[bookmark: _Int_qo5x3ch8][bookmark: _Int_6kLjxOx7][bookmark: _Int_BAgvfx8Z][bookmark: _Int_xPUxiPVR][bookmark: _Int_1hQI9qQ3][bookmark: _Int_g6Ou2Dqt][bookmark: _Int_tcrVq9Yc]Crime prevention should be rational and based on the best possible evidence available. It is expected that professionals and policy makers would consider any evidence on what works and what does not, however this is not always the case. Evidence-based crime prevention theories attempts to avoid these mistakes by ensuring that the best possible available evidence is considered in any decision to implement a program designed to prevent crime. Evidence-based crime prevention is effective in many ways, as not only is it proven to work, but it also saves valuable time and money being wasted on the wrong solutions. In the term ‘evidence-based’ evidence does not mean criminal evidence, but rather scientific evidence and although it is acknowledged that evidence-based crime prevention can serve useful purposes such as improving police training standards or improving community relations, its main purpose is to prevent crime (Welsh, B.C. and Farrington, D.P. 2012). Situational crime prevention focuses on the settings in which crime takes places rather than the person or people who are committing the crime. It highlights how changing an environment will prevent crime from occurring and is based on two key theories. The first theory the is ‘rational choice theory’ (Felson and Clarke, 1998). This theory concludes that potential offenders rationally choose to commit crimes, and the methods used in order to do so. This choice is influenced by the offender’s need to maximise reward whilst minimising risks. The second theory is ‘routine activities theory’ (Cohen and Felson, 1979). This theory highlights that, for a crime to occur, there must be three linked elements present: motivated offenders, suitable targets, and the absence of a capable guardian. Capable guardians can include security guards or the police but can also include environmental factors such as locks or other security measures. The aim of situational crime prevention is to increase the rick and minimise reward, either making a criminal act too difficult to carry out or the end reward of too little value to risk being caught. This increased risk can be achieved by adding ‘capable guardians’ or reducing the number of suitable targets (College of Policing, 2022).
[bookmark: _Int_pOLp1zAu][bookmark: _Int_LpNzWhns][bookmark: _Int_FAxVFkjo][bookmark: _Int_cSxxis98][bookmark: _Int_Ummf15ar][bookmark: _Int_S27W2dmz][bookmark: _Int_srVBVmXY][bookmark: _Int_P02aYEsH][bookmark: _Int_GHnoxwY2]The rational choice theory focuses on the offender’s decision making, and the assumption is that offending is purposive behaviour, designed to benefit the offender in some way. Offenders often only have short-sighted goals when they commit crimes and take into account few benefits and risks at a time. These limit an offender’s rationality. The time and effort an offender can give to a decision and the information they have available to them also limits their rationality and they rarely have a full picture of the costs and benefits of a crime. It is essential to analyse specific categories of a crime in order to understand crime choices fully. This is because offences can have such different purposes and are influenced by different situational factors. A key example of these differences in purpose are car thieves. One may steal a car to joyride, steal components of the car or things left inside, to sell the car for profits, to use in other crimes or simply just to get home. This highlights the importance of analysing crime accordingly, as one purpose of car theft is entirely different to another purpose of car theft, however this does not mean that the offender of either offence is not likely to commit crime again. Rational choice theory attempts to see to world from an offender's perspective and understand how the offender makes crime choices, driven by a particular motive within a specific setting, which offers the opportunities to satisfy that motive (Felson, M and Clarke, R.V. 1998). In rational choice theory, criminal offenders are not actually different to non-criminal offenders; Both consider their behaviours on the basis of rational consideration of the costs and benefits of the intended action. It argues that people voluntarily and willingly choose to commit criminal acts, just as they willingly choose to do other things such as work in supermarkets, go to college, or use recreational drugs. The theory emphasises that criminal acts are a product of choice, meaning that people make the decision whether or not to commit crimes. A question is asked as to why offenders don’t continuously commit crimes and the answer is sought in this theory; they are guided by consideration of the costs and benefits of the criminal act. However, it is presumed that they take into account the costs and benefits of non-criminal acts as well. For example, someone may have a desire for money of wealth and will consider different means of satisfying this want. Some people may turn to selling drugs, the criminal act. The benefits would be large profits as well as a large market for them whereas the cost would be a criminal conviction, a potential prison sentence and likely a large fine. On the other hand, another person with the same desire will take the non-criminal path a choose to find a new job or start a new business. Both paths result in the attainment of money, but in separate ways and with vastly different consequences. Nevertheless, the rational choice theory presumes that everyone considers both paths before deciding which one to take (McCarthy, B. 2002).
[bookmark: _Int_bUIk6A3e][bookmark: _Int_atBJqe9a][bookmark: _Int_tXm1dFnq][bookmark: _Int_e7ey5ZE3][bookmark: _Int_ExS4R5yo][bookmark: _Int_iaiA0tvP][bookmark: _Int_9KkEnkYH][bookmark: _Int_NeOpHte5][bookmark: _Int_64wnmcXE]The routine activity theory was presented for analysing crime rates and trends. Rather than focusing on the characteristics of offenders, the rational choice theory focuses on the circumstances in which criminal acts are carried out (Cohen, L.E. and Felson, M. 1979). The idea presented is that crime is not an out of the ordinary occurrence and does not require deep psychological analysis to occur. Instead, this view theorises that for crime to take place only three factors need to be present: A motivated offender, a suitable target, and the absence of a capable guardian. It is when these three factors come together at the same time and the same place that crime occurs. In regards to the first element, a motivated offender, the thoery does not look into reasons as to why a person may be motivated to commit a crime but instead focuses on the victimization side. Implying that it does not take deep thought or motivations to commit a crime and that people can be convinced relatively easily into committing a crime so long as the other two factors are present. The second element is a suitable target. A number of factors are taken into consideration when deciding whether a target is suitable or not such as, the value of the target. This could mean the financial value of the value in order for the offender to sell on the object and make money or the status value of the object such as something that is desirable to have, for example a flashy car or piece of jewellery. Another factor is ‘inertia’. This refers to how to how easy it is to move the target, machinery or large household appliance for example would be a lot harder to transport and hide than a smaller object like a mobile phone or other smart gadget. The next factor is the visibility of the target. It is much easier to steal objects when they are left out for people to see rather than when they are hidden. This also goes for showing off objects online. If the offender knows it is there or that you have something desirable it is more likely to become a target. The final factor is the access to the target. People and objects that are let out or are in public are more accessible than things that are kept in private. Leaving valuables in cars and other vehicles on public roads also makes them easily accessible. Even though these factors are most applicable to crimes such as robbery and property crimes, the routine activity theory was first developed to explain direct contact predatory crimes where the offender comes into direct contact with the victim. The theory does not limit itself to just objects but covers crime against a person as well. For example, some people may be less able to defend themselves or carry a lot of value on their person, making them a suitable target (Criminology Web, 2022).
[bookmark: _Int_0xEf2IzK][bookmark: _Int_ISIYboCV][bookmark: _Int_JeNSCU4b][bookmark: _Int_Be1Y1Mcy][bookmark: _Int_hkPJ9kqR][bookmark: _Int_F6lgtQ1y][bookmark: _Int_jVnPvhUy][bookmark: _Int_htbBPXX0][bookmark: _Int_XTnUiPoh][bookmark: _Int_bxKpM7dr][bookmark: _Int_lEJPIETR]Beyond the rational choice theory and the routine activity theory, are other means of crime prevention such as the 10 principles of crime prevention. These principles were set out to assist the public in reducing the likelihood of crimes happening at their home, place of work or business. They can be considered for development or implementation or used as a checklist to see what steps may need to be taken in consideration of a person's own circumstances. Not all 10 principles need to be in place for crime to be prevented and more often than not only a selection need to be used. The first of these 10 principles is, ‘target hardening’, making property harder for an offender to access. This includes upgrading any locks whether they be on doors or windows, as well as any sheds or outbuildings on property which as used to store things. Fitting sash jammers to vulnerable doors or windows is also useful. Moreover, using secure codes and passwords will prevent criminals hacking locks or online accounts. The second principle is ‘target removal’. As straightforward as it sounds, removing any potential targets for view will deter offenders and prevent crime. Leave any valuables out of sight, away from windows and park cars in locked garages rather than on the street are key suggestions within this principle, additionally, being cautious about what is posted online, or on social media will also be preventative. Thirdly, ‘reducing the means’ or removing any objects that may help an offender to commit the crime. This includes any climbing aids such as ladders or bins as well as making sure any tools or rubble are put away or cleaned up. ‘Reducing the payoff’ is the next principle. This is to reduce the profits made by the criminal off the offence. This covers adding security markers to property or marking property in ways which would not be possible to sell on by an offender. Moreover, ‘access control’ such as using locks on windows and doors is another principle. This also includes using tall hedges or fences around property or putting security systems in place on commercial sites by using security guards or identification badges. ‘Surveillance’ is another key principle. Establishing a neighbourhood watch system in the local area or using CCTV or ‘smart’ doorbells at home or on other property will prevent crime occurring. ‘Environmental change’ or looking after property and the wider community is another principle that is good to apply. The next principle is ‘rule setting’, applying mainly to workplaces or commercial premises. This includes introducing rues such as locking up after shifts and positioning signage in appropriate places. ‘Increasing the chance of being caught’ is the ninth principle and includes using CCTV cameras or good alarm systems as well as making use of outdoor lighting in the nights. The final principle is ‘deflecting offenders’. This principle can include other agencies such as youth offender programmes or drug rehabilitation schemes but also includes using timer switches at home to make it look like someone is at home (West Yorkshire Police, 2022). 
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