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Theories of Crime prevention

Crime is an illegal action which can cause physical or psychological harm to someone else, damage or loss to a property, committed on purpose by a person, which is usually punished by law with fine or imprisonment. Some examples of most common crimes of the 21th century are:  Drug crime-importing and selling illegal drugs; burglary-breaking into someone’s house, breaking into shops in order to commit a crime such as stealing something or just to damage the property; cybercrime(hacking) - online fraud, identity theft, tricking vulnerable people to send money out for example pretending they’re calling from the bank or government; domestic violence- verbally or physically abusing their family, spouse and/or kids; child abuse and child exploitation; sexual harassment; murder; drunk driving; hit and run- harming a person or an object and running away (Victim Support 2022).
These are only a few of many examples of crimes that currently the police are dealing with, trying to find ways to prevent and reduce them.
Crime can be prevented and reduced by using methods and techniques put in place by the Government, Businesses and Individuals, for example methods such as S.A.R.A models, Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design, Crime Prevention Triangle and others. They all focus on finding the root causes of crime instead of dealing with the crime when it happens and is too late (Criminal Justice 2020).
Some other form of crime prevention can be for example by using the following interventions shown on the College of Policing website (2022). Domestic burglary crime can be prevented and reduced by securing the place, by making it harder to break into it, with the help of smart devices for security such as cameras, gate, windows and door security locks, good lightning of the property and surroundings with a timer set up in combination with crime prevention advice, community meetings and publicity through newsletters for example. Also, four from five studies in United Kingdom shows that by using the street lighting is reducing crime visibly at night but also in the day by an estimate of 38% (College of Policing 2022). Also, appear to be strong evidence that street lightning seems effective in reducing general crimes, but individual studies done by Dr Welsh B. C. and Dr Farrington D. P. in Campbell Systematic Reviews journal (2008), show that is very helpful in preventing and reducing robbery. Other method of preventing is by creating a closer community-police relationship for example by putting in place a neighbourhood watch system (NWS). The College of Policing (2022) agrees with the review done by Bennett et al (2008) that the crimes were prevented by using this method, saying that for every 100 of burglaries at least 26 were prevented, arguing that by using NWS will make the offenders avoid that area as the community is always watching and reporting any suspicious activity and they always keep an eye out for each other's.  CCTV proved to be effective not only in reducing crimes committed in people’s houses, it’s effective in both private and public places, with higher rate in public places, it proved as being effective in preventing all type of crimes such as shop theft, parking places with a 51% decrease in crime in a study done by Welsh and Farrington (2009).
There are many Crime Prevention Theories such as CPTED: Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design created by C. Ray Jeffery (1971) which main idea was that to not address just the offender’s background but to address how the learning patterns and the environment, affect and influence his brain, how affects his behaviour and the other way around, as people are rational beings and as mentioned above by using methods such as good surveillance, security methods and  good neighbourhood design. His theory was developed in in a similar time with the architect Oscar Newman who created the Defensible Space Theory who wrote his first book on the topic Defensible Space (1972), whose idea was to create safer public housing in order to prevent, to reduce crime and the fear of crime with the intention to create a sense of territoriality and offering natural surveillance, by improving visibility between their houses and by offering people spaces where people could gather and become closer. Another theory about crime prevention is the theory of Situational Crime Prevention: Successful Case Studies by Ronald Clarke (1992) who focus in reducing crimes that happen in a particular place at a particular time, focusing on eliminating opportunities, increasing the effort and risk of crime and reducing the rewards, so he developed multiple techniques that makes someone to think twice before committing a crime; Routine Activities created by Cohen and Felson (1947-1974), who main Idea: For crime to occur there has to be motivated offenders, a suitable target and the absence of a capable guardian; Crime Pattern Theory created by Paul and Patricia Brantingham(1981), (Crime Prevention: A Critical Introduction 2010). 
In an article written by Vikram Dodd is an interview with the Head Chef of Merseyside, Andy Cooke, who says that if he would have money he would focus and invest into cutting poverty and into law enforcement. He says that from his personal experience people who commit a crime aren’t necessarily naturally bad, most of them commit crimes as they’re poor and with limited opportunities. Andy Cooke believed that by investing in creating opportunities for young people, offering jobs and education, offering opportunities and the chance to a better decent future, that could be the best way in preventing crime, by arguing that people who are more likely to commit crime will think twice and choose to have a decent job having a decent living instead of committing a crime they will definitely take those opportunities, he says “because they know they can sleep in their beds at night...” without having to worry about their families and about every day-to-day life expense and living. (The Guardian 2021)
Gov.uk (2021) contains a “The Beating Crime Plan” about putting in place more measures in order to prevent crime, protect people, protect victims, make streets safer and improving the confidence in the criminal justice, by recruiting more police officers, by having a quicker 999 response call, earlier interventions and practical measures to prevent and tackle the crime quicker and more efficiently. A specific method discussed in the plan involves the visibility of offender’s community service to the general public; the idea being that by concentrating the unpaid work in common social areas, “ensuring justice is seen to be done” (Gov.uk, 2021). The intended effect is two-fold: potential offenders become more immediately aware of the consequences of breaking the law and offenders serving their sentences experience the humiliation of public attention. The emphasis appears to be on the aesthetics of justice, as the goal is to restore faith in the justice system.
[bookmark: _Int_LLLRwPPe]A recent review, Situational Crime Prevention Evaluations done by Guerette and Bowers (2009), where they did a study of 102 evaluations to assess and observe the extent of crime displacement and the diffusion of benefits, they argue if crime is actually relocating and go somewhere else, a question that has been asked before (Weisburd et al., 2006). Arguing that despite their efforts of gathering evidence and using situational crime prevention, crime relocation is “inevitable”, but they also talk about the good outcome of the crime relocation and the benefits of it. They are sharing the evidence gathered and reveals that in these 102 studies, 574 observations were made and observed that in only 26 percent of the case crime was relocating and the other 27 percent of the observations showed the “halo” effect resulting in the diffusion of benefit. Crime displacement is usually determined by the offender motivation, offender familiarity, and crime opportunity. Displacement theory argues that by eliminating the opportunity for crime by changing the situation in which it occurs does not prevent crime but it moves it around. Displacement is the relocation of a crime from one place, time, target, offense, tactic, or offender to another as a result of some crime-prevention initiative. According to Eck (1993) spatial displacement is by far the form most commonly recognized. According to Clarke and Weisburd (1994), diffusion of benefits means “the spread of the beneficial influence of an intervention” to other people, places, times, or things that were not the specific focus of the intervention. In order to  search for evaluation studies of situational crime prevention initiatives, the different terms were used such like: “alley-gating, auto theft, vehicle theft, car  theft, barricade , burglary, cameras, closed circuit television or CCTV, crime prevention, deterrence, diffusion of benefit, displacement, drug dealing, environmental design, fraud, graffiti, homicide, lighting or illumination,  neighbourhood watch, publicity or mass media campaign,  robber, security, shoplift, street closures, surveillance, target hardening, theft, transportation, and vandalism, used together with terms like: “impact; evaluation; effectiveness; assessment; and case study” in following databases: “Criminal Justice Abstracts, National Criminal Justice Reference Service, Sociological Abstracts, Google, Google Scholar, CINCH (an Australian Database), and Academic Search Premier”. Apparently also, on top of that online search, a manual search was fully done in the most relevant crime-prevention journals, the crime-prevention reports from the Home-Office, each Center for Problem-Oriented Policing, bibliographies and reviews of publications addressing specific crime prevention techniques (Clark2002a, 2002b), (Cozens, Saville, and Hillier 2005), (Deisman 2003) (Farrington and Welsh 2002) (Nicholson 1995) (Nieto 1997) (Poyner 1993) (Smith, Clarke, and Pease 2002) (Welsh and Farrington 1999, 2002, 2003, 2004), Guerette and Bowers (2009). Another relevant search of bibliographies was conducted in the databases of Criminal Justice Abstracts and the National Criminal Justice Reference Service. In their research, Bowers and Guerette (2009) mention that other useful reviews that were included come from numerous publications written in English Barr and Pease (1990), Bowers and Johnson (2003), Brantingham and Brantingham (2003), Clarke and Weisburd (1994), Eck (1993), Hesseling (1994), and Reppetto (1976). As a result, after searching, checking and making sure they are reliable, credible and relevant sources,261 articles were physically retrieved, assessed and included in the analyses.  The final result of this assessment produced 206 studies, each study was reviewed to identify the determination of displacement and diffusion effects but only 102 studies showed relevant data. Bowers and Guerette (2009) say that the studies should be “treated with caution, because most of these studies lacked sufficient research designs to make confident determinations that the crime changes, observed in the comparison areas were the result of the intervention (and, therefore, a displacement or diffusion effect)”. For Crime displacement and diffusion benefits it’s been observed that the reasons and rationality among offenders plays a big role, is basically the central issue in understanding criminality, offenders exercise free will as they’re rational beings and they can be influenced by their environment. The research provides support for the discontinuity of crime opportunities explained by Routine Activity Theory where crime behaviour is a final product between choices and decisions (Cornish and Clarke, 1986). Where there are infinitely opportunities for crime to happen, then much more displacement would be expected because offenders could easily “move around the corner,” as it is said. Per total, they argue that in the evaluation of Situational crime prevention initiatives, the findings should not be taken as an exact measurement of such effects as lots more research needs to be done and many challenges remain for future research in this area, especially because of the complexity of fully measuring the movement of crime (Barnes, 1995; Barr and Pease, 1990), which requires more appropriate methodological designs. But, when looking at the research, this study offers support for the effectiveness of Situational Crime Prevention while considering the influence of displacement and diffusion effects. Every study, research, theory is connected even if it has a negative or positive outcome, as in order to find the right way in preventing and reducing crime more research needs to be done (Guerette and Bowers 2009).
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