Evidence Based Policing Assignment 2

Describe the key crime prevention theories and explain how they might be applied in practise (using examples).
The following is a report discussing the key prevention theories of crime while portraying how they can be applied. The overall purpose of crime prevention is to stop any crime occurring before it has the chance, and the theory itself is explained as identifying given circumstances within the physical and social environment that allow for crime and introduce changes to such circumstances so that the opportunity for the crime is reduced (Jeffrey, 2021). However, preventing crime has become more difficult in recent years, as has the study of crime prevention become more complex. This is due to the development of new crimes of which limited evidence is available on. Therefore, the discipline of criminology requires newly developed theoretical insights and tools to predict and prevent future crime effectively (Evans 2011).  Situational crime prevention refers to the reduction of the opportunity of crime by increasing the risks associated whilst also reducing the reward (Clarke 1995). The theories include rational choice theory, routine activity theory, the crime pattern theory and the broken windows theory.
The routine activity theory involves the rates and trends of crime to prevent it. Described by (Cohen and Felson 1979), this approach focuses on the circumstances that allow for crime to occur in oppose to the characteristics of those committing the crime.  Meaning that it can be criticised for disregarding the idea of positivism.  It developed that for crime to occur there must be a motivated offender, a suitable target and the lack of a capable guardian.  Therefore, the theory presents that those developments that interfere such circumstances from being satisfied can prevent the crime.  It also describes how the opportunity for crime can be presented by normal everyday life (Cullen and Wilcox 2010).  The typical crimes that this theory can be applied to include stalking and harassment, employee theft and cooperate crime.  The application of the theory involves providing protection, which in this case would be the presence of a suitable guardian to the target, or removing the motivator or target or both, as crime cannot occur without all three circumstances (CollegeofPolicing 2019).  In terms of policing methods, both community-based policing and predictive policing support routines activity theory effectively.  Community policing can involve the police working with community members in order to improve the conditions of their community (Reisig 2010).  Therefore, police can advise community members to prevent crime by reducing their vulnerability to crime and to apply suitable guardians, for example locking garages to prevent car theft.  As well as this, the community can be used for crime analysis, where information is collected from members of the community and analysed, of which can be useful to identify where the circumstances can occur and therefore be prevented, this also leads to good relations with the public and transparency.  As for predictive policing, the police must anticipate the crime occurring in order to prevent it, therefore methods of preventing crime can be considered as predictive policing.  Crime analysis is also heavily involved in the theory.  In general crime analysists provide information to the police to reduce crime and create situational awareness, in particular, crime report data and tactical crime analysis are relevant.  As it seeks to identify patterns of crime that may be difficult to link together, to understand where and when to apply guardians or remove targets.  Repeat victims’ victimology can also be of use to the theory.  Chronic victims of crime are very suitable targets of which can be removed with police support.  Finally, systematic reviews allow for police to draw data from a range of primary evaluation studies to develop the best options to approach the routine activity theory.  (Tompson, Belur, Thornton et all 2021) argue that systematic reviews are necessary as single pieces of evidence are ineffective.  
Evidence of routine activity theory being practised in the police can be found where officers have been deployed to hot spot areas of crime to act as a capable guardian, or where police have used social media platforms to provide awareness of crime and methods of preventing it to vulnerable people, as this can remove the suitable target.  Finally, police schemes that aim to provide opportunities for people from more deprived areas can be seen as removing the motivation for them to commit crime, although the application of the theory can be expensive.
Rational choice theory looks at crime as a decision made by the offender based on the benefits of the crime against the likelihood of being caught or the consequences of such (Cornish and Clarke 2017).  The theory supports classicism in which emphasises that human behaviour is the product of rational choice.  The theory poses that in order to prevent crime, the risks associated must be increased, while the rewards and provocations should be reduced, also removing excuses is likely to help.  Rational choice theory originated from the deterrence theory introduced by Cesare Beccaria and Jeremy Bentham, in which focused on preventing crime by increasing the fear of punishment (Paternoster 2010).  Repeat victimology is an important factor for the theory as once criminals realise, they can commit a crime without getting caught, they are likely to repeat the same crime on the same individuals.  Ethnic minority groups faced greater victimisation in England and Wales as of 2018 and black and black British adults were least likely to report any offences to police due to a lack of confidence (Long 2021, meaning the likelihood of punishment is low. In addition to this, women are considered risky victims whereas men can be classed as risk free (Walklate 2007).
As for the application of rational choice theory, Clarke and Homel listed 16 techniques of primary crime prevention, of which the 4 aims were to increase the risks by introducing surveillance and screening, increase the difficulty through means such as target hardening and access control, reduce the rewards of the crime by removing the target and to remove excuses, which can be done by stimulating conscience (Clarke 1977).  In terms of policing methods, the focused deterrence approach works in favour of the theory. Focused deterrence involves significantly increasing the costs of committing in the crime in order to deter it (Braga and Weisburd 2012).  Ray Jeffries method of crime prevention through environmental design (1971), could also be applied for the environment to adapt to being a more difficult place for crime to occur through increased risks and reduced rewards.
An example of the theory being used is the introduction of surveillance to hot spot areas of crime as this deters criminals due to the increased risks, although it can be argued that it moves crime elsewhere, leading to it becoming harder to track and contributing to the dark figure of crime.
Crime pattern theory emphasises the integration of three theoretical perspectives within an environment (Brantingham and Brantingham 2016), including the nodes of both the victim and offender and where their personal paths connect.  Overall, the theory explains how crime is likely to occur where the activity space of potential offenders’ overlaps with the activity space of potential victims.  Repeat victimology can be heavily involved in the theory.  This is because offenders can exploit vulnerable victims as they learn their everyday routines including their activity space, leading to chronic victimisation.  The theory can also be backed up by the non-control theory in criminology.  Developed by Travis Hirschi, the non-control theory suggests that society itself allows for crime to occur, as the control methos presented by society are not sufficient (Costello 1019).  This links to crime pattern theory as by controlling the activity space of potential victims and offenders to which they would not meet can prevent such crimes from occurring.  As for evidence-based policing methods, crime pattern theory can supplement both hot spot policing and problem orientated policing.  Hot spot policing is a geographical approach in which the police focus their resources on highly concentrated areas of crime (Weisburd and Telep 2014).  To incorporate the theory, police would have to focus their attention on the geographical location where the victim and offender meet with the use of crime mapping.  First introduced by Goldstein in 1979, problem orientated policing involves focusing on problems in oppose to incidents (Cordner and Biebel 2005).  Suggesting that prevention of the offender and victim meeting would be more effective.  Of the policing methods used today, intelligence led policing can work effectively alongside the theory, this method of policing entails a crime analyst producing an analysis for crime reduction and responses.  
To support crime pattern theory, the analysis could evaluate the circumstances that led to the contact of the offender and victim and suggest ways of prevention such as the implementation of barriers to dark alleyways and diverted routes.  The theory helped define criminological law, in which a conclusion on the way the world works was formed based on research findings, as it was found that crime reduction strategies that focus on the place were more effective than that of people.  Overall, to apply the theory, the police must focus on methods of preventing the offender from encountering the victim through geographical means such as installing CCTV to deter the offenders modus operandi, or path closures to divert the potential victim, although it can be difficult to predict and manipulate both the offenders and victims’ actions appropriately.
The broken windows theory suggests that smaller crimes result in a chain effect that leads to more serious crimes, as the failure to address crime causes a spark of more serious crime.  Disorder policing is arguably most suitable to the theory, in particular the zero-tolerance method of such.  Zero tolerance involves attaching major consequences to less serious crimes to prevent them through fear.  To apply the theory to its best extent, all four methods of social control can be introduced to prevent crime in an authoritarian way.  The four methods include direct and indirect, internalised control and alternative means of satisfaction.  Travis Hirschi’s social bonds theory is heavily linked to the broken windows theory.  Hirschi proposed that a person having a strong bond or connection to their society are less likely to offend than someone who does not (Chriss 2007).  Therefore, with smaller crimes being committed in a society, the potential offender’s bond with it is likely to weaken and lead to them also committing crime and contributing to the spiral of crime suggested in the theory.  The EMMIE framework, which includes assessing effect, mechanism, moderators, implementation and economic cost to present evidence from systematic reviews, can assist in implementation techniques comprised from the broken windows theory.  This is because the toolkit will provide the best available evidence regarding the most effective time and method of intervention and the costs associated with such (CollegeofPolicing).  Therefore, provides the understanding to prevent the initial smaller crimes before the most serious crimes occur.  To apply the broken windows to policing, the police simply must introduce more serious consequences to less serious crimes in order to deter any type of crime, this can be from increased sentences for crimes such as graffiti and other vandalism.  However, the problems with such include that police relations with the community may be harmed.
Overall, the theories of situational crime prevention abide by the control theory of crime, in which suggests that crime is caused by weaknesses in society that allow for crime such as the forces that restraint crime, in oppose to the human impulse to offend being the main reason for crime, and therefore focus on exerting control.  Control can be exerted through fear of punishment or getting caught, morals or even social norms.  In order to test the effectiveness of any new strategies developed from the theories, randomised control trials can help form an understanding of whether the newly introduced Is effective at preventing crime.  As for any method of crime prevention, crime analysts produce information for the police to base their methods on meaning that they are action orientated and likely to be effective.
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