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Introduction:

The aim of this study is to evaluate major approaches and theories of crime prevention. In this regard, there are various approaches which are usually analysed and discussed, especially when it comes to crime prevention. Some experts argue in favour of one approach while others argue in favour of others. However, what is common amongst all is that all approaches address the issue of crime prevention in one way or the other. In this regard, based on interventions, and nature and type of activities, different theories and approaches exist in the market. Therefore, this essay will analyse and discuss key theories of crime prevention. 

Discussion:

In this way, it is crucial to understand theories and reasons behind these approaches in order to know about the underneath factors behind those crimes coupled with ways of tackling them. Therefore, these approaches are also significant for projects and programs that are related to crime prevention. In this regard, there are three main approaches to crime prevention which have are filled with other sub-theories as well. Those approaches include environmental approach, social approach, and criminal approach. The former approach seeks to reduce opportunities through which crimes are often committed. The social approach is aimed at certain practices which are helpful for preventing crimes. Whereas, the criminal justice is all about preventing crime through corrections, courts, and police (LeClerc and Savona, 2016). In term of a case study, consider a person A commits crime. The police department arrest him. Now the police want to prevent crime, but it has three options. One option is to utilise environmental approach, other one is related to employ social approach, and third approach is related to criminal justice approach. Owing to the nature of the crime, the police department can employ any of the approach for successful crime prevention.    Further details of these approaches are following. 
The Environmental Approach: This approach is aimed identifying certain conditions of the social and physical environment which promote crime directly or indirectly. In other words, those environments often influence people behaviour to commit crime. Therefore, the environmental approach attempts to address those issues so that crime could be prevented altogether (Cozens et al., 2005). In this regard, this approach identifies that crime is inhibited or facilitated by the features of physical environment. 

Now there is a need to shed some light the drawback of this concept. 

Amongst the foremost significant drawbacks, experts argue that this approach does not address the actual causes of the crimes. In this regard, they argue that criminal motivations are high despite decrease in the targets of crime. So, this one is the significant disadvantage of this approach. Another disadvantage is that crimes are not stopped through this approach rather it gets dispersed. Crimes still happen; however, they are not addressed fully through which one can be sure that this approach has brought fruitful results for overcoming crime. Now there is a need to discuss some of the prominent theories under this approach. 
Defensible Space theory: The founder of this theory is Oscar Newman who believed that safer housing or even safer public housing is key for reducing crime (Donnelly, 2010). In other words, he proposes that residential societies should be created or developed in such a way that it promotes equilibrium and cooperation so that each member in the society and other neighbours can keep check on one another (Cozens, 2013). In this way, the crime rate could be reduced dramatically in the following two ways. One is that it would reduce opportunity for committing crimes whereas, it would foster social interaction and cooperation amongst all the people living in the society.

In addition, two different types of social behaviours are expected to be strengthened through the theory of defensible space, especially in the residential societies. One, members of the society will have a sense of personal ownership over a space. Whereas, there is also chance for positioning crime targets. These two are prominent examples of this theory, especially in terms of territorially where they can easily be checked and watched, commonly this phenomenon is known as the natural surveillance. However, theoretically, Newman argues that such areas are more vulnerable that have less defence space (Zen and Mohamad, 2014). Owing to the communal spirit and feelings of ownership, there is a lower chance of being able to identify outsiders as possible criminals. The amount of defensible space increases in compact spaces effectiveness of informal social control that reduces the likelihood of offences and crimes.
Disadvantages: There are some disadvantages of this theory as well. The foremost significant disadvantage is that it does attempt to solve the cause of crime due to which it is considered as an architectural solution rather than police-oriented (Reynald and Elffers, 2009). 
Theory of Situational Crime Prevention: This idea of situational crime prevention is put forwarded by Ronald Clarke in 1992 (Clarke, 2016). Like Defensible Space and CPTED, this concept has similar practical ramifications. This theory aims to reduce crime-related opportunities that usually happens to occurring in the societies. It includes tactics and strategies which help in reducing opportunities for reducing crime. These strategies are targeted at very particular types of criminal activity. These tactics include the long-term and systematic management, creation, and adjustment of the immediate environment in order to increase the hazards and work of crime while at the same time rewards could be lowered (Clarke, 2016). 

Furthermore, crime prevention teams in other nations including Sweden, the Netherlands, and the United Kingdom frequently employ the theory of situational crime prevention. Likewise, the model was developed as a result of the research unit studies of the British government Home Office on correctional practises. Furthermore, recent data and research also show that by modifying environmental features, it is possible to design out other undesirable behaviours and as well as crime. In this regard, it has various related approaches, such as lowering the benefits for those committing crime, making crime difficult and riskier to commit, last but not least making a crime seem bad or shameful (Guerette and Bowers, 2009). 
Disadvantages: It ignores the overall causes of crime because it only deals with hardening the target and conditions for committing crimes. Likewise, it also ignores the motivation factor of the offenders. Likewise, some experts argue that this theory helps protecting businesses only which means that common citizens are protected under this theory. In this way, a more serious crime can happen because of this (von Hirsch et al., 2000). 
Routine Activities Theory: Under this concept, it suggests that routine activities can include a wide range of social engagements, employment, pursuits, and recreation. In this regard, these activities can take place anywhere be at home or away. Lower crime risks are anticipated when these commonplace tasks are carried out within or close to the home because they help in improving parental control. In contrast, the danger of being a victim of crime is diminished because higher levels of guardianship enhance the likelihood that perpetrators will be spotted (Chan et al., 2011). So, routine activities claimed that more people were employed, leaving more homes unattended for longer periods of time, as an attempt to explain why crime rates increased following World War II. Out of the three key variables, suitable targets are given the greatest attention, while capable guardians receive some attention and motivated criminals receive nothing.
Social approach

Social Disorganization Theory: A community's incapacity to recognise the shared ideals of its members and uphold efficient social regulations is referred to as social disorder. Additionally, social disorder arises when a community's structure and culture are unable to reflect and apply its own residents' beliefs. It claims that the desire for a community free of crime is a shared value among neighbourhood members. Consequently, areas with a lack of social order are unsuccessful at reducing crime. According to the social control theory, taking advantage of the learning processes and socialisation helps people develop self-control and lessens their propensity to engage in antisocial behaviour. Furthermore, it was created by Ivan Nye, who argued that there are four different sorts of control, and it originates from functionalist theories of crime. They include Direct, Internal, indirect, and control through satisfaction (Jobes et al., 2004). 

According to the Social Control Theory, people are more likely to obey the law if they have strong beliefs, relationships, values, commitments, and social norms. Therefore, individuals who internalise moral principles and are connected to and invested in their larger community will voluntarily reduce their propensity to engage in immoral behaviour (Moore, 2019). The theory is to comprehend how one might lessen the possibility that criminal behaviour will develop in a person. It basically states that people can choose to engage in a variety of activities, barring the range being constrained by socialisation and social learning processes, without taking motivating factors into account. As a result, morality is produced in the process of building social order by designating some actions as bad and giving them prices and consequences.
Criminal Justice approach: The criminal justice system serves as the primary tool for crime prevention under the criminal justice approach. A penalty is a result of an offence under this system. The purpose of punishing wrongdoers is to prevent them from committing the same crime again and to transform them into law-abiding citizens (Berk, 2012). The type of society one lives in has an impact on or determines the type of punishment that will be given to the perpetrator. The goal of the various philosophies of punishment is to change lawbreakers into law abiding citizens.

Now there is need to discuss prominent theories of this approach. 
Deterrent Theory: The meaning of "deter" means to refrain from doing something. This theory's major goal is to discourage (prevent) criminals from committing the same crime or repeating it in the future. According to this notion, the offender receives harsh sanctions in the hopes that they would deter him from committing crimes in the future and serve as a warning to other members of the community about the potential repercussions of doing so (Kennedy, 2012). Despite certain flaws, this hypothesis has shown to be useful.
Preventive Theory: The aim of this theory is to prevent the crime from happening. This theory does not believe in avenging therefore this theory argues that offenders should be kept away from the society so that they are unable to commit crime. As the punishment of this theory is life imprisonment or death, many theorists have criticised this theory (Hargrove et al., 2011). 
Retributive Theory: Retributive theory demonstrates that the punishment to the criminal should reciprocal. In other words, it says that there should be an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth (Markel, 2008). The aim of this theory is to realise criminals about their acts. In this way, this would be able to feel the suffering of other people. So, it is more like a revenge due to which most of the people, experts, and criminologists do not support this theory. 
Reformative Theory: Reformative theory is amongst significant and the most hailed theory of all. The aim of this theory is not to punish the criminals, rather to reform his behaviour. In this regard, proponents of this theory argue that wrongdoers are not criminals by nature. Therefore, work should be done so that their behaviour could be reformed through training, skill development, and technical education. Due to this, many jurists hail this theory as the workable and efficient (Rai, 2010). 
Conclusion:

This aim of this study was to analyse and examine the key theories/approaches of crime prevention. Based on the above discussion, it has been concluded that all theories have pros and cons. Each theory demonstrates some positive and some negative aspects regarding crime prevention. In this regard, this study discussed three major approaches of crime prevention. They environmental, social, and criminal justice approach. Based on these approaches, one can say that approaches should be employed based on the nature of the crime. Because, all theories cannot be applied to all type of criminal offences. 
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