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Introduction
This report will introduce and outline the concepts of crime prevention theories including an example of a variety of crime prevention initiatives currently in place, reviewing the concept itself along with the advantages and disadvantages within current day policing.

An overview of four current crime prevention initiatives will be outlined, including CCTV, hot spot policing, drink drive patrols and neighbourhood watch. The report will also highlight the effectiveness of each initiative waying up costs versus benefits.





















What Are Crime Prevention Theories? 
Crime prevention theories are strategies brought in by specialised organisations such as the police with the main goal of reducing crime. It involves individuals or groups attempting to either implement strategies to stop crimes being committed or implementing strategies before additional activity results. This can be done either publicly or privately (UNODC, 2019). It is extremely important for crime prevention theories to be implementing as reducing crime can massively increase quality of life and can also significantly reduce fear of crime. Research outlines that areas that have implemented crime prevention strategies have a much lower fear of crime (Ford, 2019). Crime prevention theories main focus is around reducing the opportunity of crime within a physical environment. Through research and strategic thinking, three main focus areas are central to the decision making of any crime prevention initiatives. These are, understanding the causes of the crime, analyse and understand the costs versus the benefits aligned for the initiative to be in place and reduce the opportunity in committing a crime (Levy, Santhakumaran & Whitecross, 2014). 

As outlined in the College of Policing Crime Reduction Toolkit there are numerous crime prevention theories currently in operation. This report will focus on four initiatives that are utilised through daily routines in policing currently. 















CCTV
Closed circuit television (CCTV) surveillance cameras or video surveillance cameras were first introduced in the United Kingdom in 1960 by the Metropolitan Police to monitor public crowds within Trafalgar Square in line the with the arrival of the Thai Royal Family visiting the UK. Later within the same year CCTV was also used on Guy Fawkes Day to monitor activities (MRFS, 2015). 

Today CCTV is currently used both publicly and privately. CCTV is a type of situation crime prevention designed as a formal surveillance strategy within a targeted area. With several functions, one of the main goals of CCTV cameras are to prevent crimes against property or crimes of a personal nature. Being used as a form of formal surveillance it makes it easier for the police and other organisations to monitor activities and behaviour within the public. They can be used to identify potential offenders or victims which creates a deterrent to commit a crime due to the increased probability of detection. Research suggests that CCTV is more effective when used in vehicle and property crime compared to crimes of a violent nature. CCTV prevents on average 16 crimes per every 100 and on average prevents 26 crimes per every 100 specifically when associated with vehicle crime. (College of Policing, 2015). However, studies show operational CCTV can also create a more relaxed environment within a community providing a false sense of security. CCTV can also play an active part in the movement of crime within different areas of the community. 

Research also outlines a stigma impacting human rights and privacy, with the United Kingdom rapidly becoming a surveillance society, and with an estimated 4.2 million public CCTV cameras in operation which equates to one camera per every two dozen people however this comes with a price. CCTV is the currently the most costly crime prevention initiative within the UK with current spends across the last decade attributing to two thirds of total spend within crime prevention across the UK (Welsh, BC & Farrington, PD, 2009). However, when assessing the benefits of CCTV it is identified as a significant support in the investigation of all crimes. Studies show between 2011 and 2015 CCTV was utilised in line with investigations in 29.4% of all crimes. The below diagram outlines a variation of crimes where CCTV has been utilised as part of the investigation and deemed as useful (Ashby, 2017):
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(Ashby, 2017)

Controversially, costs associated with the installation per camera equates to £24,000 with a yearly average running cost of £4000. When comparing this to the cost of additional street lighting, in the region of £450 per streetlight this highlights the consideration that CCTV may not be as cost effective as improved street lighting (Lawson et al, 2018). 

Hot Spot Policing
Hot spot policing is a targeted approach within areas of high crime rates. With a wide variance of crime levels in specific geographical areas, the main focus of hot spot policing is to prevent crime within these areas in turn reducing overall crime levels and preventing potential crime from occurring. This initiative focuses on the prevention of offenders and victims being in the same place at the same time and to also raise awareness of police presence within high crime areas. In addition, through increased visibility most effective areas of crime reduction can be seen within violent crime and disorder along with drug offences (College of Policing, 2017).

 Hot spot policing focuses on deterring potential offenders from committing crime and reducing the opportunity for offenders to commit a crime. Research shows that an increase in police visibility in specific areas with high crime rates can act as a minimal deterrent due to offenders interpreted risk of being arrested. The initiative also takes into account rational choice and routine activities theories. Rational choice suggests that potential offenders seek to benefit themselves by committing criminal acts. This theory is usually partnered with routine activity theory which suggests criminal acts take place when in the time and space of a suitable target, for example, victim or property. Hot spot policing aims to use these two theories to prevent crime by reducing time and space in areas where opportunity for crime is high (Braga et al, 2019). 

A Campbell systematic review conducted in 2012 evidence statistical findings from 19 experimental evaluations reporting a significant reduction in crime and disorder, outlining a substantial beneficial impact on crime prevention. However, this study focuses on larger cities to which the predominant hot spot areas when considering population are apparent and due to this there is little evidence to support the effectiveness of hot spot policing in small towns and rural communities (Weisburd & Telep, 2014). 

Drink Drive Patrols
Annually drink driving kills more than one million people worldwide. There are three main interventions that are encompassed within driving a reduction across drink drive strategies. These cover 1) an increase in the number of police officers patrolling 2) The frequency of such controls including location 3) the duration of the said patrols all of which concentrate on gaining the desired reduction in drink driving occurrences and are associated in line preventative measures to achieve a reduction. The identification of behavioural cues whilst conducting sobriety checks can also support the indication of under the influence drivers which include, moving violations, erratic driving and a person’s involvement in a crash. This initiative aims to reduce alcohol related crashes and injuries by increasing the perceived risk of being caught and the actual likelihood of being caught (College of Policing, 2015). 

Specific behavioural cues support the officer’s observations and support the quick identification in order to provide police officers the right to stop the driver and administer certain tests to understand if the driver is under the influence. As outlined by Porter et al (2008), when analysing cases across 32 studies, an overall benefit can be realised on reducing both crashes and injuries when assessing alcohol related crashes. 

There are many ways in which drink drive patrols can be implemented. These are, regular officers being reassigned to drink drive enforcement, regular officers having extended work hours, the hiring of new officers and having officers from other close by communities helping out (College of Policing, 2015). Drink drive patrols seem to see an increase especially over national holidays such as Christmas. Research outlines that through December 2020 the police implemented extra drink drive patrols and checkpoints across the UK due to 3,231 people either failing or refusing to perform a breathalyser test in just a fortnight (Chillingsworth, 2020).

Neighbourhood Watch
Neighbourhood watch is a method of involving the community that help with the promotion of crime and or help the police with the detection of crime. Neighbourhood watch is a very common crime prevention strategy throughout numerous communities all over the UK and was first seen in the United States in the late 1960s. Studies show that neighbourhood watch prevents 26 crimes for every 100, whilst also having no evident backfire effect where crime increases. However, evidence would need to take into account the differences between areas when assessing observed reductions (College of Policing, 2015). 

Neighbourhood watch initiatives seen a significant rise in the 1980s with its primary focus on two main categories, these being situational crime prevention and social control. The objectives of neighbourhood watch associations primarily focus on manipulation within the community to reduce opportunities within crime, community pressure on individuals to comply and forms an informal control in turn reducing crime. For neighbourhood watch to work successfully there has to be significant trust within the community and a working together ethos (Tompson, Belur & Giorgiou, 2020).

Overarchingly, the initiative improves public confidence within the police and forms a partnership across the community and local police services tackling crime and acting as a robust deterrent with offenders aware of public monitoring, collection of information in line with unreported crimes and a formal coordination in line with community intelligence (Tompson, Belur & Giorgiou, 2020).

Within a survey completed in 2001 by the National Crime Prevention Council, neighbourhood watch campaigns were estimated to be in place across 27% of all UK households. This equates to 155,000 neighbourhood watch schemes in place across England and Wales. A systematic review was completed as part of the Campbell Collaboration Crime and Justice Group assessing the effectiveness of neighbourhood watch for reducing crime. Within this report 14 areas within the UK were also assessed. Overall findings of the review showed neighbourhood watch has direct benefits associated with the reduction of crime with over 50% of the reviews evidencing positive outcomes. The review also highlighted the assessment that were conducted in the UK favoured more positively when comparing to the United States and Canada. This outlined the variation of the neighbourhood watch programme elements greatly impact the overall results of the initiative (Farrington, Holloway & Bennett, 2009).



Conclusion
From this report we can conclude that the implementation of crime prevention theories allows for the police to significantly reduce crime by identifying the possible causes of crime, understanding the cost outweighing the benefit of a crime and reducing the opportunities for crimes to take place. By implementing crime prevention theories based on these principles police can adopt a more effective and efficient way of policing whilst also creating a safer and better quality of life for members of the public. Crime prevention theories also develop and build public confidence particularly whereby initiatives such as Neighbourhood watch form solid community partnerships in turn supporting improved public confidence within policing.
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