



The following will be a report based on key crime prevention theories and how they are applied in practice. Crime prevention effectively attempts to prevent any crime before it occurs. As stated by the ECOSOC Resolution (2013), "Crime Prevention comprises strategies and measures that seek to reduce the risk of crimes occurring, and their potentially harmful effects on individuals and society, including fear of crime, by intervening to influence their multiple causes." There are numerous criminological theories that situational crime prevention stands with. This includes routine activity theory, crime pattern theory, and the rational choice perspective (Clarke, 2018). Situational crime prevention aims to lower the chance that crime occurs by increasing the difficulty of crime, making it more common to be caught attempting crimes, lowering the rewards a criminal would attain by committing a crime, eliminating justifications for offending, and lowering opportunities with acts of aggression (Clarke, 2018).
“The routine activity theory by Cohen and Felson (1979) posits that changes in the structure of the patterns of daily activity could explain the rise in crime that occurred following World War II” (Miró, 2014.) The theory takes the perspective of crime from a point of view of a criminal and makes the claim that a crime would only occur if the current offender would think the victim is acceptable and is absent of a capable guardian. The environment around the offender and a capable target along with the lack of a capable guardian ultimately is the main influence for the offender to make the decision on whether to commit the crime or not.  A capable guardian can range from numerous different things, from a regular individual, a policeman, a security camera, or just a watchful homeowner. An example of routine activity theory in action is if a security camera or device is not set up correctly in a shop, but there are untrained staff members within the building that would not be of much use to prevent a crime, that leaves them and the shop without a guardian (NSW Government, 2011). One of the criticisms of this theory is that the offender may be intoxicated under the effects of alcohol or drugs, leading them to not think about any capable guardians nearby before choosing a suitable target (Kitteringhman, 2020). 
The crime pattern theory was invented by Paul and Patricia Brantingham, with their belief being that there was a far stronger global resonation during the thought process of committing a crime. It is believed that as an offender takes part in their day-to-day activities, the same as any other non-offender, they become more self-aware of opportunities to commit a crime. “Movement from one area, or node, to another creates an awareness space: places and pathways that have a general familiarity to offenders due to the frequency with which they are traversed” (Lersh and Hart 2011). This gives an advantage to offenders looking to commit crimes in areas they are familiar with, allowing for them to make a cognitive map for the best places to commit the crime on a target they see fit, giving them a huge advantage when it comes to committing a crime in their areas. Organised crime is an example of the kind of activity that offenders could carry out in an area they know well. They would be able to plan ahead of time, know numerous places to leave the area, and know the best location to commit the crime using the cognitive map they have created in their mind of the said location. 
The rational choice theory suggests that humans are rational individuals that will look at the benefits and potential losses before making a rational decision (McCarthy and Chaudhary, 2014). The theory believes that humans will evaluate their behaviour and their actions before making a choice and depending on how much that pleasure and benefit that choice will give them, they would then decide whether to carry out that decision. The rational choice theory was developed by the work of Cesare Beccaria in the 18th century, and over the years has been expanded upon with more findings and with new perspectives (Wright, 2009). Like all theories, the rational choice theory gets criticism, with Herrnstein (1990, p. 356-367) saying “the theory of rational choice fails as a description of actual behaviour, but it remains unequalled as a normative theory.” The rational choice theory can be heavily related to the crime of burglary, effectively because the theory explains the entire thought process before an offender is set to rob someone or something. If the risk of stealing or doing any unlawful damage outweighs how high the reward could possibly be then a criminal will be more likely to commit the crime.
The broken windows theory was studied by Philip Zimbardo, and later being introduced by James Wilson and George Kelling. This theory demonstrates that the state the surrounding environment is in, such as broken windows, individuals drinking and using drugs in public, litter, and vandalism, generate a more unsafe urban domain that can effectively lead to more crime and offences (Wilson and Kelling, 1982). This theory has a giant influence on the police approach around the time of the 1990s, and to this day is still being used actively (McKee, 2013). The theory influenced a new style of broken windows policing, where new zero-tolerance policing strategies were introduced in numerous major cities such, like New York. Zero-tolerance policing is where more aggressive enforcement is shown by the police with the aim to suppress more minor and serious offences (Bratton et al (1997). Far fewer extreme crimes were targeted including public intoxication, vandalism and begging, which in fact saw a decrease in the amount of more serious crimes that were be committed (Maskaly and Boggess, 2014). An example of a crime that this theory can be applied is gun violence, where Dr. Charles Branas, in 2016, went to high-crime areas in the city of Philadelphia. He had organised to restore numerous abandoned buildings there and converted parking areas into communal parks (Klinenberg, 2016). With this change in the area, gun violence had dropped 39%, effectively proving that the Broken Windows theory has an influence on areas polluted with crime. 
The social bonding theory is based on the belief that individuals are naturally self-interested and leads to the assumption that this is the reason why people don’t take part in crime (Hodwitz, 2014). The theory was developed by American criminologist Travis Hirschi (1960), withholds the claim that crime-orientated actions come because of damaged or broken social bonds with lawful people and establishments (Hirschi, 1969). Every person has the ability and power to commit offences, however, the bonds that they share with their family and friends prevent them from committing any crime. The bonds are made up of 4 unique elements, commitment, attachment, belief, and involvement (Siegel, 2014). Travis Hirschi believes that someone who commits to goals and wants to reach targets has far more to lose than someone who doesn’t, hence why they are less likely to commit offences. Attachments to family and friends prevent crime-related activities, but only if the individual’s attachments do not partake in any sort of crime themselves. The belief factor of social bonding theory involves people that are conforming to the typical standards of ordinary society. The more that people conform play into this, the less likely they are to commit a crime. Hirschi holds the opinion that if someone has more involvement in ordinary activities, it will improve their self-control over time. It also means that they will have far less time to commit to any devious acts, as they will be involved in recreational activities to keep them busy (Krohn and Massey (1980). By using this theories logic, if someone was to commit a crime, they run the risk of damaging relationships with close attachments. For example, if someone was to commit murder, their family and friends would have a whole new perspective on them. Them not being wanted to be associated with a murderer, would completely ruin the individual’s relationship and bond with others, which may put them off wanting to even commit any crimes to begin with.
Biological crime theories believe that individual’s biological nature is the reasoning behind their motivation to commit a crime. Some examples are that it is believed that many individuals are born as criminals, that criminals have far less fear of the outcomes that crime could provide, and that offenders have less activity in the brain that is in control of fear and arousal (University of Glasgow, 2016). Compared to many of the situational crime theories that have previously been discussed, biological crime prevention theories look more at the mind of the criminal. It makes assumptions about who will be a criminal from a particularly young age and has a far more scientific approach to crime prevention than situational crime prevention has. For the police force, situational crime prevention has theories and approaches that are far more suited to them, where they can incorporate their training methods, such as predictive policing.
Psychological crime theories primarily focus on the conditions an individual is in, and how it can psychologically effect them towards committing a crime (Hurrelmann, et al. 1987). Some of these factors can be the living conditions of the individual, addiction to alcohol and drugs or could be any sort of dissatisfaction. This method of crime prevention can be incorporated with some theories of situational crime prevention, one of the main examples being the broken windows theory. As the broken windows theory has been proven that the living conditions and the treatment of an area can effect crime rates, this would cause the psychological effect to commit a crime. With psychological crime prevention believing along similar lines to the broken windows theory, a comparison can be made with the similarities between situational and psychological crime prevention.
Overall situational crime prevention provides a good perspective of how a criminal may think and act before committing a crime. Each theory is effective and interesting in its own way, with the crime pattern theory providing an inside look at how a criminal may operate when looking to plan a crime. The social bonds theory heavily involves relationships, and how they can be tarnished if someone was to commit a crime. It also talks about how the people who keep themselves occupied the most are less likely to fall into crime. The rational choice theory aims to see the psychological point of view of a criminal, and if the rewards outweigh the risks. It shows the evaluation aspects that the criminal would have to go through before committing a certain offence. The broken windows theory is an interesting take on how the environment around someone can influence the rate of crime, with the people living there having a more lawless attitude. It would certainly be effective if the police were to incorporate more of these theories into their policing methods, to give them a different outlook on crime. As shown by the implementation of zero-tolerance policing, inspired by the broken windows theory.
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