkett’s Bobbies after the home secretary who introduced them, cost taxpayers up to £300,000 for each offence they detect.” (Bentley, 2020).  On the other hand (The Daily Mirror) was reported to have to opposite opinion.
 “Between 2012 and 2020, public confidence that local crime and antisocial behaviour would be dealt with fell from 61% to 52%. Shadow Home Secretary Yvette Cooper pointed to Labour plans for a “fully funded neighbourhood policing programme”, with 13,000 extra neighbourhood officers and PCSOs - an equivalent up to 20 extra neighbourhood police for every constituency in the UK.” (Glaze, 2023). A Ms Cooper was also quoted to say, “PCSOs are at the heart of neighbourhood policing teams, working in their communities to cut crime at source and crack down on the anti-social behaviour that ruins so many lives.” (Daily Mirror, 2023). 
In conclusion, there are just about as many strengths as there are weaknesses of both classic criminology and that of evidence-based policing. The strengths of (EBP) base their decisions on established and proven methods of investigation and can build on already existing evidence and interventions by practical and relevant experience from police officers. A disadvantage, (EBP) will only triumph and be successful so long as the evidence is accurate. Some researchers may not be as thorough nor sufficient regarding their data collecting, hypothesis or methods of practical procedures. (College of policing, 2021). As regards classical criminology, in short, the principle purely relies on that humans have individual rights the genesis to reason and ‘rule of law’. A weakness of classical criminology is that it is intellectually tedious due to its attachment with uncanny detailed record keeping and report writing. 
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