Introduction: -
Criminology is the study of crime and how criminals act from a scientific point of view. Classical criminology is one of the most influential ways of thinking about crime. It says that punishment and deterrence are two of the most important ways to stop crime. In this essay, theft as an example of a crime has been selected to understand how classical criminology helps evidence-based policing in the UK.

 

Classical Criminology and its theories: -
Classical criminology is a theoretical framework that arose during the Age of Enlightenment and emphasised the rationality of human conduct and the social compact between people and the state. Contemporary criminological theories combine new ideas and concepts while building on these traditional fundamentals. Many theories and concepts have been provided by classical criminology to assist us comprehend crime and criminality. Following are a few of the classical criminology theories that assist us comprehend crime and criminality:

Rational choice theory is a contemporary development of classical criminology that claims that individuals engage in illegal action when perceived advantages outweigh perceived costs (Cornish & Clarke, 1986). This view implies that criminals are rational individuals who consider the risks and benefits associated with engaging in illicit activities. A thief may, for instance, assess the possible benefits of taking valuable jewels from a wealthy person's home against the threat of being found and penalised.

Routine activity theory is a modern extension of classical criminology that explains crime as a result of three essential factors: the existence of a motivated criminal, the presence of a potential target, and the absence of a skilled guardian (Cohen & Felson, 1979). This theory states that crime happens when these three conditions coincide in space and time. A thief may, for instance, be motivated to take a laptop from an unprotected automobile parked in a dimly lit location since the laptop is a viable target and the absence of a guard makes it simpler to perform the crime.

Deterrence theory is an important idea that was presented by classical criminologists and developed by current criminological theories (Becker, 1968). According to the notion of deterrence, individuals are less likely to participate in unlawful activity if they perceive the costs outweigh the rewards. For instance, if a person is aware that the punishment for theft is harsh, they may refrain from committing the crime. Classical criminology says that in the instance of theft, the possibility of punishment might dissuade potential thieves from committing the crime. Consequently, classical criminology-informed, evidence-based police techniques would emphasise the deployment of visible and fast punishment for thieves. The deployment of CCTV cameras, which are aimed at preventing potential thieves by making them aware of the possibility of being caught and penalised, is one example of such a method.

Classical rehabilitation is a contemporary concept based on the traditional criminological concept of the social contract. According to this view, society is responsible for the rehabilitation and reintegration of offenders (Beccaria, 1764). The objective of classical rehabilitation is to minimise recidivism rates and guarantee that offenders are not permanently branded. For instance, a prisoner may participate in educational and vocational training programmes while jailed in order to increase their career prospects after release.

Social learning theory is a modern development of classical criminology that stresses the importance of socialisation and reinforcement in influencing criminal conduct (Akers & Sellers, 2013). This theory proposes that individuals learn about illegal conduct through their contacts with others and that this action is encouraged or discouraged depending on its consequences. A person who grows up in a community where drug use is prevalent, for instance, may be more prone to engage in drug use.

In general, classical criminology concepts continue to inform modern criminological theories and techniques. The current theories of rational choice, routine activity, deterrence, classical rehabilitation, and social learning give useful insights into the nature of criminal conduct. These classical criminology ideas give a framework for comprehending the rationality of human conduct, the function of punishment in discouraging crime, the significance of societal norms and expectations, the necessity for preventative tactics, and the role of rehabilitation in reducing recidivism.

 

Evidence-based policing and its approach models using theft crime -
While classical criminology stresses the significance of punishment and deterrence in preventing crime, it does not examine rehabilitation's possible impact on lowering crime rates. In the United Kingdom, however, evidence-based police techniques are increasingly including rehabilitation programmes meant to treat the underlying reasons of criminal conduct, such as drug addiction or mental health concerns (Home Office, 2019).

In the example of theft, evidence-based policing techniques informed by classical criminology would highlight the use of punishment and deterrence as measures of crime prevention but would also include rehabilitation programmes for offenders to address the root reasons of their criminal conduct. An example of such a programme is the Integrated Offender Management programme, which offers education, training, and career opportunities to lessen the chance of recidivism among offenders.

The objective of evidence-based police techniques guided by classical criminology would be to increase the costs of stealing and lower its potential benefits. The employment of target hardening tactics, such as the installation of security alarms or reinforced doors and windows, which make it more difficult for criminals to steal items and raise their likelihood of being detected, is an example of such a strategy. Classical criminology gives theoretical structure to evidence-based police techniques in the United Kingdom. By combining these ideas into evidence-based policing techniques, law enforcement organisations may aim to prevent thefts and other crimes.

The Problem-Oriented Policing (POP) model is an evidence-based police technique that focuses on identifying and analysing underlying criminal behaviour issues. This approach is especially beneficial for tackling theft offences that are frequently complicated and impacted by a range of circumstances. This study examines the use of the POP model for stealing offences in the United Kingdom.

The POP model is a four-step approach to managing criminal issues (Eck & Spelman, 1987). The first stage is to identify the problem, which entails comprehending the nature and scale of the chance of crime in a certain location. This may entail surveying stakeholders, conducting interviews, or reviewing crime statistics.

The second stage is to examine the situation, which entails identifying the root causes of the issue. In the instance of theft offences, this may entail examining theft trends, identifying the sorts of things that are commonly taken, and gaining an understanding of the offenders' motivations.

The third phase is to formulate and implement a solution to the issue. This may entail employing theft-deterrent methods, such as boosting police presence, enhancing security measures, or focusing on high-risk regions.

The fourth phase is to evaluate the response to the issue, which includes measuring the efficacy of the adopted measures. This may entail gathering information on changes in theft rates or conducting surveys to assess public perceptions of safety.

The POP model is a successful strategy for combating theft offences in the United Kingdom. By concentrating on the fundamental reasons of the problem, as opposed to the symptoms alone, law enforcement officers may establish focused methods that address the underlying causes of the problem. The employment of community policing tactics to combat theft is an illustration of the use of the POP model to address theft offences in the UK. By collaborating with local businesses and citizens, law enforcement authorities may devise tailored solutions to shoplifting that target the root causes of the problem, such as poverty and drug addiction (Skogan & Frydl, 2004).

The POP model is an evidence-based police technique that is especially beneficial for handling complex criminal issues such as theft offences. By identifying and evaluating the underlying causes of the problem, law enforcement officers may devise tailored actions that effectively lower theft rates in the United Kingdom.

The SARA model is an evidence-based policing technique that stresses community-level problem solving. Scanning, Analysis, Reaction, and Assessment make up SARA. This methodology is particularly beneficial for solving complicated and varied offences. This study examines the application of the SARA model to theft offences in the United Kingdom.

The first phase of the SARA model is scanning, which consists of recognising stealing incidents in a specific region and analysing the nature and scale of the problem. This may entail checking crime data, surveying people and businesses, and studying police records.

The second phase is analysis, which entails identifying the problem's root causes. In the case of theft offences, this may entail evaluating theft trends, identifying commonly stolen commodities, and comprehending the motivations of criminals.

The third phase involves creating and implementing a focused response to the issue. This may entail boosting police patrols, installing surveillance cameras, or collaborating with local businesses to develop theft prevention measures.

The final phase is evaluation, which measures the efficacy of the solution to the problem. This may entail examining crime data, interviewing residents and business owners, and reading police records.

The SARA model is an efficient method for combating theft offences in the United Kingdom. By involving the community and establishing focused answers to the problem's root causes, law enforcement officers may effectively reduce theft rates and enhance public safety.

The employment of neighbourhood watch programmes to deter theft is one application of the SARA model to theft offences in the United Kingdom. By interacting with locals and encouraging them to report suspicious behaviour, law enforcement officers may successfully prevent theft and lower crime rates in a certain region (Clarke & Eck, 2005). The SARA model is an evidence-based police technique that is especially successful in addressing complex criminal issues such as theft offences.

 

Classical criminology vs. Evidence based policing:
Both classical criminology and evidence-based policing have been utilised to combat theft crime in the United Kingdom. While classical criminology stresses the significance of deterrence and punishment, evidence-based policing focuses its techniques on scientific data. It is time to assess the advantages and disadvantages of classical criminology and evidence-based policing in relation to theft crime in the United Kingdom.

Classical Criminology's Strengths: The deterrent impact of punishment is one of classical criminology's greatest strengths. This idea posits that criminals can be discouraged if the perceived costs of punishment outweigh the possible advantages of their illicit activity. Classical criminology therefore advocates the use of harsh punishments to prevent theft offences.

The classical criminology clarifies the implications of committing a theft offence. This makes it easier for potential offenders to consider the costs and advantages of their conduct by establishing a clear connection between the offence and the penalty.

Weaknesses of Classical Criminology on Theft Crime: Classical criminology disregards the possible impact of rehabilitation on recidivism rates. Consequently, classical criminology might not address the underlying reasons for crime.

The effectiveness of classical criminology in reducing stealing crimes may be limited, as the prospect of punishment alone may not dissuade potential perpetrators. Classical criminology's rational choice theory posits that criminals are rational agents who consider the costs and advantages of their actions prior to committing a crime, although this is not always the case.

Strengths of Evidence-Based Policing on Theft Crime: Evidence-based policing is a strategy for policing that is informed by empirical evidence. This indicates that policing techniques are based on data and research, which increases their efficacy in reducing theft crimes.

Evidence-based policing permits the customization of policing techniques based on the requirements of the community. This means that policing efforts may be targeted at the most frequent sorts of theft activity in a particular location.

Weaknesses of Evidence-Based Policing on Theft Crime: To gather and evaluate data, evidence-based policing may demand substantial resources. Hence, smaller police agencies may lack the resources necessary to adopt evidence-based policing techniques successfully.

In certain regions, evidence-based police techniques may be helpful, but they may not be useful in others. This means that solutions created based on data from one location may not be applicable to other places.

 

Conclusion: -
In the United Kingdom, both classical criminology and evidence-based policing have their benefits and limitations. Classical criminology has an emphasis on deterrence and punishment but does not always address the core causes of crime. Evidence-based policing depends on empirical research to influence policing techniques, but it may require substantial resources and may not be applicable everywhere. A combination of the two strategies may be the most effective method for combating crime.
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