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[bookmark: _oqloutpqgmod]Introduction
In policing practice, the most suitable evidence when utilised in the case of policing practices and making decisions, then the practice is considered evidence-based policing. According to Selby-Fell and Newton, (2022), in the UK different factors of concern associated with evidence-based policing include awareness, level of research evidence, resources, capability and challenges. The study here aims to assess the aspects of evidence-based policing and decision-making in practice. In this context, the principles of effective problem-solving based on evidence-based policing will be considered along with their application in policing practice. Moreover, evidence-based policing models will also be assessed in the subsequent sections. 
[bookmark: _rwqxm5mnxc89]Main Body
Evidence-based policing is the application of best-available evidence to underpin and challenge policing practices and decisions (College of Policing, 2023). Common models of policing include problem-oriented policing (POP), otherwise known as problem-solving policing (PSP), and “scanning, analysis, response, and assessment” (SARA). As per the POP model of policing, the key mission of policing should be to comprehend and prevent problems (Bullock, 2022). On the other hand, the SARA model of policing involves identifying the roots of the problem and developing solutions to effectively tackle the same. According to Cordner (2020), EBP is based on rigorous scientific assessments to implement policing practices. From this point of vantage, different policing models underpin the collection and analysis of evidence. For instance, POP relies on identifying different problems, conducting a thorough analysis to understand the problem, developing tailored solutions, and evaluating the effectiveness of identified solutions. Therefore, POP is particularly focused on disseminating evidence and testing specific solutions to identify the best practice which, in turn, informs and supports EBP. However, a key limitation of POP is that it mostly suits localised problems as it provides targeted solutions (Sidebottom et al., 2020). Consequently, the POP has not been a persistent feature of policing practices across the UK. 
SARA, in contrast to POP, has become the most prominent model of policing practices in the UK. SARA is the acronym for “Scanning, Analysis, Response, and Assessment”. Scanning refers to the process of identifying incidents that potentially involves criminal activities, analysis entails gathering information to trace the roots of the problem, the response is the development of solutions, and finally, assessment implies gauging the developed solutions. As opined by Piza and Welsh (2022), the key steps of EBP include collecting existing evidence and implementing research methods to generate scientific knowledge that ultimately results in the development of best practices. Policing models like SARA and POP are fundamentally based on disseminating and analysing existing evidence through research and intelligence. Therefore, it can be said that policing models underpin evidence-based policing by facilitating the collection, analysis, and interpretation of required information. 
In the earlier discussions effectiveness of different policing models has been assessed. Now, the utilisation of evidence in policing practice will be focused on. In practice, evidence-based policing essentially consists of the use of earlier evidence to support and provide information practice. May et al. (2017) have stated that the quality of evidence indicates the effectiveness and relevance being attained. In the UK, receptivity to research evidence is one of the key factors. In relation to this, it is perceived that in practice, evidence is used by increasing the efficiency of presenting the same.
Firstly, appropriate research methods are applied for supporting evidence-based policing. In this context, Knutsson and Tompson (2017) have mentioned that through essential research, the available evidence in policing practice is depicted by making it relevant to fulfil the aim of an improved understanding of a current issue. In this context, the nature, extent and causes of a problem are compared with that of the available evidence in order to identify the exact change that has been brought about in any ongoing situation (Policing, 2023).
On the other hand, another way that evidence is used in practice includes assessing the intervention work. In this context, Jacobs and Reads (2021) have stated that controlled trials based on existing evidence are the approach that underpins the use of evidence in policing practice. For example, the author has mentioned the use of evidence in the case of a radical experiment associated with policing practice. It is associated with arresting individuals by accusing of criminal offences like assault, burglary, child neglect and others and observing through trials and observing the outcomes. The basic principle behind this experimentation was randomised control (Jacobs and Reads, 2021). In support of this Pepper et al. (2020) stated that randomised control is considered to be an important method for developing evidence and utilising the same. Therefore, from the discussion, it is considered that in practice, evidence is used based on appropriate research and trials for intervention.
Research is established as an important tool to refine policing practices. Previously, the use of evidence to develop policing practice has been elaborated on. However, the use of evidence is not limited to establishing best policing practices, rather, it also substantiates the evaluation of ongoing practices. At any given point in time, policing agencies have multiple ongoing programmes, policies, and practices (Police, 2023). Hence, a logical approach to evaluate those activities is necessary to ensure that resource investments are efficient. Gauging the effectiveness of ongoing practices is facilitated by researching various pieces of evidence. For example, in 2008, a temporary but larger-scale deployment of police forces was implemented to reduce the frequency of bombing activities across London. The effectiveness of this particular intervention was measured through the collection of relevant evidence. Draca and colleagues disseminated information on crime rates before and after the deployment of temporary large-scale police forces and compared those rates to come to a conclusion (Ludwig et al., 2017). The researchers concluded that there was an 11.1% fall in crime rates after executing the said intervention (Draca et al., 2008). This implies that the decision to deploy larger police forces was overall effective. At the same time, the results indicate the significance of evidence in measuring the effectiveness of ongoing practices. 
In a similar vein, another instance where evidence helped in informing the effectiveness of ongoing practices can be mentioned. “Police Effectiveness, Efficiency, and Legitimacy”, also known as PEEL, is an intervention to inspect how effective the current policing practices are (Gov, 2017). PEEL assessments encompass the performance evaluation of all 43 police forces in the UK. The assessment is mainly informed by evidence collected from surveying public and local councillors, Ipsos MORI research, national consultancy reports and so on (Criminal Justice Inspectorates, 2022). For example, in 2021-2022, the PEEL assessment drew evidence from a range of sources, such as victim service assessment, regional crime inspection data, force management statements, and crime survey data to determine the policing practices to tackle “Serious Acquisitive Crime” (SAC). The evidence helped establish that very few SAC victims (42%) receive proper justice (Criminal Justice Inspectorates, 2022). Therefore, the routine evaluation of ongoing practices in policing is entirely based on evidence collected from trusted sources. This, again, reiterates the importance of evidence in judging the effectiveness of ongoing police practices. 
In policing practice, decision-making is associated with the perception of risks. Effective decision making leads to reduced possibility of risks. Fast operational choices by policing officials significantly influence the efficiency of overall activities (Police, 2023). The decision-making process by policing professionals depends on the way risks are perceived and the details presented to the policing professional. For example, in the decisions made during and after the London Bridge Terror attack, a higher concentration was put on assessing the effectiveness of decision making. In this context, the National Decision Making (NDM) model can be considered. In relation to this, it is also observed that the NDM model facilitates planned operations, is applicable for teamwork and is suitable for both operational and non-operational conditions (Police, 2023).
The NDM model is efficient because it is a more structured approach for reviewing the exact activities associated with an incident. By applying the NDM model, policing professionals can review decisions and promote learning based on the evidence. Hence, it is effective. The six key elements of this NDM model include a code of ethics, gathering information, assessment of risk, power and policy, contingencies and actions (Police, 2023). According to Mehrl and Choulis (2023), in policing, gathering information should be based on different types of evidence including circumstantial evidence. Therefore, for the NDM model also information must be based on evidence. As evidenced based practice is effective in policing, the use of this model is also justified and the use of evidence is important. On the other hand, Selby-Fell and Newton (2022) has found that evidence-based planning and decision-making influence professionals to consider the plans in a critical manner and reduce the possibility of inefficient decisions. It is because evidence or data acts as an obvious reflection of an incident. Therefore, it can be concluded that evidence plays a crucial role as it forms a base for decision-making.
Problem-oriented policing (POP), also known as problem-solving policing (PSP), is an approach to develop targeted interventions instead of interventions itself. This includes several steps such as identification of specific issues, a thorough analysis to understand the issue, formulation of a personalised response and assessment of the effects of the response (Police, 2023). According to Hinkle et al. (2020), POP is effective in reducing crime by 33.8% and is a cost-effective method. However, it has a limited impact on the legitimacy, and fear of crime as well as collective efficacy. SARA stands for “scanning”, “analysis”, “response” and “assessment” which is another model of evidence-based policing. This model emphasises the identification of the root cause of the problem,  based on which the solution is been formulated to tackle the challenge. Where scanning means identification of the problem, analysis involves gathering information to analyse the cause of the issue. In the “Response” stage tailored activities are designed to address the challenge and in the “assessment” stage the measurement of the challenge is tested. However, as opined by Bullock et al. (2021), on one hand, the lack of complexity in this model made it user-friendly, oversimplifying the larger crime events on the other. 
The earlier section has discussed the different aspects of the models of evidence-based policing. It has included POP, SARA and PSP. Now the favourable and unfavourable dimensions of these models will be assessed. The Problem-oriented policing (POP) model is based on the principle of focusing on a specific problem (Police, 2023). The POP model utilises analysis for understanding the problem. As an analytical approach to any problem reduces the possibility of error, it can be considered one of the favourable approaches of this model. POP model is applied to any kind of crime and disorder problem which is considered another advantageous aspects of the problem. Despite these strengths some limitations are identified in practice. According to Hinkle et al. (2020), the POP model provides no clarified and specific statemednt regarding the standards of evidence and strategy and monitoring the implementation. 
On the other hand, the strengths of the SARA model include focusing on the root cause of a problem for the development of a solution. In contrast to policing models that focus on treating the symptoms, SARA helps navigate the very root of the problem, thereby facilitating eradication. The four stages of SARA, such as scanning, analysis, response and assessment, represent an all-encompassing intervention to resolve a recurring problem as it not only entails detection of the cause and development of tailored solutions, but also offers methods for evaluating the solutions.  Brandon (2015) stated that a key strength of SARA is its simplicity and user-friendly nature. All of these features has made SARA the most prominent model of policing in the UK (Sidebottom et al., 2020). However, there are certain limitations of SARA that are worth mentioning. The first shortcoming of the model is that it assumes that policing is, or should follow a linear pathway. Another limitation of SARA is that its implementation is subject to change considering the lack of commitment among senior policing staff and inadequate organisational support (Burton and McGregor, 2018).
[bookmark: _yvwvrgs8j2wa]Conclusion
The study has focused on the discussion and analysis of different aspects of evidence based policing. The incorporation of evidence in evidence based policing practice has been assessed. It has been primarily found that in practice evidence has played a crucial role. Moreover, it has also been found in the study that evidence based policing practice has included application of evidence in ongoing practice. On the other hand, various models of evidence based policing has also been discussed along with an assessment of the strengths and limitations. On this context, the POP, SARA and PSP model of evidence-based policing have been considered. The analysis has indicated that all the models hold crucial significance of their own.
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