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Hotspot Policing Program
While crime rates have sharply declined in the U.S, the U.S crime is still among the leading nation in crime levels across the globe. Over the years, the U.S criminal justice system has considered incapacitation as an integral component in safeguarding the American community since it involves separating high-risk criminals from the general population and thus preventing them from committing fresh crimes. Considering it as a crime-reducing intervention, the sentencing laws are toughened, causing massive incarceration of prisoners. The rationale of massive imprisonments to lower crimes is founded on the conception that potential criminals will see that crimes have severe penalties and hence forced to change their criminal behaviors. However, a research has proven that increasing the severity of criminal punishment contributes so little on crime deterrence. This paper describes Hot spots policies intervention programs as an incentive for effective crime deterrence. 
Hotspot policing denotes to a strategy that concentrates programs and resources to places where crime is more rigorous, hot spots. However, the hotspot policing intervention is based on the assumption that crime and disorder are unevenly spread within neighborhoods, and instead, it is clustered in small zones. Allocating attention and resources in these areas will prevent crime in the hot spots and potentially ease crime in a broader geographic context. The major strength of hotspot policing intervention is that it is not bound to any specific approach; instead, it is defined by whether the tactic applied is targeting a particularly high crime zone (Merigan, 2013). Usually, hotspot policing entails problem solving approaches or increased police patrols. 
The hotspot policing program aims to achieve the following goals. First, in the short term, the program seeks to deter crime in ‘hot spots' and the long-term, to ultimately reduce crime in a wider geographical area. For instance, if the programs are integrated in all states, and crime reduces on state lever, the crime will automatically decline on a national level (Merigan, 2013). Second, the program aims at eliminating aggressive crime deterrent tactics, which can pose negative opinions on legitimacy perceptions, which are core to democratic policing; instead, the program aims at motivating the police to use problem solving tactics and fair treatment of citizens. Finally, the program aims at reducing crime in hot spots without displacing victims and offenders.
Hotspot policing intervention targets potential offenders in hot spots; it is a crime deterrent strategy. As a result, the program will exclude locations that are low-crime zones. The focus on hot spots is to decrease crime rates and ensure communities are safe. The reason for the exclusion of the low-crime areas is to ensure the resources and maximum attention is focused in high-crime zones. Crime is a broad concept, and so is hotspot policing interventions. Different hotspot policing approaches produce different levels of effectiveness with different types of crimes. For instance, problem-oriented policing (POP) tactics are more effective in deterring crimes compared to traditional policing tactics, such as increased enforcement and direct police patrols (NIE, 2016). POP approaches are highly effective, particularly in reducing crime and disorder offences. In addition, the POP technique has a higher probability of lowering crime in surrounding neighborhoods of the hot spots.  
Having proposed hotspot policing as a crime deterrence intervention, highlighting the objectives and goals, and discussing the target population, the following considerations will be assessed in screening procedures to establish program eligibility. First, a review test will be carried to test for the diffusion of benefits that aligns with the goals of the program. Specifically, the ultimate goal of the program is reducing crime and disorder in the wider geographic area. Thus, a reduction of crime in neighboring locations will be a positive result underpinning the eligibility of the program. Second, it is imperative to assess the effects of the displacement of both victims and offenders. There is a myriad of hotspot policing tactics. Some of the tactics can force the offenders to leave the hot spot locations to the neighboring areas. This implies that crime and disorder are spreading to other areas. If the assessment reveals negative results, then it means the program is not working properly. Another test to confirm eligibility is the effectiveness of the hot spot policing technique on a particular type of crime (if the tactic is curbing or fuelling crime) (Merigan, 2013). A positive review will underpin the effectiveness of the program while negative review will call for either dismissing the program or revising the techniques incorporated; for instance, the POP tactic installed instead of increased police control. 
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