Assignment 2 – Evidence based policing
For this report it will begin by giving an in-depth description on the crime prevention theories, this will include the definitions of these theories and benefits and critics. The two theories that will be looked at are the rational choice theory and the routine activity theory. Throughout this report it will look at the theories in great depth outlining key points and information linking in how crime prevention is explained throughout the theories. The theories of victimisation will also be analysed within routine activity theory. The understanding of what leads victims to being vulnerable will also be looked at closely and how the victimology theories help with the victims and their targes to be easily identified. All this information will then be applied into practice using examples of how the theories are used in real life cases. This report will be referenced throughout using a wide range of sources.
Situational crime focuses itself on the places where crime occurs. The aim of the theories is to ensure that crime reduction still is high and reduce opportunities for reoccurrences in crime (Clarke ,1997). Situational crime benefits the workforce as it is a physical theory, this theory promotes having more CCTV, officers on patrol, more visual based approach. Firstly, rational choice theory which is known by (Clarke and Cornish,1986) can be identified as a way of identifying whether the benefits of committing a crime will ever outweigh actually being caught committing the crime and the punishment (Kamalipour, et al., 2014). This theory shows that the individual committing the crime is ‘freely choosing’ their own actions and ways to behave. They believe that individuals make rational decisions to ignore any pain and increase pleasure (Beaudry-Cyr, 2015). 
Rationale choice theory is good in the way of explaining and collecting individual’s behaviours, looks closely at behaviours that look very irrational (GANTI, 2021). However, on the other hand this theory is not always useful as not every individual tends to make rational choices. From the research found (Siegel and McCormick, 2006) state that sanctions to this theory should be reduced to the smallest limit possible in order to turn individuals away from committing a crime. They state that individuals commit crimes after taking into consideration different factors that are affecting them, these can include not having enough money, committing a crime as part of revenge to someone or something, as a choice of entertainment, or could also be done through victim vulnerability within the reach of having a witness (Siegal, 2019). Rational choice and crime reduction is an observation of design assist crime which involves objects like cars, following on from this they look at surveillance which involves the observation through CCTV. An example of this would be used when catching an individual doing graffiti. Design out crime is an example of street lighting, target removal being an uber. Rational choice theory has been known to be criticised for having “unrealistic assumptions, a lack of interpretation, and limited empirical validity” (Buskens, 2015). This shows that this theory has it’s doubts when analysing and looking at crimes committed. From this meaning that there is a wide lack of knowledge and understanding within interpretating this theory. However, this theory faces many critics forgetting that the theory must be adapted to each, and every crime committed.
(Springer, 2014) states that the preferences of the individuals who are committed crimes are affected mainly by further attitudes towards risks and their uncertainties. A risk is taken based on the attitude that the individual has at that present time. However, without figuring out the individual’s behaviour based on a rational choice, the investigator of the crime committed would have to know all information to the person’s behaviour as well as their approach to taking the risk. A good example of this theory in practice could be where an individual decides to make a choice on their personal preference. This could be for example an individual has been smoking for many years of their life, they have been influenced by another individual educating them on how bad it is to smoke. That individual then makes a ration choice to stop smoking before of the bad health risks smoking has. Therefore, this demonstrates a rational choice theory (Mary, 2014).
Whereas the other theory of crime prevention is routine activity theory. Cohen and Felson (1979) came up with the communion of crime in the order of starting with the motivating offender followed by having a suitable target then the absence of guardian. The target is known as the “suitability to function”. The first stage which is target, looks at the value, visibility and access of the crime. (Clarke, 1980) states that targets are “CRAVED” this indicates that some goods are more likely to be stolen because they are “concealable, removable, available, valuable, enjoyable and disposable”. An example of targets can potentially be where an offender may make a walk a routine. This could be frequently walking in the same area in a particular area to spot an easy target for potential burglary. From predication many individuals know that most adults will be out of the house working during the daytime, therefore, this will be an easy target for offenders. However, with the likely offender, it could potentially be any individual, this is where the cause or motivation of the crimes committed are purposely in avoidance. The capable guardians include individuals who can protect the obvious targets. The capable guardian includes ordinary individuals who can be a type of witness as well as supervised potential offenders (Phillip P.Purpura, 2013).   
There are many critisisms to the crime prevention theories. The first critism to this theory is that not every individual will be rational in their choices with decision-making. Following on from this is could give the potential meaning that the individual may not be aware of the crime prevention theory that has been used in the circumstance as well as having the potential of being under the influce of drugs, alcohol or any other reason that the individual chooses to not follow security measures (Kitteringham & Fennelly, 2020). According to Turvey  (2011) “victim selection refers to the process of by which an offender will choose or target victim. This type of selection can be known as ‘targeted’ or ‘opportunistic’. The victim is known to be choosen through the process of looking at the “availability, vulnerability and location” (E, 2014). Within a victim there can be many themes. A victim can be identified within the victim preciptiation theory, the lifestyle theory, or the deviant /place theory. According to R.Hollier (2016) the precipitation theory is known to be where the victim could have potentially initiated the reason of becoming the victim that could then potentially lead to their injury or death, this theory can be used well for if an individual made a rational choice in the spare of the moment. The deviant place of this theory means that it is a dangerous place that is visited frequently as well as being monitored regularly.
Lifestyle theory is known as being a main theory within victimisation. This is because when individuals who have not committed crimes before adapting and change their lifestyle which could potentially be including individuals who have committed crimes. Therefore, this could potentially have an influence on others as they have been in the company of a criminal offender (Timmer & Norman, 1984). Following on from this the theories of victimisation demonstrate where the suitable target lies within routine activity theory. An individual’s action could have been triggered irrationally due to a potential change in content or a potential change of emotion, this is where the witness could potentially have difficulty in why the rational choice was made. (GOV, 2021) state an example of routine activity theory in practice. In order for this theory to be in practice the witness must be present at the time of the activity, for example cameras can be installed or alarm systems, however if these do not work or are not set up correctly then this would lead to it being invalid and therefore in no use to the theory when identifying the crime. 
An example of this crime in practice is the Sherman, Gartin and Buerger’s police case study. During this case, the police identified that there were 3% of places in the city of Minneapolis  where 50% of the calls to the police had been made. From the case they found that crime is not spread randomly and that there are usually prime spots for crime. They also found that crime could even vary and move areas frequently. Therefore, this shows that offenders in this case still are committing crimes on a routine basis but are moving locations, making it harder to spot prime crime locations. In this case the police could have potentially looked at hot-spot policing in order to target those frequent areas as well as pick up on new areas with a higher number of patrols.
In conclusion to this report, research shows that both of the theories have the aim of the ensuring that crime reduction is still high and reduce opportunities for reoccurrences in crime (Clarke ,1997). To sum up some of the key points the research shows the situational crime prevention theories deeply look at the alteration of the physical space of preventing crime. For example, cctv cameras being installed, the reassurance to the communities by having more officers on patrol in the more server areas, installing more streets lights where necessary to ensure a larger safety net for individuals especially when walking at night. Crime prevention can be explained through rational choice theory by firstly looking at potentially why the individual is behaving the way they are and if there is a certain barrier that is influencing the behaviour. However, the witness being a potential guardian must be aware that all cases will be different, and some cases will be harder than other to identify each crime prevention theory. The research conducted shows that both theories have many disadvantages to them simply because they are not always effective in every case that is identified with the prevention theories analysed. It can be seen that not every case in rational choice theory could have been done by the fault of the victim and could be down to change of behaviour or setting. Whereas routine activity theory is highly based of a frequent hot spot location which is not always the case.
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