			Evidence Based Policing – Assignment 2

Introduction
This report will be based on the key crime prevention theories which will include topics such as what they are and how they would be put into practice. There will also be examples of the theories used to advance the explanations and descriptions of what they are. 
Rational Choice Theory
The point of the rational choice theory is that Felson and Clarke believed that offenders rationally made the decision to commit crime mainly because they wanted the reward. Felson and Clarke also believed that offenders had little to no care of the potential risk of being caught by law enforcement. 
Many things can come into the reasons why people would want that reward. It can differ between each person’s life, such as lack of money can turn a person to crime as a way to get more money. The point is that it is their choice and that it is often ‘influenced by the offender’s need to maximise reward while minimising risk’ (College of Policing, 2022). An example of this could be that a person living in a small house has left their window open and they have left the house, someone may see that the window is open and see it as an opportunity to burgle the house. They do this because they have seen that there is a golden opportunity to steal things to benefit themselves and they know that the risk of being caught is very low, so they make the choice to enter the house and steal the occupier’s property. It is all about the offenders making the choice to steal that the theory is based on. 
Ever since the theory was made in 1998 by Felson and Clarke, it is one of the most believed theories to do with crime prevention and is regularly used for crime prevention to determine why some crime happens. For some people the reward can be too great and that can make them have little to no worry about the consequences of their actions because they know what they could have if they commit the crime, which is why policing is so important. If there were no police to catch the criminals, then they would have no problems with stealing something because there is no chance that the offenders will be caught. The same can be said for the legal system. If courts and judges were not around then punishment for the offences would never happen and the people are bound to commit crimes because they can do what they want without any negative consequences. One of the main points of law enforcement and the legal system having a place in the world is to deter the thought of even committing an offence, the fear of being caught and fairly punished for their crimes is what stops a lot of people from committing crimes. ‘The certainty of being caught is a vastly more powerful deterrent than the punishment’ (NIJ, 2016).
Routine Activity Theory
The routine activity theory is a theory made in 1979 by Cohen and Felson. The key pieces of information regarding this theory are that the person committing the crime must have the perfect person to commit an offence against. The theory informs the world that the offender chooses their target very carefully as there must be a certain criterion for them to be a fit target for the offender to involve. 
It is believed that for this theory to work the offender must be motivated to do the crime and must also have ‘suitable targets, and the absence of capable guardians’ (Turvey, Freeman, 2014). The absence of capable guardians means that there is no one to help protect the target which is bound to make it easier for the offender to commit the crime because the victim will be seen as easy to target. Also, if the offender is not motivated to do the crime and they are just doing it for any other reason then the routine activity theory is not relevant. 
Possible motivators for crimes could be ‘revenge, the thrill of committing a crime, a mental illness, or an addiction’ (Brandt, n.d). A potential example of a crime that could come under the routine activity theory is a standard mugging or robbery because criminals could see that a person is a target because of variables such as disabilities or physical weaknesses. They could see them as a target because they are alone without anyone to protect them, and the offenders have the motivation to do it allows the routine activity theory to be relevant, without any of these then the routine activity theory has no right to even be mentioned as it will have nothing to do with the crime. This theory is heavily based on the psychology of offenders and the aspects of a crime that intrigues them enough to go through with the crime and because of this fact it is evident that this is widely different from the rational choice theory though the main similarity would be that they are both heavily deal with the way an offender would think. 
An example of how this could be applied into practice could be to let the general public be aware of how dangerous the area can be, and that crime can be more likely to happen to someone who is alone and letting them know why being without capable guardians will make them be seen as suitable targets for offenders. By doing this they are persuading the public to limit the times where they are in a potential hot spot and if they are then they should make sure that they are with other people such as friends or capable guardians. 
Situational Crime Prevention
Situational crime prevention is a theory that is widely variant from the other theories discussed. The main difference between this theory and the others are that this theory focuses ‘on the specific characteristics of a situation and study the process through which an offence is committed, rather than focusing on the offender’ (Huisman, Erp, 2013). This theory is based on how someone is more likely to commit a crime rather than why an individual would commit a crime. With this theory, it is about the situation being the cause of the crime. 
An example of this is that someone could see that in a certain situation there is the perfect opportunity to commit a crime for their benefit. Because of that it is the situation that is the reason the crime was committed in the first place. In a crime prevention sense, it is a practical way of preventing crimes because in a way the most important aspect of this theory is to prevent the situations from even occurring thus preventing the crime from taking place or at least making this theory irrelevant to the crime.
Hirschi’s Social Control/Social Bond Theory
The social control theory is mainly based on the social bond that a potential offender has and why that should reduce the chances of them committing a crime. The theory states that ‘persons who have strong and abiding attachments to conventional society are less likely to deviate’ (Chriss, 2007). The social bonds can include the offender being close their families, friends and in general their peers. This theory is about why having a good social circle such as this theoretically should deter them from committing crime. In a way depending on specifically who is in a potential offenders’ social circle could also potentially cause the offender to commit a crime. This is because of conformity.
Conformity can cause a lot of people to do things they wouldn’t do in any other situation, it is ‘a type of social influence involving a change in belief or behavior in order to fit in with a group’ (McLeod, 2016).  As a result of peer pressure people can be severely tempted to commit a crime just to fit in with peers that are doing the same thing. Some of those social ties such as family can also highlight the negative effects of committing a crime, such as if a person attends church, then they are bound to be aware that committing crimes goes against everything they believe in and as a result of this it is highly likely that the person wouldn’t commit a crime because of how much everything else means to them. The theory was made in 1969 by a man named Travis Hirschi and is believed by a wide range of people to this day.
The social bond theory is very similar to the social control theory, the way that they could be seen as similar is that both theories have a big connection with what other people can play a part in a person committing a crime. This theory is based on how important a potential offender having strong social bonds can be. It is believed that if an offender commits a crime, then it could be because they have little to no social bonds with anyone. This theory tells the reader that having strong social bonds can prevent crimes from taking place as it believes that without social bonds then the likelihood of an individual committing an offence is highly likely. ‘Travis Hirschi theorized that those with weaker ties to conventional society will be more likely to engage in crime’ (Furst, Houser, 2021).
The Broken Windows Theory
The broken windows theory is a theory that is based around the environment being a factor to what encourages people to commit crimes. The main outline of this theory is that the environment is a very important variable as to what can make a person commit a crime, an example of this is that if in a certain area there is overwhelming levels of crime and there are signs of graffiti and vandalism then people of that area won’t see crime as a bad thing to do because so much of it happens in the area regardless if their contribute to the crime levels. If the environment has signs of mischief and vandalism then it can ‘encourage further disorder and misbehavior, leading to serious crimes’ (Psychology Today, n.d.).
In this theory it is believed that vandalism such as broken windows invites people to do the same. Ever since the theory was first introduced the ‘broken windows theory has manifested a major impact on the literature of criminology’ (Zhao, He, 2017). An example of how this could be applied in a crime prevention way is that the local council could have all the signs of graffiti and broken windows and all-round signs of vandalism removed so that the environment is less likely to be a factor into crime in a certain area. By doing this the theory will no longer be relevant because of what it is based on will have been taken out of the equation.
Case Study
‘Burglar targeted lone woman in New Year’s Eve raid’ (Evans, 2022)
This is a case that relates to the routine activity theory. It is a case that has recently been reported and delves into the theory that there must be a suitable target to commit a crime against. What happened in this case is that the burglar broke into a property owned by a woman who is living alone. It states that the burglar stole a gold necklace and pearl earrings from the victim’s house. 
The key thing to take away from this case study when linking it to the theories stated above is that the victim was ‘in her 60s’ (Evans, 2022). The fact that the woman is in her 60s also tells everyone that the offender must have chosen to burgle this house specifically because it is owned by a lady in her elderly age who is also living alone, which shows that she poses no major threat to the offender. 
This links with the routine activity theory because the victim was targeted specifically because of the lowered risk of the burglary going wrong. As stated previously a variable of what can make a person a suitable target is physical weakness. A woman without a capable guardian who is in her sixties in comparison to the man who committed the offence has a physical weakness and it is evident that the offender targeted her because of that.
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