Assess the role of community policing in preventing terrorism and supporting counter-terrorism policing. Your answer must be based on academic research, although you may make reference to recent, relevant case studies. 

Introduction
In this essay I will look at what terrorism is and how the UK counter terrorism strategy looks to counter this threat. I will then assess the role of community policing in the prevention of terrorism and how community and neighbourhood policing teams help to detect threats and prevent radicalisation. 

Main Body
Terrorism is defined as: “An indirect strategy of using fear or terror induced by violent attacks or force (or the threat of its use) against one group of people or their property as a means to intimidate and coerce another group of people and influence their actions in order to reach further political objectives. Terrorist acts are the violent acts that form part of such a strategy” (Schwenkenbecher, 2012).
It is widely accepted that Terrorists target the general public due of their unparalleled efficiency in persuading governments to make concessions (Abrahms, 2019). Terrorists use basic signalling strategies in their planning, the opponent and the public that the terrorists aspire to represent, or influence are the primary objectives of persuasion tactics. Terrorists want to show that they have the strength and desire to inflict harm on those who resist them, and that the adversary and organisations on the side of those persons are untrustworthy and should not be supported, thus creating fear and confusion through often barbaric actions (Abrahms and Mroszczyk, 2022). Studies show that terrorists employ well versed steps to gain traction in their campaigns; 1) Disorientation: alienating the authorities from their subjects, reducing the government to helplessness in the eyes of the people; 2) target response: to persuade a target to respond favourably to the insurgent cause; 3) acquiring legitimacy: to leverage the emotional effect of the violence to introduce an alternative political message (Neumann and Smith, 2005). 
In the modern era, the highest profile terrorist attack was that of the September 11th, 2001, attack on the World Trade Centre in the USA, this event was planned to propel the agenda of Al-Qa’ida on a global scale. Despite the seriousness of the event, this only sought to highlight the strength and resolve of nations in the face of terror attacks, this notion is backed by research which shows that actions such as this would increase the odds that the targeted country will dig in their political heels and go on the offensive (Abrahms, 2019). In the wake of these attacks, the UK Government stage a full review of its response to terrorism, focusing on a greater understanding to the threat of homegrown Islamic terrorism. In 2003, the CONTEST strategy was devised. The CONTEST plan depicted four specific thematic domains, frequently mentioned by counter terrorism experts as the four P's. PREVENT, to avert individuals from becoming terrorists or endorsing terrorism by intensifying intelligence gathering and police initiatives, and prosecuting terrorists. PURSUE, to halt terrorist assaults. PROTECT, to reinforce our defence against a terrorist strike. PREPARE, to alleviate the aftermath of a terrorist attack (Home Office, 2009).
“The purpose of Prevent is to safeguard vulnerable people from becoming terrorists or supporting terrorism, by engaging with people who are vulnerable to radicalisation and protecting those who are being targeted by terrorist recruiters” (Home office, 2019).
Previous UK counterterrorism policies have mostly concentrated on Pursue, and to a lesser extent Protect and Prepare, even if the idea of Prevent is not wholly new it has become the key component of the Great Britain’s primary counter terrorism strategy. PREVENT has 3 main objectives: 1. Challenging the ideology of those that support and promote terrorism, 2. Protecting vulnerable people 3. supporting segments of the community where there are risks of radicalisation (HM Government, 2011). A key component of the Prevent strategy was a community-based counterterrorism strategy, this was used in Northern Ireland in the last years of the war and was given renewed attention following the 7/7 London bombings (Briggs, 2010). The community based approached requires a multi-agency approach, with police forces taking centre stage within this. Although there are several definitions of community policing, they all seem to have three characteristics: Partnerships between the police and the community, a strategy for solving issues, and organisational decentralisation, Oliver’s (1998, p 51) definition of community policing is regarded as the most accurate:
“A systematic approach to policing with the paradigm of instilling and fostering a sense of community, within a geographical neighbourhood, to improve the quality of life. It achieves this through the decentralization of the police and the implementation of a synthesis of three key components: (1) … the redistribution of traditional police resources; (2) … the interaction of police and all community members to reduce crime and the fear of crime through indigenous proactive programs; and (3) … a concerted effort to tackle the causes of crime problems rather than to put band-aids on the symptoms”.
Whilst Olivers definition encompasses the multifaceted approach to community policing, the key point to bring out is that of ‘the interaction of police and all community members. Neighbourhood policing teams in the UK have an everyday presence in the communities they serve and are intrinsic in the fabric of building relationships with members of the public and key community stakeholders including faith leaders. By having this everyday interaction, they are more likely to become aware of the smallest of changes in behaviour or tension and, by forming relationships with faith leaders, they are able to reach out to them for information and potential help in developing and intelligence gathering network or an informant (Kelling and Bratton, 2006). Talking frequently with influential people of the community is the basis for gathering crucial information and gaining the trust of communities; this is only one of many arguments in favour of the use of community policing in the fight against terrorism.
Neighbourhood police officers or police community support officers are assigned to certain communities as part of the community policing model so they may spend a lot of time there getting to know the locals and chatting with them about issues and difficult people. The model implies that they should, not only be held accountable for lowering crime in their beats, but that they should pay careful attention to what is upsetting locals and business owners, and that they should take whatever steps are necessary to make things better (Innes et al., 2020). It calls for police management to choose officers who are well-suited to community policing, keep them on the job for long enough to earn the trust of the populace and establish themselves as recognisable figures in the area; match officers with neighbourhoods, such as choosing officers who live nearby or even in the neighbourhoods they serve, and make sure they have the language skills necessary to interact with minority residents (Clarke and Newman, 2007). 
For community policing based counter terrorism methods to work it is crucial that police maintain a focused, visible presence within the community. Targeted foot patrol may lessen crime and antisocial conduct, reassure the people, and enhance their impressions of the police when used in conjunction with community participation and problem-solving. Community mapping enables neighbourhood teams to tailor engagement specifically to the needs of individual communities, the foundation of community mapping is gaining local knowledge, Officers and PCSOs become the eyes and ears within the community, this can be especially beneficial and difficult in areas with "hidden" groups and, by doing so, officers are able to gain vital information in the pursuit or detection of threats to the public including terror threats (College of Policing, 2021). This presence need not only being the form of patrols, but events held with minority groups aimed at bringing communities together such as the Cardiff Community Cohesion Cup, of which South Wales Police is the principal founder (SWP, 2023).
In the aftermath of the 7/7 London bombings the view on the primary route of Islamic terrorism fundamentally changed, the British response to domestic Jihadism was to ensure a greater focus of police forces on the community policing approach to counter terrorism. This change saw the PREVENT strategy focus down on the detection of terror threats and the prevention of radicalisation within the Muslim communities (Klausen, 2009). Soon after PREVENT began focusing more on violent Islamists, some Muslims in the UK began to worry that them would be unfairly maligned as their communities came under suspicion with feelings of mistrust towards how counter terrorism policies were being policed, particularly amongst younger Muslims (Innes et al., 2011). Findings showed that conflicts between police and community participation had been caused by issues with police accountability and openness regarding their activities. They also discovered that establishing relationships between the police and communities required mutual respect and cultural awareness; as a result, police officers need to collaborate with Muslim communities to empower them to express their concerns while also fostering trust (Spalek et al., 2008). Collaborating with and fostering deeper relationships with faith leaders and communities enables officers to gain information about individuals and activities within the neighbourhood which, when analysed, can begin to form an intelligence picture to aid in the detection of terror threats and prevention of radicalisation. 
Radicalisation is defined as “a process by which a person adopts belief systems which justify the use of violence to effect social change and comes to actively support as well as employ violent” (Maskaliūnaitė, 2015)

means for political purposes

Radicalisation is sometimes regarded as a cultural phenomenon that is most usually associated with religious extremist groupings. Given the right circumstances, anyone may turn into a victim of radicalisation; therefore, it is critical to keep an eye out for warning signs and act prior any harm is done; and, to be able to do so, those who work in such circumstances should be aware of the radicalisation process and the warning signs. Neighbourhood officers and PCSOs receive extra instruction to detect symptoms of exploitation and radicalization as an element of the community policing strategy to counter-terrorism. The community policing strategy to counter-terrorism is concerned not just with community relations and information collecting, but also with protecting these vulnerable individuals. (www.virtual-college.co.uk, 2022). Neighbourhood policing teams are key stakeholder in the prevention of radicalisation and safeguarding of individuals susceptible to terrorist groups. By using the already established relationships, officers are able to gather information on persons or groups of people that are at risk. Once identified Police carry out a risk assessment on the individual before referring them to the PREVENT program. 
“There are many positive aspects of the Prevent work police forces do, including working effectively with other organisations. We saw examples of innovative working practices, such as SPOCs and mapping hate crime with location-based extremist intelligence.” (HMICFRS, 2020).
Whilst community policing counter terrorism strategy has taken significant steps forward, it is clear that there are issues with its current position and standing within minority communities (Clarke and Newman, 2007). Briggs (2010) highlighted a number of flaws in the formation of partnerships, the integration of the methodology, and capacity gaps at the local level which will need to be worked on the improve the performance of UK forces in supporting counter terrorism. 
Conclusion
A lot has been said about the community based counter terrorism strategy and how the strong bonds created and upheld within communities have proven effective in deterring criminality and identifying persons vulnerable to radicalisation. I think these connections have also been quite effective in detecting people and organisations that could threaten our communities with targeted violence. However, if police are to continue to detect those who represent a threat to the United Kingdom, then further focus must be put into the understanding the value of community ties. The core of community policing is building and sustaining trusted connections, which are crucial to reducing crime, terrorism, and targeted violence.

Word Count: 1948




















Compare and contrast the concepts of evidence-based policing and problem-oriented policing, and evaluate their effectiveness as a crime prevention tool. Your answer must be based on academic research.

Introduction
This essay will outline what, both, evidence-based policing and problem-orientated policing are and how they are used within policing. This essay will aim to highlight what works well and the issues within each and how they contribute to preventing and reducing criminality including the theories behind doing so. This essay will refer to relevant research and material which will support such evidence in relation to this topic. 

Main Body
The concept of Problem-orientated policing was first introduced by Herman Goldstein in 1979. According to Goldstein (1979), traditional police responses to criminality tended to be incident-driven and are marked by quick reaction to initial incidents, follow-up enquiries aimed at catching a criminal suspect, and sporadic, no defined, patrols. According to Goldstein’s idea, the police should re-examine closely any clusters of related incidents to which they may have previously responded in a formulaic, routine manner. They should also consider alternative responses to these clusters of incidents or problems, with a focus on preventative action, and evaluate the relative effectiveness of these new approaches (Braga, 2008). Problem-orientated policing (POPs) requires a fuller understanding of four key points:
· Identification of an underlying issue
· Thorough understanding of the problem
· The creation of a bespoke response
· Thorough assessment and review of the response.
The strategy is predicated on the idea that finding and comprehending a problem's underlying causes, or the circumstances that make it possible for it to escalate, can lead to an efficient resolution to negate any further instances. Research by Eck and Spelman (1987) formalised the process into a model which has been taken on by many police and partner agencies as a standard way to understanding and preventing ongoing issues, this model is called the SARA model. SARA stands for Scanning - recognising and ranking possible issues with crime and disturbance. Analysis - identification of root causes through information and intelligence collecting during study of prospective issues. Response - the creation and execution of actions specifically designed to address the root causes of the issue found during the analysis stage. Assessment - measurement of the reaction's impact, testing if it had the intended effect, and potential response modification (College of Policing, 2022). The model necessitates that the police not only notice the connections among the occurrences they are called upon to handle better (for example, similarity in behaviour and location) but, comprehend the circumstances that they are born from. Following the discovery of a problem, data should be methodically investigated to offer a thorough and deep picture of the issue, drawing on a variety of readily available sources. (Scott, 2000). 
Numerous studies have proven that problem-oriented policing improves a variety of criminal and public safety problems (Wiesburd., 2008, Hinkle et al., 2020). However, research by Bullock et al (2021) points out that, despite a wealth of data supporting the theory of problem-oriented policing, studies have revealed recurring difficulties in both the delivery and execution of a problem-oriented strategy. Issues relating to insufficient funding or simplistic scanning and analysis, a disproportionate dependence on police data, actions that frequently prioritise traditional methods of response to calls, and inadequate evaluations of the effects of the chosen measures have been identified at the main weaknesses of the POPs model (Read and Tilly 2000, Scott 2000). Some opponents to the idea have also stated that the model relies too much on human analysis and is open to bias and interpretation to fit an agenda, as opposed to the actual evidence, human analysis can lead to the oversimplification of more complicated criminal issues. In the scanning and analysis stages, authorities frequently downplay the importance of issues or exaggerate others (Sidebottom and Tilley, 2011). However, reviews of the technique regularly show that it is cost-effective in addressing a wide range of police issues, despite the fact that problem solving implementation faces obvious and long-standing hurdles. A review carried out by the College of Policing showed that effective use of the SARA model showed a reduction in crime and disorder of over 33% (College of Policing, 2017).
“Evidence-based policing (EBP) means that the best available evidence is used to inform and challenge policing policies, practices and decisions. An EBP approach can be used by everyone in policing. It can be supported by collaboration with academics and other partners.” (College of Policing, 2022 p. 1).
According to Pepper et al. (2020) the phrase "Evidence-Based Policing (EBP)" broadly refers to Sherman's (1998) theories, which contend that thorough scientific analysis is needed to guide and support decisions made by police. According to Fielding (2019), Evidence-Based Practise has been widely applied in a variety of professions, including health and education however, it has only recently started to be employed in the field of criminal justice. According to Fielding, data from Evidence-Based Policing, if properly applied, may help reduce crime and address the issues it raises (Fielding et al, 2019).
The police use qualitative and quantitative techniques to promote professional growth, which eventually leads to the development of best practises that can be shared amongst other forces and partner agencies. To guarantee the data is accurate and as good as it can be, research that uses the finest scientific evidence must be properly done and adhere to scientific practises like peer review. Then, in order to further assure accuracy, the research has to be examined for its strengths and weaknesses (College of Policing, 2022). Analysts are critical to evidence-based policing because they investigate the most effective means of gathering information. Evidence-based policing includes targeting, testing, and recording police activity. Analysts advise police on which techniques are effective and which are ineffective, and why. The Maryland scale may be used to examine this by applying several levels of investigation. Level 1 of the scale is one-time comparative research with no comparison or control group. As a result, research done at this level of the scale may be less valid than research conducted at level 5 utilising randomised control trials, which would raise the research's and its findings' reliability and validity. (College of Policing 2013). 
One strategy used in policing is called "ATLAS," which is meant to inspire police officers to:
Ask questions that contest accepted practises.
Test and analyse both new and current studies critically.
Learn both new and established concepts while learning how they might be applied to workplace procedures.
Adapt best available evidence should be used to adapt practises and policies.
Share the results with the entire service.
Insofar as it is practical, the approach encourages officers to raise questions since they will help to critically assess and test theories. With the use of the existing evidence, it also aids in promoting the best practises (Pepper et al., 2020). 
“Evidence-based targeting requires systematic ranking and comparison of levels of harm associated with various places, times, people, and situations that policing can lawfully address. Evidence-based testing helps assure that police neither increase crime nor waste money. Tracking whether police are doing what police leaders decide should be done” (Sherman, 2013).
Strong research evidence is created, gathered, disseminated, and used with a focus on improving police effectiveness, efficiency, and legitimacy. Evidence Based Policing emphasises the use of analysis to comprehend trends and patterns of harm and to evaluate the effects of selected solutions when employed to combat crime, such as problem-orientated policing (Sherman, 2013). 'Targeting, testing, and tracking' have been used to describe this procedure. Once methods used have been correctly evaluated, they are then shared amongst other forces as best practice to give opportunity to diminish the opportunity for criminality across the UK. According to Heaton and Tong, (2015) there have been a number of case studies that examine the influence evidence-based policing has on decision-making since it was first introduced. The first randomised control study of police hotspots in England and Wales was "Operation Beck." In 2011, this was started in collaboration with the British Transport Police with the goal of lowering the number of reported crimes and events needing police intervention on London Underground stations. After conducting a thorough investigation of the issue, the experiment sent 15-minute patrols to 57 hotspots four times per shift on four days of the week. Additional 58 "control hotspots," which had suffered very similar levels of crime, received no treatment. Comparing the hotspots to the control hotspots, the main findings were a 21% decrease in service calls and a 15% decrease in crime.
According to Alfredo (2011), the main benefit of using evidence-based policing is that officers may make choices based on tried-and-true techniques of inquiry. In addition, they can create innovations based on police officers' own knowledge to expand on current evidence and develop protocols. Alfredo (2011) goes on to state that, policies and procedures for evidence-based policing will only be as effective as the study itself is a significant drawback. Researchers frequently skimp on the specifics of their hypotheses, data collection, methodologies, and testing processes. If any of these areas is faulty, the research results may not be credible. Many police officers may not be informed enough about research methodologies to properly employ these tactics. Finally, just branding policy alternatives as evidence-based may mislead the public into thinking they are the best and most effective solutions available.
There are certain parallels between problem-oriented policing and evidence-based policing, according to Bullock et al (2022). Bullock claims that both approaches are based on how the police have traditionally been arranged to respond to calls (Scott, 2017). Bullock et al. (2022) go on to say that both approaches aim to apply rigorous methods to the practise of policing by identifying issues that are relevant to the police and weighing their relative demands for police attention; identifying strategies that may successfully address issues that are focused on; and rigorously evaluating outcomes. However, neither technique has reached the point where it has become the conventional mode of operation for police, owing to the difficulty in applying both methods and integrating them into a police officer's day-to-day thinking (Sherman, 2015). Issues with the distribution of these approaches across the UK include a lack of or inability to complete an issue analysis, a preference for older, more well-known, response-based solutions, and insufficient or inadequate evaluation. Organisational adoption of innovative methodologies has also been patchy (Bullock et al. 2006). Similarly, research has shown that police officers frequently lack knowledge of evidence based options of crime prevention, may not recognise the relevance of research to operational policing, and may be opposed to the concept of using research to improve police (Lum and Telep, 2014).

Conclusion
In conclusion, despite the obvious connections and resemblance between Problem-orientated policing and Evidence based policing, both methods should be viewed as separate entities and not intertwined theories. It is clear that both methods have high levels of effectiveness when implemented properly however the real issues lies within the implementation across UK police forces, further investment and training is required for both methods to see full fruition as tools that are able to diminish criminality across the UK.
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