


Crime Prevention theories have evolved over the years and there are numerous strategies per problem. The College of Policing website have released many theories and assessed and evaluated their presence in reducing crime. The College of Policing has categorised these prevention theories into: Works, promising, mixed impact, no impact and harmful. These theories are developed and reviewed over the years to ensure they maximise the effectiveness of their use. Some schemes see better results when applied with other and vice versa.

Looking into the main working prevention which associate with the biggest affects. A Major prevention theory is Closed Circuit Television (CCTV) these are surveillance cameras which have a public and private function. Cameras are very easy to use and maintain these days and they will capture footage and also act as a safeguard against any informality. These cameras are usually used in places where extra security is required.

These surveillance cameras have proved in very useful in a study conducted by Welsh, C et al (2009) that shows an average of 16 property crimes were prevented in the study of 100 and 26 of a 100 when it came to vehicle crime. This shows that that there has been prevention due to these cameras obviously hasn’t mitigated the problem completely but has had a positive effect. The studies show that they have also not had any impact on violent crimes which is surprising but also not impacted anything negatively. This evidence was gathered from 42 studies and is very transparent about its methods and results.

Looking at moderation, CCTV has a more adverse effect in certain situations. A study also shows for every 100 crimes an average of 51 car park crimes would be prevented with CCTV (On 6 studies). This shows that depending on its moderation the surveillance cameras can be more effective and efficient therefore can be strategically placed to reduce crime and the threat of being watched and identified or caught in the act plays on the criminal’s mind.

Farrington, D et al (2007) also looked into the implementation of over crime preventions which will boost the effectiveness of CCTV cameras such as improved lighting, security personnel and youth inclusion. Another beneficial factor which comes with the inclusion of CCTV cameras would be the actual numbers of reported crime to the police. There has been many times where public damage or things which would be very hard to convict but with the new factor of CCTV, this means the public will be more confident about a situation as they have evidence to report and aid the police on their enquiries. This has seen many cases for criminal damage to be pursued as there will be a face for the case.

Nassauer (2018) states that CCTV cameras allow you to see micro situational details which allow you a better insight to the events which unfold and allows goes on to say how it allows you to examine ‘highly chaotic and complex events in slow motion’ (P.129). This gives you a better understanding of what unfolded and how. Nassauer also goes into how people are very forgetful in moments of terror and this CCTV could remind them of certain things or statements with also showing them their own actions. 

The Parliament Website released a case study which discussed the effectiveness of CCTV cameras in the area of Accrington. They implement 26 CCTV cameras around Accrington and the cameras were controlled by the local police station. These cameras were used for the sole purpose of manual identification. By this they would know who the local offenders are and where they usually offend. This meant there was an obvious reduction in offences such as shoplifting, criminal damage and motor vehicle theft. The CCTV prevention scheme was also introduced with other scheme concurrently but showed a positive impact.
Another case study conducted, and results shown by the Parliament Website suggest the presence of CCTV cameras reduce crime. In a small-town Airdrie, 12 CCTV cameras were implemented and since they had been in use there has been a 21% reduction in crime over 2 years since they were implemented in November 1992. This was greater than expected. 

The College of Policing shows another major ‘working’ prevention scheme which is Drink Drive Stops. This is where the police will have the authority to stop and test drivers at checkpoints to assess if they’re sober or nature of their journey. This allows officers to stop suspicious drivers and check they’re not under the influence of alcohol or drugs. This means the police can stop intoxicated drivers from causing accident on their current journey and influence them to not do it again in the future.

There are two major benefits of this scheme. The Physical and Psychological effect of these checkpoints. By doing this they aim on lowering the number of drink drivers as the Gov.uk website states that 60-70% of deaths in road traffic fatalities have at least one driver which is over the limit, thus lower amount of drink drivers; lowers the number of fatalities of road traffic collisions. 

Bergan, G. et al (2018) describes not only the physical aspect which comes from catching and stopping drivers which are under the influence but also speaks about the psychological impact which comes with it. Would drivers feel more anxious to get behind the wheel after a drink as they know about the potential risk and stoppage. Bergan also emphasises that the social media campaign will increase public awareness and worry of being stopped. This also reiterated in Elder, R et al (2002) that the physical influence will psychologically affect the next time a person thinks about getting behind the wheel when they’re intoxicated. So, if they were pulled sober, they will understand how risky it will be when potentially getting behind the wheel when they have had a drink. 

Looking at moderation and how this scheme could reach its full potential would be initially looking at its success and where it comes from and Erke, A et al (2009) shows that drink drive stops are most successful when starting initially as people are unaware of the scheme meaning they do not know the risks when getting behind the wheel. This may also link in with the long-term differences where drivers will attempt to work round the system knowing where officers usually set up checkpoints and routes they usually take. Erke also expands on the facts that the weekend nights would be the times for doing these checks as majority of the public are prone to drink more on the weekend due to work. Therefore, higher chance of catching the drink drivers.

Bergan, G. et al (2018) explains how implementation could be difficult as there are internal factors to think about things such as securing staff, as many staff do not want to sit in a certain location checking every car which goes by. Especially when it’s the weekend. The work at these checkpoints is difficult as well as there is a need to have the effective equipment to carry out the testing required as it can be a very expensive process to test everyone’s blood oxygen levels. Bergan then elaborates on that it would be difficult for the checkpoints to be more efficient or equally as efficient as patrol hot spot areas and watching out for drink drivers as it’s easier for an officer to detect suspicious driving. 

A summary of the prevention scheme on the College of Policing website states that checkpoints have impacted and reduced alcohol related injuries and crashes and this does not mention the adjustment to those who have been mentally affected by the potential risk of getting in the car while intoxicated.

A study which can be assumed to be a result of the drink drive stops and patrols could be the decrease in percentage of road accidents which are linked with drink driving. This is perceived on the Government Assets website which shows that in the year 1979, 9% of all report road incidents and since 2009 has consistently been below 5% which shows that there has been an obvious decrease in numbers of drink drivers behind the wheel. The success would not all be awarded to stops and patrols, but these prevention schemes have created awareness about the risks and potential dangers of driving while intoxicated. 

Looking into another major crime prevention scheme could be the Firearms Laws. As stated in the Firearms Act 1968 to legally own a firearm upon one category, there must be good reason as well the police must be happy with a background check on your personality and character as a person and must agree to strict storage of the gun. This will be renewed every 5 years. These laws were enforced with serious consequences which can be seen on the Crown Prosecution Service Website what is classed as a firearm and what degrees of circumstance more serious offences. The CPS also outlines the punishments and sentencing one can receive for breaking the law and since the firearms laws and even more strict adjustments in 1997, sentencing for possession of an illegal firearm could be punishable with up to 5 years in prison.

Since the introduction of the Firearm Laws a study from Makarios M.D et al (2012) states that there has been significant decrease in crime due to increased prison time on firearm offences. This meant that people were worried about being caught with an illegal firearm meaning they weren’t willing to take the risk. Another factor would be the introduction of waiting periods, this meant that if a person wanted to get a gun on the sole purpose on to harm another or their self they would have to wait until they would have been investigated and authorised for the reason they have given. 

Lastly weapon bans, this would mean certain individuals would never be able to have ownership of a legal firearm as they wouldn’t be eligible as they have been banned because of previous criminal offences or their reasoning has been suspicious. Weapon bans have been instrumental to allow people time in changing of their usage of a firearm. This could be the difference of somebody obtaining the gun in the heat of a dispute and using it. This cooling off period allows people time to re-evaluate their actions. The accumulation of all these factors have built a better and more structured way of handling firearms in the UK. 

Hahn R.A et al (2005) discusses how the firearm laws are more effective in moderation and how certain aspects have seen distinct improvements when other positions little to none. For example, different laws have different effects but have had positive change like the decrease in amount of firearm related suicides have decreased drastically which shows how regulations have improved the situation. 

The College of Policing Website summarise the firearms laws by stating there is evidence which suggest this intervention has reduced crime rates. The limitation of firearms results in the opportunity to commit crime which include firearms. There is a process behind researching which conditions for what crimes work effectively. The college also believe that in certain cases criminals will continue to ignore these regulations as they do not care about what any consequences come of possessing illegal firearms as they’re committing worse crimes on the daily.

Looking into a case study which involves undoubtably shows why there are firearm laws are in place would be on the back of two tragedies. Since these events, there has been stricter methods and ways of controlling unlicensed firearms. An article from the BBC Website states that since latest tragedy of a massacre in Dunblane primary school in 1996. The government instantly amended their Firearms Act 1968 to ban all handguns from personal use in the UK and all previous licenses would be revoked. Since this amendment, there has been no serious massacres in regard to firearms but allowed the police to review their prevention scheme and alter things to have stricter ruling on the matter.
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