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Abstract 
This report analyses whether the use of the crime prevention theories work effectively in policing practices. The importance of understanding whether these crime prevention ideas are effective or ineffective will allow for any potential change to policing tactics. The crime reduction tool kit backs up the theories discussed.

Introduction
Lawrence Sherman developed an understanding of evidence-based policing which means officers analyse their information and use the best possible evidence to challenge current policing policies, practices and decision making (Sherman, 1998). The term ‘best available’ means that appropriate methods of research will be conducted the questions that are raised. This type of research is used to have a better understanding of the problem, or to challenge the effects of policing policies (College of Policing, 2021). Crime prevention is a part of evidence-based policing that relates to the attempts of preventing crimes or the numbers of offending before the act has been done. There are four main prevention theories that are strategically used (Welsh and Farrington, 2012).

Rational Choice Theory 
One of the crime prevention theories is rational choice theory. It works to collect higher quality crime reports and have a greater understanding of deviation. Rational choice theory may be described as “the prediction of individual considerations and departures from normative standards”. The acts and situations in this theory are thought of a set choice structure from the criminal (Pease, 1997). The current model of rational choice theory uses the strengths of the speculation that offending is based more on decision-making by environmental influences and a framework of offending and non-offending character. An issue with this theory is that rational choice may give useful information on the character and role of unemotional traits in childhood and anti-social behaviour. It supports that unemotional characteristics can be a factor of cognitive and “proactive criminal thinking” as much as genetics which may be more changeable than is thought (Walters, 2015). 

Using tools such as social skills training can help prevent criminals making irrational choices which will help with the decrease of those committing crimes. This type of training provides a convenient programme with a small number of sittings which helps with self-control, interactions with others, anger control and other things alike. This training is targeted more towards children which aims to reduce anti-social behaviour. Continuous offending in adulthood can begin from childhood experiences of social behaviours of the inability to have self-control, deficiency with problem-solving and a lack of interaction are all factors of anti-social behaviour. Therefore, social skills training is in place to teach rational choice to young people to reduce the risk of offending (College of Policing, 2016). 

Environmental Criminology 
Environmental criminology can be described as a field that “argues that criminal events must have both offenders, victims or criminal targets, and laws in specific settings at certain times and places”. This viewpoint understands environmental criminology as all behaviours are results of a person. It also studies how physical and social interactions with locations influence offender’s behaviour and decisions concerning crimes and certain places (Snaphaan and Hardyns, 2019). Criminologists research crime patterns and interpret them from influences in the environment. These explanations allow for predictions to be made about future crime issues where developments can be made to prevent such crimes from occurring. This perspective is based on three points, the first is that criminal behaviour is influenced by environmental factors, it outlines how the environment changes behaviour. The second point is that the crime changes based on the area, there are higher crime rates in some areas compared to others and different rates at different times of the day. Crime analysis is used to be able to understand and describe patterns. The last point is understanding how crimes are patterned to allow the police to focus on resources that are needed in a specific area (Wortley and Mazerolle, 2009). 

A way to reduce this type of crime is the use of the neighbourhood watch schemes, this is a way to involve communities which aids in keeping others safe. A review suggested that for every 100 crimes about 26 potential crimes had been prevented due to neighbourhood watch (College of Policing, 2015). The use of neighbourhood watch could result in a decrease of crime by police detection, this may happen if information is given to the police from the public. The more information that is provided to the police in relation to a crime then it could result in a greater number of arrests which in time will make the crime rates decrease (Bennett, Holloway and Farrington, 2008). 
Another strategy that could be used to prevent crime is hot spot policing which targets resources to areas where crime is the highest. Using resources in problem areas aim to reduce crimes which if effective could be used in other problem areas. Some of these ideas could include more police patrols or problem solving. This tactic is effective as focusing activities in problem areas will prevent criminals from being in that area which will overall decrease crime rates (College of Policing, 2017). 

Routine Activity Theory
Routine Activity Theory was developed first by Lawrence E. Cohen and Marcus Felson in 1979 and is seen as an influential construct in criminology. Its main purpose is to analyse the crime relating to the space and time while it highlights the ecological aspect and implications (Miro, 2014). This theory highlights that crime is based on the opportunity to do so, it understands how crime arises due to everyday activities by people to reach their needs. Everyone has different routines such as work, school, religious beliefs and more which determines how likely someone is to commit a crime and who the victim may be (Madero-Hernandez and Fisher, 2012). Crime is more likely to be higher in areas where there are no effective controllers. To reduce crimes such as bar assaults, police could potentially work with the owners to ensure more effective staff training and change policies to keep everyone present safe. Handlers are also effective when reducing crimes. Offenders have emotional connections with handlers who could be parents, guardians, friends and others alike. The aim of handlers would be to keep the offender away from trouble, if effective then the offender will prevent committing a crime. This idea could be effective in shopping areas where it is required a child needs to be accompanied by an adult (Sampson, Eck and Dunham, 2010).

A way to prevent criminals offending based on routine would be the implementation of CCTV cameras in the local areas. The use of CCTV will aid with the crime reduction rates, detect offenders and help with crowd control and public order. However, cameras are more likely to be used on personal properties as studies have shown, which indicates there has been no effect on hate crimes. Based on 41 studies, out of every 100 crimes, 16 of them were stopped due to CCTV. A review has suggested that they may reduce crime as offenders are more likely to be caught, meanwhile officers may become too reliant on the use of cameras and reduce the number of patrolling constables (College of Policing, 2015). Mentoring may also be another activity that could reduce crime, it allows the offender to build a bond with someone they trust which could potentially by distracting them from criminal activities and inappropriate attitudes. A review provided that mentoring may reduce criminal activity as it will provide guidance and support to create a new positive outlook on their life to increase education results and education. On the other hand, there has been evidence that showed it increased offending. Mentoring without other interventions such as ensuring education has very little impact on the reduction of criminal activity (College of Policing, 2016). 

Situational Crime Prevention 
Situational crime prevention theory centres the setting for criminal activity, not the characteristics of the offender. As stated by this theory, “crime is the result of an interaction between disposition and situation”. To understand why crime is committed, a research model is used and considers potential solutions. It is used often in minor offences such as littering, burglary and robberies but also more serious crimes such as terrorism and piracy (Eck and Clarke, 2019).  Situational crime preventions aim to reduce the opportunities for certain types of crime by increasing the risk and reducing awards. It is made of three factors which is a theoretical framework, methods for overcoming particular crimes and opportunities to reduce them. The framework takes into account opportunity theories such as the routine activity theory and the rational choice theory. Researchers will define the issue, identify any potential solutions and test to discover whether it will reduce offending (Clarke, 1995). The Home Office conducted studies that supports criminal activities relate to factors such as vulnerability and that the motivation to offend is not always rooted in an individual but is more likely due in the opportunity to do so. It aims to manipulate opportunities by using surveillance, target hardening and environmental managing which have proven to be effective in society. Despite this, Wortley (2001) stated that situational crime prevention lacked the capability of recognising the situation of the offence (Lee, 2010). 

To prevent certain crimes from occurring, drink drive stops may be ideal when attempting to decrease this and use situational crime prevention to overcome it. Officers will stop drivers on the road to assess their alcohol consumption by using behaviour, physiological or a chemical test. This would work in practice as it could reduce the number of injuries from crashes due to alcohol consumption (College of Policing, 2015). Another way to use situational crime prevention in practice is to understand why people speed and how the use of speed cameras would prevent it reoccurring. Studies have shown this method to be effective and has reduced the amount of speeding offences. It is suggested that speed cameras reduce crime in two ways, the first is the fear of being caught and punished to potential offenders, and the second is the risk of being caught and penalised again to re-offenders (College of Policing, 2017).

Community Crime Prevention
Community crime prevention has a wide range of interpretations; however, it refers to interventions that motivate people to work with each other, with or without the help from the government or agencies alike to develop crime prevention strategies. This crime prevention theory aims to reconstruct and improve the status of relationships with citizens and the police. It also encourages the public to develop a beneficial response to the issue, disorder and fear of a crime in communities (Bullock and Fielding, 2017). Community crime prevention uses groups that include family, friends and clubs to unite the community together which will focus on conduct in the neighbourhood. Three crime preventions models surfaced with the economic enlargement of cities. The first of the three is community organizing which relates to the condition of urban areas. The second is tenant involvement which is a response to the issues that came with public housing and the third is resource mobilization (Hope, 1995).

A way for the community to work together and reduce crime rates would be the use of neighbourhood watch. This will help reduce the level of crime by encouraging the community to engage in activities that work together to ensure the public’s safety. Based on 14 studies that were conducted in the UK, on average, 15 crimes had been stopped (College of Policing, 2015). 

Conclusion 
Overall, several pieces of research have been conducted to support the claim that the crime prevention theories as discussed above are working efficiently in practice. The crime prevention toolkit has supported how these theories can be used effectively by the police, government and the public to reduce crime rates. Although there has been opposition to each crime prevention theory, there is more supporting evidence to show the theories in practice work to deter individuals from criminal activity. 
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