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ROUTINE ACTIVITY THEORY
This theory describes the likelihood of offenders commit crime as part of their usual activities of the day. Frequent exposure to desirable assets can motivate one to steal if not appropriately guarded. This theory therefore views crime in favor of the offender’s point of view. I would say routine activity theory is valid by considering the following elements crime can be committed only if the criminal has the capacity to commit crime, only when they come across a suitable target and the crime becomes even more easy to commit when the guardian is absent to offer required protection (Mustaine & Tewksbury, 1999). Unlike, rational choice theory the environment for committing crime should be restrictive according routine activity theory whereas it is ones choice to decide whether by stealing they would have good or bad at the end of the act. This paper therefore, highlights of justifiable reasons that result to crime as illustrated by routine activity theory. 
	This theory provides possible socio-economic changes that influence an individual to commit crime by emphasizing that most offenders are less likely to involve themselves in crime if their goals can be met legitimately (Clarke & Felson, (Eds.) (1993). For instance, one can decide not to steal money for sustainability if they secure a job that will pay their bills. The theory also relates to frequent patterns of social interaction. According to the theory crime is normal and depends on availability of opportunities to commit crime if the target is not protected and the reward for the crime is motivating. RAT theory provides a straight forward explanation of why offenders commit crime. The theory also helps in understanding fluctuations in delinquency rates. For instance, lack of capable guardians can result to crime. If police officers become reluctant in committing crime or even take bribes from offenders then most probably crime rates will increase (Mustaine & Tewksbury, 1999). Offenders become motivated to commit crime if they are not supervised, are unemployed and are surrounded by an addict population to crime. With this same reasoning kids start committing small crimes once they discover their actions will not be detected by their parents.
Conclusion 
	In summary, RAT theory views crime in favor of the offender’s point of view. According to the theory crime is normal and depends on availability of opportunities to commit crime if the target is not protected and the reward for the crime is motivating.
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