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Classical criminology is considered the foundational theory in criminology that use to emphasizes the rationality of human behaviour as well as the notion that crime is a result of a cost-benefit analysis (Severson et al., 2019). This essay will discover how classical criminology informs evidence-based policing approaches by analyzing a precise crime activity including its implications. It will delve into the key ideas as well as theories associated with classical criminology followed by their relevance to understanding crime along with criminality. Furthermore, it will try to describe various evidence-based policing models which could be Problem-Oriented Policing (POP) followed by Scanning also Analysis including Response and Assessment (SARA), and Hotspot Policing as well. Lastly, the strengths, as well as weaknesses of classical criminology followed by evidence-based policing, will be evaluated.
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Key Ideas and Theories of Classical Criminology
Classical criminology has been rooted in the Enlightenment era that introduces fundamental ideas that shed light on the nature of crime and criminality. The prominent facts that were associated with this theory are mentioned by Cesare Beccaria and Jeremy Bentham, who emphasized key concepts which could be free will followed by hedonistic calculus and the social contract.
At the heart of classical criminology is the concept of free will, which speculates that individuals hold the capacity to make rational choices as well as decisions. This indicates that criminals are not driven solely by irrepressible forces but can make conscious decisions based on their insights into potential gains as well as losses (Whitbread, 2021).  The theory further suggests the hedonistic calculus, wherein individuals weigh the preference derived from obligating a crime against the possible pain of punishment. Criminals are supposed to engage in a cost-benefit analysis that can be assessing whether the rewards of the criminal act overshadow the risks of getting caught and could find facing punishment.
Understanding Crime and Criminality through Classical Criminology
Understanding crime along with criminality through the lens of classical criminology has involved investigating the rational decision-making process of offenders. Rather than ascribing criminal behaviour to characteristic evil or uncontrollable factors, the theory tried to highlight that individuals calculate their actions based on self-interest. This perspective enables law enforcement as well as policymakers to improve their grasp of the motivations behind criminal acts.
Furthermore, classical criminology advocates for the importance of swift followed by certain as well as proportional punishments as a means of deterrence. In weighing the potential significance, the rational offender is more likely to be disheartened by the certainty of punishment rather than its severity. Therefore, the focus should shift from extreme punishments to the dependable application of penalties that can align with the harshness of the crime (Rajaneththi, 2019).
One of the applied implications of this understanding is considered the development of a criminal justice system that can prioritize a fair and efficient process. Swift trials along with consistent sentencing are seen as critical mechanisms when it comes to influencing the rational decision-making process of potential offenders. By safeguarding that the consequences of criminal behaviour are certain as well as proportional. Hence, classical criminology suggests that individuals will be discouraged when it comes to engaging in criminal acts.
However, while classical criminology used to provide appreciated insights into the rationality of criminal decision-making, it has been criticized for dominating other factors that influence criminal behaviour. This framework does not fully account for psychological followed by sociological as well as environmental influences. Moreover, the theory undertakes a level playing field in terms of opportunities along with resources followed by disregarding structural inequalities that may subsidize criminality (Nguyen et al., 2023). 
Evidence-Based Policing (EBP) models have gained a certain popularity in recent years as law enforcement agencies can seek to adopt more data-driven as well as effective strategies to combat crime. Three such models are Problem-Oriented Policing (POP) followed by Scanning includes Analysis also Response and Assessment (SARA), and Hotspot Policing. Each model addresses different aspects of crime along with community policing which were aiming to maximize resources to achieve better outcomes.
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POP is a proactive approach to policing that usually aims to identify as well as address the root that can causes of habitual issues rather than simply responding to individual incidents. The central idea is to emphasize on problems as they manifest in the community can find sustainable and evidence-based solutions (Hinkle et al., 2020). The process of POP usually involves four key steps:
Scanning: In this stage, law enforcement agencies use to identify and prioritize explicit problems within the community. These problems may include recurring criminal activities that also can disorderly conduct or other public safety concerns.
Analysis: Once the problems are identified, a detailed analysis is conducted in terms of understanding the fundamental factors contributing to them. This step includes gathering data followed by examining patterns as well as can seeking potential connections or causes.
Response: Based on the analysis, law enforcement agencies, in partnership with other stakeholders like community members followed by local organizations or social service providers develop tailored responses to address the recognized problems effectively. These responses may encompass implementing new strategies including policies or interventions.
Assessment: The final step includes evaluating the impression of the responses to the identified problems. By assessing the effectiveness of the interventions followed by agencies they can adjust their strategies accordingly as well as can continuously improve their tactic to problem-solving.
Scanning, Analysis, Response, and Assessment (SARA)
SARA is one of the other problem-solving models used by law enforcement agencies in terms of addressing specific issues within communities (Sidebottom et al., 2020). The four steps of SARA are:
Scanning: Similar to POP, this stage involves identifying as well as prioritizing specific problems within the community.
Analysis: In this law enforcement agencies work closely with community stakeholders to gain a more profound understanding of the problems including their causes and potential solutions.
Response: Collaboratively stakeholders develop as well as implement targeted responses to address the identified issues effectively.
Assessment: The effectiveness of the responses is appraised through ongoing monitoring including evaluation. This step ensures that the strategies are achieving the desired outcomes as well as can provide an opportunity for adjustments if needed.
Hotspot Policing
Hotspot policing concentrate on allocating police properties to specific geographic areas with high crime rates. The justification behind this model is that crime inclines to cluster in particular locations as well as targeting these hotspots with increased police presence that can lead to a significant reduction in criminal activity (Chainey et al., 2021).
The effectiveness of hotspot policing depends on the idea of crime displacement, which suggests that criminals have the potential to move their activities to other areas not targeted by the amplified police presence. To mitigate this kind of risk, law enforcement agencies often engage strategies to enhance police visibility as well as community engagement in the targeted areas.
Classical Criminology and Evidence-Based Policing
Classical criminology with its prominence on rational decision-making as well as the weighing of risks and rewards can provide a strong theoretical foundation for evidence-based policing strategies. The rational choice theory is central to classical criminology which may suggest that individuals make calculated choices based on their perceptions of potential benefits as well as consequences (Hoeben and Thomas, 2019). This aligns flawlessly with evidence-based policing representations like Problem-Oriented Policing (POP) and Scanning followed by Analysis, Response, and Assessment (SARA).
In the case of POP, law enforcement agencies use data analysis to identify recurring problems as well as crime patterns within communities. Understanding the underlying factors that were contributing to these issues so that agencies can tailor specific replies to address the root causes effectively (Borrion et al., 2020). Classical criminology supports this kind of approach, as it recognizes that offenders that make rational choices when engaging in criminal behaviour. Therefore, by targeting the factors that motivate criminal acts and can POP aims to disrupt the cost-benefit calculations of potential offenders in terms of reducing crime.
Similarly, the SARA model highlights collaboration between law enforcement as well as community stakeholders to develop targeted solutions. By involving the community in problem-solving including agencies gain valuable insights into the local context which could be helpful to address issues more effectively. Classical criminology accompaniments this approach by recognizing that potential offenders consider the risks of apprehension as well as punishment when deciding whether to commit a crime. By involving the community and also increasing police presence it can be stated that SARA may seek to heighten the perceived risks for criminals and thus influence their decision-making process.
Hotspot policing in the other way concentrates police resources on areas with high crime rates and is also supported by classical criminology. The theory postulates that crime tends to concentrate in specific locations due to various factors which include opportunities followed by social dynamics or environmental characteristics (He et al., 2022). By guiding policing efforts towards these hotspots, it seems that law enforcement can increase the chances of apprehending offenders as well as deterring potential criminal activities.

Application of Classical Criminology and Evidence-Based Policing to Drug Crime
Drug crime attitudes are a significant challenge for law enforcement agencies worldwide that are used in making it a relevant context to apply both classical criminologies as well as evidence-based policing strategies (Meško, 2023). Classical criminology that emphasises rational choice including the weighing of risks as well as rewards informs the thoughtful of individuals' involvement in drug-related offences. Applying evidence-based policing that also particularly through the Problem-Oriented Policing (POP) model also offers a comprehensive approach to combat drug crime effectively.
In the first step of the POP model, law enforcement agencies can scan and further can analyze data to identify areas with high drug crime rates. By understanding the altitudinal patterns of drug-related offences followed by agencies that can allocate resources strategically to maximize impact. Classical criminology supports this approach, as it helps acknowledge that drug offenders make calculated decisions based on potential gains as well as the perceived risks of getting caught.
Next, agencies can analyze the factors contributing to drug crime which may include socioeconomic conditions followed by drug supply chains and local drug markets. This analysis makes a parallel with classical criminology that emphasizes understanding the underlying causes of criminal behaviour. By identifying the root causes, law enforcement can grow targeted retorts that address these issues directly toward aiming to disrupt the drivers of drug-related offences (Shuja and Abbas, 2022).
In line with classical criminology, the targeted responses developed under the POP model can embrace community policing efforts which can also focus on building trust including collaboration between law enforcement and local communities. Additionally, drug treatment programs can be applied to offer alternative solutions to drug offenders that have potentially reduced the appeal of engaging in drug-related activities.
Strengths of Classical Criminology and Evidence-Based Policing:
Rationality: Classical criminology used to focus on rational decision-making provides a logical as well as coherent framework to comprehend criminal behavior. By recognizing that offenders evaluate the potential risks followed by rewards before engaging in criminal acts then law enforcement can develop targeted strategies to discourage potential offenders effectively.
Targeted Interventions: Evidence-based policing models permit law enforcement to allocate resources efficiently as well as can prioritize their efforts based on data analysis (Koziarski and Lee, 2020).  This targeted approach permits a more effective response to specific issues that may be useful in leading to better outcomes as well as a more significant impact on crime reduction.
Empirical Basis: Evidence-based policing that depends on data followed by research and empirical evidence to inform decision-making. This kind of reliance on empirical data usually improves the credibility as well as effectiveness of policing strategies as interventions are more likely to be rooted in sound research followed by proven practices.
Weaknesses of Classical Criminology and Evidence-Based Policing:
Overemphasis on Rationality: While classical criminology usually highlights on rational choice is valuable, it also may oversimplify the complex nature of criminal behaviour (Maruna and Liem, 2021). It has been stated that not all offenders are solely driven by rational decision-making considering the psychological, social, and environmental factors can significantly influence criminal actions.
Data Limitations: Evidence-based policing heavily depend on data analysis in term of identifying crime patterns and informing interventions. However, there may be limitations in the availability followed by accuracy and scope of the data that may be leading to potential biases or incomplete understandings of criminal activities.
Potential Displacement: Focusing toward specific crime areas through hotspot policing or other targeted interferences that may unintentionally displace criminal activities to other locations which were not targeted by law enforcement efforts (Hatten and Piza, 2022).  This kind of displacement could lead to the emergence of new crime hotspots helpful in undermining the effectiveness of interventions in the long term.






[bookmark: _Toc140752498]Conclusion 
Classical criminology aids as a critical theoretical foundation for evidence-based policing policies. By understanding the rational decision-making process of offenders, it has been stated that law enforcement agencies can design battered interventions to address crime effectively. The application of evidence-based policing models which include POP, SARA as well as Hotspot Policing further strengthens the bonds between classical criminology along with contemporary policing practices. However, acknowledging the limitations of classical criminology that are also followed by evidence-based policing is essential to continually refine as well as improve policing strategies for a safer and more just society.
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