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Introduction
Evidence based policing has gained a lot of traction since it was first coined by American criminologist, Herman Goldstein. Many countries across the world have integrated an evidence based policing approach into their services and many academics have developed methods and models that are in line with the evidence based policing approach. It is important to view how theories of crime have influenced the creation of these models and so this essay will look to understand the theories of classical criminology and their impact on the evidence-based models that have been created. Additionally, these methods and theories will be applied to contemporary drug dealing in the UK as an applied example.
Classical Criminology
This first section will discuss the theories of classical criminology along with their strengths and weaknesses. Cesare Beccaria (1738-1794) can be classified as one of the fathers of classical criminology. He was an Italian mathematician and wrote a very influential document titled “On Crimes and Punishment” in 1767 (Williams III & McShane, 1998). Originally written in Italian it has been translated into twenty-two different languages including an English translation in 1963 (Burke, 2019). The essay itself is really a protest piece which at first was written anonymously. It wasn’t until three years after publication that Beccaria would acknowledge his work. Many believe that due to the critical nature of the piece it was most likely out of fear of retaliation from the rulers of his time that he initially published it anomalously. Regardless of this, Beccaria wrote of a concept of free will and hedonism. All humans are to be considered as rational individuals where they behave in ways according to active calculations they make of pleasure and pain ratios as a result of their actions. Beccaria applied these concepts to crime and deviance.
Jeremy Bentham would later elaborate on the concepts put forward by Cesare Beccaria. A concept called ‘Utilitarianism’ is the basis of Bentham’s entire philosophy (Mulgan, 2007). Much like Beccaria, utilitarianism believes that punishment (or pain) must outweigh the pleasure for a person to complete an act. However, in addition to this, “the greatest happiness of the greatest number” is the correct action. Thus, actions that would promote and result in the greatest amount of happiness or pleasure is the right and approved one, others which promote and result in unhappiness or pain are to be considered wrong and disapproved. 
In analysis, classical criminology is over simplistic and its views of committing crime as a ‘free choice’ have been heavily disputed. Many experts disagree and state that some have no choice but to act criminally for reasons beyond their control. It also assumes that society works in a fair and just way and that all people are equally responsible for their actions, when this just simply is not true (Burke, 2019). While classical criminology believes in weighing up pleasure and punishment it discusses nothing on the chances of that punishment. Punishment for an act may be present but if the chances of being caught and punished is low, would this impact the thought process of the individual? Utilitarianism does not define happiness and as such happiness is subjective. Furthermore, to make conclusions of what act provides the greatest happiness indicates that somehow happiness must be measured. How does one measure happiness? The theory fails to answer this neither (Gillon, 1985). 
Moving forward from classical criminology, routine activity theory, first thought of by Lawrence Cohen and Marcus Felon in 1979, agreed with the principles that people have a free will and a choice to offend.  Cohen and Felson describe three “minimal elements” that can result in crime: a motivated offender, a suitable target, and the absence of a capable guardian. They state that the lack of any one of those elements is sufficient to prevent the crime from occurring (Cohen & Felson, 1979). The College of Policing (2013) state that by identifying and understanding the three elements of routine activity theory it is possible to determine options for reducing the crime. Routine activity theory, however, falls short in relation to its efficacy. Often with a tendency to blame the victim, the measures introduced “have no real effect in reducing crime” as the results is really just a displacement of the time, place, target, and method or type of crime. While the theory discusses a motivated offender, it fails to address a definition of this or as to why a person becomes a motivated offender (Miró, 2014).
Evidence Based Policing Models
According to the College of Policing, evidence based policing “means that the best available evidence is used to inform and challenge policing policies, practices and decisions”. It is an approach used to aid policy and practice changes to increase the effectiveness of the police and other associated agencies. Many models have been developed to the concept of evidence based policing. 
Herman Goldstein developed a model called ‘Problem Oriented Policing’ or ‘POP’ in 1979 (sometimes referred to as ‘Problem Solving Policing’) and has had wide use across the world since. Following the Crime and Disorder Act (1998), in the UK the responsibility for crime and disorder had extended beyond the police into other external agencies. Due to this the second ‘P’ in POP now generally refers to ‘Partnership’ instead of ‘Policing’ but both are used interchangeably (Tilley, 2010). Goldstein recommended police services to concentrate on the core objective: reducing problems of concern to local people. POP includes the systematic grouping of individual incidents as problems and to look for links between them to understand why they arise. Tailor-made responses can then be forged to explanations of why these problems occur before evaluating the effectiveness of the measure now put in place (Bullock, et al., 2006).
Another model is the very popular hot spot policing. Hot spot policing includes a variety of police responses that all share a common focus on resources on the locations where crime is perceived to be the highest within an area. The concept is very broad in its definition and so is the tactics police services use to address hot spots (Weisburd & Telep, 2014). Hot spot policing involves gathering a large quantity of data and identifying ‘hot spots’ where crime concentrates. The model believes that crime and disorder is not evenly spread within jurisdictions but rather concentrates in small locations across the area (College of Policing, 2018). It is well documented too that a large proportion of crime only occurs in a small percentage of a jurisdictions area. Routine activity theory underpins the hot spot policing model as effectively drafted responses to problems are going to remove one of the three elements described in routine activity theory. A critical issue in hot spot policing is that it does not solve the problem but merely displaces it.











The problem analysis triangle (PAT) also builds on many of the ideas put forward by routine activity theory. Similar to the theory, the triangle has three labelled side, three elements of a crime. The triangle is labelled: offender, location, and victim/target and is almost a carbon copy of the three “minimal elements” required in the routine activity’s theory. The idea is that removing or controlling one side of the triangle will reduce crime. A clear trend can be seen here as the PAT has almost transformed the routine activities theory into an ‘easy to use’ model.
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Description automatically generated]At a later date two more triangles were established, creating two inner triangles. This was to add more elements and aid the consideration of other parties in addressing the problem. Figure 1: The Problem Analysis Triangle, (College of Policing, 2022)

Many of these models are often used in conjunction with methods of execution such as Triple-T, SARA, ATLAS, and others. Methods such as these are used to aid the implementation of the models and test drafted responses.
The triple-T strategy (targeting, testing, tracking) is one method used within evidence-based policing. It involves “three strategic principles” as outlined by Lawrence Sherman in (2013). They are that (1) police should target resources on predictable concentrations of crime using good research. (2) Police should then choose higher priority targets and conduct tests of methods. (3) Once research has been used to target tested practices, police should continue to track daily delivery and effects of practices, including public perceptions of legitimacy.
SARA (scanning, analysis, response, assessment) was developed by Eck and Spelman in 1987 who built upon Goldstein’s POP. SARA can often be seen used alongside POP. SARA not only looks to tackle crime but looks to identify and overcome the underlying causes of crime too. It is simple and easy to follow making it user friendly although one of its largest benefits has been deemed a negative in some instances. The methods simplicity can result in it oversimplifying the larger complex crime problems with many overlooking significant problems while exaggerating others (Sidebottom & TIlley, 2011).


Classical Criminology & EBP Applied: Contemporary Drug Dealing
In the UK it is an offence to take, carry, make, sell, deal, or share drugs (supply). Penalties vary dependant on the type of drug, amount of drug and if dealing or producing the drug (Gov.UK, 2023). Drug supply is a major criminal industry worth over £9.4 billion per year (Black, 2020) with complex networks and organised crime groups at the helm.
When considering any of the evidence based policing methods we must first consider the key elements of the theories of classical criminology that are assumed by evidence based policing methods. Firstly, it is to be established that those who deal drugs do it of their own free will. They make a conscious and rational choice to deal drugs. Secondly, the rewards of drug dealing must outweigh the potential punishments of getting caught drug dealing.
The problem analysis triangle can be assumed to be the application of routine activities theory. The motivation of offenders is evident as the illegal drugs industry is huge and as previously discussed, this model assumes that the rewards outweigh the potential punishments. The victim/target element of the problem analysis triangle are the consumers of drugs. These can often consist of ‘addicts’ who have become reliant on drugs in day-to-day life. This demand for drugs provides the dealers of drugs with a plentiful supply of suitable targets. Locations outside of the eye of capable guardians are chosen to conduct this activity which can present challenges. Hot spot policing can be used to target the areas with high concentrations of drug crime specifically. The hot spots identified can then be focused on in tackling the problem. Hot spot policing and PAT can both be used to develop and test methods in tackling drug crime for the largest impact.
An overall weakness of all of the methods and models seen above is that they all focus on preventative practices and suggest nothing toward responsive or reactive practices. Although preventing the offence from being committed in the first place is argued as better than reactive, preventative measures will not prevent all crime of that type. Thus, reactive methods need to be developed too. Some of the methods only result in displacing crime rather than solving it.
Conclusion
In conclusion, many of the methods developed for evidence based policing follow or have incorporated the core principals of classical criminology. This resonates through the models revealing both their benefits and negatives. Many of the issues identified in classical criminology have been filtered down into the models used within evidence-based policing. For example, the idea that people have the free will to commit criminal acts is heavily scrutinised but is an assumption made by the methods. A motivated offender under the PAT may be offending for reasons beyond their control. This, however, is not considered at all, instead focussing on them as an offender and not questioning why they are offending. Questions of the scope and simplicity of the models are raised in their ability to tackle serious and complex crime. While great for solving and addressing less serious crime its arguable as to whether it meets the standards required for complex serious crime. In respect to some of the practices used, many argue that they just displace the problem and not solve it.
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