


Contents
Introduction	2
Classical Criminology Theories	2
Evidence-Based Policing Models	2
How are These Method Linked to Classical Criminology?	3
Bibliography	4




[bookmark: _Toc129368158]Introduction
     Throughout this assessment I aim to use theft to describe and discuss how evidence-based policing. I will do this by exploring classical criminology theories and how they help us understand crime along with some models of evidence-based policing. I will then link these ideas to theft and attempt to evaluate both their strengths and weaknesses.
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     Starting in the 18th Century during the ages of the enlightenment, the pioneering role of classical criminology is usually assigned to a man named Cesare Beccaria (Jenkins, 1984). Sometimes referred to as the classical school of criminology, the new ideas consisted of several new principles. The first of these is rationality which assumes that each person has free will and they consciously chose to commit a crime and are not forced to by things outside of their control (Study.com, n.d.). According to Hermida (2023), another of these principles is hedonism, or as stated on his website the idea that humans are motivated by either pain or pleasure. As stated by Moore (2013), reinforces that hedonism claims that only pain and pleasure can motivate us, with pleasure being of value and pain the opposite of worth. Coming directly from Beccaria, the next principle in to do with punishment. Prior to the enlightenment punishments for crimes had little value as deterrents due to their random and unpredictable nature. Also, linking to the next principle of human rights, punishments were very often cruel and unexpectedly harsh which left Beccaria appalled. Through this it was said that punishment should fit the crime committed, keeping their rights in mind and ensuring that there is due process through a legal system granting certain protections to individuals in the criminal justice system, the last key principle (Sage Edge, 2018). Looking at these principles and what the classical school of criminology seems to stand for, it pushes toward law as seen today where there are statutes, and punishments more suitable for a crime in a system that is representative of the severity of the action. It also recognises that a crime is committed it is through the free will of an individual, and when considering punishment, it should be treated as such. Where is the past we saw brutal and violent punishments with the ideology that crime is the work of supernatural forces, this develops a way of thinking that had brought us to the modern day and has allowed us to begin to understand crime and criminality. Through rationality, we now can ask ourselves why individuals may be committing crimes and therefore begin to come up with hypotheses and test solutions. At the base level, this is what has allowed us to develop and begin to consider models of evidence-based policing.
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     Before I take a dive into the models, I would like to explain what evidence-based policing is. According to Sherman (2013), he describes evidence-based policing is a way of making decisions about “what works” in the policing world or finding out which police strategies and practices accomplish police objectives most efficiently. This is a great place to get the definition because according to Brown et al. (2018), “Sherman's Police Foundation lecture in 1998 was when EBP was first formally articulated”. With Lawrence Sherman bringing light onto the topic of evidence-based policing, in my head, it would make sense to start with a model that he made. The triple t strategy is made up of 3 stages. Targeting, testing, and tracking. The first stage, tracking, states that police should use conducted research to target what are limited resources on “predictable concentrations of harm from crime and disorder”. These are also known as hotspots, a concept that I will touch on a little further in this paper. For the testing stage, using the targeted high-priority areas, there should be conduct tests and a review of policing methods to assess what is best to decrease harm in the area. Finally, agencies should generate internal evidence and use it to track daily delivery and the consequent effects of their methodology, including the consideration of the public perception of their legitimacy (Sherman, 2013).  According to the College of Policing (2022a), “hot spots are areas with persistently high levels of crime and disorder” or a location where crime occurs on a regular enough basis that it is predictable and are usually small enough to the point where if an officer is stood in the middle, they can see most of it with their naked eye. This can range from individual buildings to bus stops, a group of addresses, or streets. The idea, as seen in the target phase of the triple t method, is that if police resources are concentrated in these areas, they will be used more effectively than if they are wasted in lower crime areas. With hotspots, there are then 2 potential theories that come into play. The first is deterrence theory, which according to Braga (2017), most importantly involves increasing the severity of punishments which is less relevant, or increasing the likelihood of getting caught which is relevant. The second theory is called the crime opportunity theory. This explains that offenders make rational choices to commit a crime, often choosing a target with the most reward with the least effort. This theory states that there must be three things for a crime to occur. These are, firstly a motivated offender, a suitable target which can be a victim or property, along with the lack of a capable guardian (Braga et al., 2019). The next model stems from what was named problem-oriented policing by Herman Goldstein in 1979, an idea that revolves around police putting less focus on single isolated incidents but looking at clusters of related incidents and what the causes are (Glenn, 2020). The model is called the SARA model and, according to the College of Policing (2022b), this model consists of four stages. The first stage, scanning, concerns the police identifying different persistent problems in their area that either call for police attention or cause harm. This is used to lock sight on a problem that affects the community that the police can positively influence. The second stage, analysis is where the agency draws on a number of different data and intelligence sources to decide where their problem-solving efforts should be focused. This can include how the issue is trending, when and where are the highest concentrations of it and the harm that it generates within their community. Through this stage, you can also identify a “pitch point” which is a contributing factor to the problem that the police may have some power of intervention with. Following scanning and analysis, the third stage is the response. Here you implement an informed strategy to target what you have found. The strategy should be well-informed and developed in light of the findings of the earlier stages. It is important through this stage to monitor and log the results and the effects that the action is having on that targeted problem. This spills over to the last stage, assessment. It is important to identify has the response worked as intended, the effects it has had, and whether that be the problem is removed, reduced, or in some cases aggravated unintentionally. All of the above strategies primarily focus on the prevention of crime, and I will touch on this in a later stage of the document.
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[bookmark: _Int_vPP6npZn]     We have explored both the principles of classic criminology and some modern methods of evidence-based policing. How do these link together? The first principle of classical criminology that I touched on was rationality, which may be the biggest development in thinking when talking in relation to criminology and how we understand it. Something that all these methods will agree on is that it is the choice of the individual to commit a crime. According to Felson and Clarke (1998), the rational choice perspective puts focus decision making, reinforcing the idea that offending is done purposefully and designed to the benefit of the offender. It goes on to say that these offenders have goals and think about the benefits to the risk, even if these are short-sighted and if the offender’s rationality is constricted. It comes down to risk versus reward. With this in mind, it has allowed these evidence-based policing methods take this into consideration and knock the balance, making the risk versus reward not worth it. This is the aim of the preventative nature of the models. This thinking of the rational choice perspective also links to the hedonism principle in two ways. The goal of the benefit of an offender can constitute the motivation of pleasure and we see a lot of this. It can also be a motivation for pain in a lot of ways. Throughout time there have always been those who have turned to crime in attempts to escape pain. Whether this is stealing food to eat or money to pay the bills you can see why someone may resort to crime in these desperate situations. Even in the thought process prior to offending, an individual will consider the rewards (pleasure), compared up against the risk (pain), to deem whether it is worth it. The method discussed, being focused on prevention focuses mainly on these two aspects. As for human rights, punishments and due process have however embedded well into our criminal justice system. According to Tickell (2018), from the Shoplifting Act of 1699, the punishment for theft of items worth over 5 shillings was the death penalty. In comparison, in the modern day, the punishment for theft is set out as “A person guilty of theft shall on conviction on indictment be liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding seven years” (Theft Act 1968). We also see the human rights of individuals being protected through the Human Rights Act 1998, taken from certain articles of the convention of human rights, and outline rights such as the “freedom of expression” (Human Rights Act 1998). It is my opinion that the main principles of classical criminology, where not perfect in every aspect, lead the way to develop the thinking of society when it comes to criminality with it. Many of the principles, where they may have developed further over time, were revolutionary for the time period, and we have seen evidence of the truth behind them as our legal system has practically moulded to each and every one. As for the policing models, they take both rationality and hedonism into account extremely well in their effort to reduce crime through prevention. The only thing that is missing is more exposure to how to handle the rehabilitation of offenders; however, I think that this would mainly fall within the responsibility of the crown prosecution service. 

Linking These Ideas to Theft.
     Taking theft as an example, it is undoubtedly one of the longest-living and most complex crimes that we have to date as a result of the numerous problems that can lead to this crime. Through classical criminology, we first understand that the choice to commit a crime is done rationally in the mind of an individual and ultimately the choice is made of their own free will. Also, the principle of hedonism tells us that their motivation will stem from either pain or pleasure. Whether this is financial gain or a desperate attempt to put food on the table. If the motivator is pure pleasure, I would like to use the crime opportunity theory. For the crime to take place we have the offender, the victim, and a lack of a capable guardian. With these pieces, the rational thinking of the offender sees less risk for the reward and proceeds with the crime. This way of thinking, in my opinion, is one of natural human nature, and where some may be able to control it, I do not think it is related to a problem. The offender sees a low-risk reward and takes it. On the other hand, problem-oriented policing would attempt to identify the problem of usually a pain. In my opinion, pain is a far better motivator as in the rational thought process, the risk is up against a bad situation as a result of not committing the crime. This will leave an offender more likely to commit the crime than someone who would otherwise be in good circumstances. From here we start to implement policing model, find problems such as poverty and develop solutions that benefit society.
Conclusion
     Throughout this document, we have taken steps to explain classical criminology, and evidence-based policing models and how they link together. We then evaluated them and tried to link them to theft as a problem within society. It is my hope that we have achieved that goal as we have traversed from the principle of rationality all the way to changes in legislation from the Shoplifting Act of 1699 to the Theft Act of 1968.
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