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Introduction
Statement of the Problem
The current society is vulnerable to crime due to people's lifestyle choices. Riskier lifestyle choices lead to higher victimization risk. For example, a person with a low risk for victimization will be aware of their surroundings and avoid potentially dangerous situations like leaving their car doors unlocked or walking alone at night (Land, 2018). A person with medium risk for victimization will be more careless than a person with low risk.  The medium-risk person might walk to the car alone at night but lock their car doors, so why the car is safe the walk to the car alone at night is not.  Finally, a person with a high risk of victimization would not be precautious, putting themselves in vulnerable situations.  This factor is passive precipitation. 
Another factor that makes a target more suitable is their demographics.  Age, race, gender, and environment all play a part in this. An example of this would be a woman, child, or elderly person standing alone by them, and no one is around, an empty house or house that doesn't seem "protected." The attractiveness of the target is related to its material or symbolic desire for the offender (White, 2013).  This factor is passive precipitation.
Economic status makes a target more suitable.  Crime rates are normally higher in poorer communities.  Likewise, offenders come from poorer communities, which make a victim more likely to run into the offender or, on the other hand, become an offender (Land, 2018).  Lower-income communities have more guardians due to higher crime rates.  This factor could be both active and passive precipitation.  Active because these areas are more violent, so the victim could use threats or even attack first.  Passive because the victim could have characteristics that unknowingly threaten the attacker. 
Moreover, one's social activities make a target more suitable.  The type of activities, their timing, where they occur, and their environment all are important.  If a person is more social, they have a higher risk for victimization because they are exposed to potential offenders, and guardianship is low.  This factor is passive participation because the victim unknowingly incites the aggressor.
Finally, substance abuse makes a target more suitable crime rates and violence increases when people use alcohol or drugs.  Being around somebody who has engaged in such activities increases their likelihood of becoming a victim.  On the other hand, if you are intoxicated, it will be difficult to fight off offenders, which makes you a more attractive target.  This factor could be both active and passive precipitations. The factor is active when the victims deliberately attack first due to drugs and alcohol. The factor is passive when the victim is intoxicated; thus, they incite the aggressor. 
Overall Framework and Assumptions
The rational choice theory explains how the players in society make reasonable decisions on their day to day activities. In a society where criminal activities are very likely to occur, the members of the society are assumed to act rationally and in a manner that reduces their vulnerability to risky criminal activities (Garland, 2012). The theory indicates that the members of the society choose the best alternatives for them to avoid certain places of the town prone to criminal activities at certain times of the day or months. An example is avoiding deserted areas of a place at night and during criminal prone days of the week.
The Rational theory has several assumptions that are represented as elements. These assumptions include; alternatives, constraints, utility, social outcome, and belief. The constraints to the theory imply that alternatives are not possible in modern societies. Such constraints are more of the legislated dos and do not’s. The legislation on smoking in public prohibits smoking and the only alternative being to smoke in only the designated spots (Sato, 2013). Such constraints reduce the chances of encountering risky criminal activities in one area but increases in another area. The people in a given place should know the risk-prone areas and avoid such areas.
The people's belief system is also assumed to either increase or decrease the vulnerability to criminal activities (Sato, 2013).A religious state means that many of its members are members of a religious sect. Should such a religion be against criminal activities, it is assumed that most members may not be criminals and thus reduce the chances of crime in the area. Actors in a religious system belief on the world around them and on the constraints the world has on them and on others in the world. Actors choose alternatives from their constraints and those of others. These alternatives depend on the cooperation of those around one, which are the other players in the game. Sato (2013) states that if a player were to act in a contrary manner than expected by actor, the actor’s perception on the player changes. For example should a religious person try to commit a criminal act on a passerby and the passerby instead preaches to the actor, this such an act can make the actor to abort his plans and corporate with the passerby.
A number of choices are accessible to a potential victim under abstract imperatives. If the victim chooses one over the other choices, it is assumed that the social result can be predetermined. The assumption that the result is social rather than being individual implies that some choices are randomly picked by more than one person (Cunniff Gilson, 2016). There are cases in where a person’s choice over other alternatives exclusively leads to a predetermined result. An exemplary case of these cases is a customer's selection of services under his pay limitation. He chooses taking a taxi to home or walking his decision is limited by his pay. Considering the fact that a taxi is safe and could reduce the chances of falling victim to criminal activities, the decision exclusively decides a result: the chances of being robed. Decisions of different players and the service providers do not influence the result. Sociologically, nonetheless, cases including more than one player to create a result are all the more intriguing to consider.
Consequently, the descriptor social, not individual, is added to the thing result. The victim at that point positions possible social results dependent on hisutility. In any case, he normally has flawed, inadequate data about the world, and imperatives influence his decisions (Sato, 2013). Data is flawed and deficient because the world is questionable. The vulnerability comes from three components.
To begin with, the victim cannot foresee the fate of the world. Second, he does not decisively have the foggiest idea where he is currently. His present circumstance is a portion of a social result acknowledged by communications of included players (counting him). It is frequently the situation that the victim does not have the foggiest idea of what decisions were made by different victims previously, which adds to the vulnerability. Third, it is likewise the situation that the victim does not have a clue about the utilities of different players and, accordingly, what decisions they will make later on.
The critic of the rational theory has, for many times, criticized the validity of its assumptions. However, scientific methodology has proven the criticism otherwise by stating that the assumptions' hypotheses that should be tested and not the assumptions themselves. The findings of carrying out studies into the assumptions hypotheses have shown that the theory is proper and can be used in criminal studies. The theory suggests that society suffers from a condition that Kroneberg and Kalter (2012) referred to as a social order.
The biggest challenge affecting people in this post-truth era is dealing with misinformation and disinformation, spreading faster. In this era, personal beliefs, emotional appeals, and opinions are more important than facts. These factors contribute to authorities having more influence over public opinion. The social and political discourse reflects the choices of the people. The social media mostly contributes to the growing source of mistrust (Sato, 2013). It is because social media is used to spread fake information that spear head gang activities. Furthermore, information spread in this platform contradicts typically that of the authorities. Mostly, individuals value the input from their favorite celebrity. Politicians post information that people never take seriously; they have created mistrust among people; their information has no weight and is regarded as meaningless.
Facts and expert opinions are less important as compared to the appeal to motion. These became the starting point of the problems in the present days. The issues of fake news are a contemporary problem. After that, it became a crucial issue affecting political life. The situation worsens after the introduction of the internet across the globe. Social media aid in the spread of information (Sato, 2013). Post-truth politics can invest in a conspiracy; in this form, false rumors are spread faster by using social media. Social media spreads false rumors, which affects people’s trust in their leaders. These situations make people stop trusting their leaders and entire authorities. The majority of the politicians from all the parties are using lies and delusions to win the votes. People in authorities have adequate information at their disposal, which they use to manipulate the common man. The spread of fake news makes it difficult for the common man to believe in their leaders.
The peccadillos of a thinking person are aware of the necessary information. Their hearts do not lead brilliant people but their heads. The leaders do not manipulate the reasoning of the individual since they know their worth—the minor sin which an individual commits for being a thinking person is being in their right mind. Post-truth activities cannot affect a rational person because they know how people in authorities’ use lies while ruling. Sometimes leaders disregard the oblivious facts (Kroneberg and Kalter, 2012) The situation forces some people with a sober mind to look for proof. Thus, peccadillos of a thinking person are to dismiss the false statements since one knows the truth. People on their right minds will create awareness to enlighten other ordinary people. The information reduces malice among the politicians in the post-truth era. 
Social media plays a more significant role in spreading misinformation. Prominent people, holding high positions in the authorities, should create effective ways of communicating. They need to consider the wellbeing of the common man and avoid the spread of fake news. Coming up with the solution for eliminating fake news is a challenging task. Therefore, correct information should be pass to people to reinforce awareness of the existing untruths.

Literature Review
Background history of the Theory
Rational choice theory states that most decisions made by people on day to day activities are based on maximizing the player’s interests, while minimizing that which can hurt them. The decision that favors the player’s interests and protects him from vulnerable situation is termed as being rational (Foy et al, 2018). The theory was first proposed by Adam Smith in the mid 1770’s. He termed the decision by players in the game as the ‘invisible hand’ which controls people’s day to day affairs. Adam Smith was thus termed as the father of the theory by Hartford Institute for Religious Research. The theory was well known and applied in economics until the years 1960s when sociologists George C Homans and Peter Blau applied it in social sciences. People’s choices in their day to day life are referred to being rational when they are the best choices that benefit them. In the middle- and lower-class communities of any state, some people’s way of lie encourages gang activities while people tend to opt for criminal activities in order to meet their day to day needs and wants. People in these community’s work for longer hours hence have to walk home late in the night. Considering this as a rational decision for them for their lack of sufficient money to commute to and from their workplaces, they tend to risk being victims of gangster activities. Through such ways, the community’s ways of living encourage gangster activities thus the prevalence.


 Discussion of the Theory
The rational theory has been proven to solve the social order. Social order is best illustrated by the Prisoner's Dilemma Game, where the players have too different interests, and two alternatives called strategies. The two strategies are a strategy of defection and cooperation. According to Sato (2013), the game shows that the interests of the players can be outlined by the game's possible outcomes; (defection, cooperation) (cooperation defection), (defection, defection), and (cooperation defection). The players in this game can be said to be the public members and their choices regarding being in crime-prone areas. The people's rational choices determine whether or not they attain mutual defection or cooperation. The game gained its name "Prisoner's Dilemma" because the players have to choose a strategy rationally to defect or cooperate. The Prisoner’s game is applicable in people’s day to day life and especially the life of the people living in middle- and lower-class communities. The both the victims and the gangsters in these communities are responsible for the prevalent gangster activities because the society has created room for the defection and cooperation in the society. The lower- and middle-class income earners are thus exposed to vulnerable crime scenarios such as the gangster activities.  
In genuine circumstances, in any case, the strategies of cooperation are highly analyzed and evident in the lower- and middle-class communities. Sato (2013) presents numerous instances of gangster activities in the low-income earning groups of the society. Consequently, the Prisoner's Dilemma game hypothesis cannot clarify the presence of common participation in the game. The way to tackling the riddle is the emphasis of the game. As per the Folk Theorem in-game hypothesis, shared participation is conceivable if the game is uncertainly iterated, and the players give enough consideration to the future association. Sato (2013) approaches this issue with a developmental game hypothesis victim and accomplice relation. If the accomplice picked collaboration (absconding), the victim picks participation (surrender) the two players receive the Tit-for-Tat technique; collaboration is acknowledged at each round. Victims who embrace this methodology get higher settlements by far reduce their pains associated with the vulnerable activity they are involved.
Case Location
The author of this term paper has identified the proper town to undertake the study to be in Chicago city. Chicago is famous for its architectural structures like the iconic Willis Tower, John Hancock Center, and the neo-Gothic Tribune Tower (Al-Kodmani, (2020). The city boasts both sides of the permanent residential properties, nice properties, and some abandoned properties. Chicago is also a town where all the classes of people; the high income, the middle class, and the lower-class communities. Depending on the town's highlighted sides, the abandoned properties are likely to report higher cases of crime. There is also a reported prevalence of gang activities among the middle and lower-class communities of Chicago.
Applicability of the Theory
Rational Choice Theory impacts the location because it implies that criminals are rational in their decision-making. Despite the consequences, the benefits of committing the crime outweigh the punishment. Gang activity consists of many violent acts, and members believe that their actions are rational for their reasons (Matsueda, 2013). RCT also states people freely choose their behavior and are motivated by the avoidance of pain and the pursuit of pleasure. Which further explains why members make the choices they do to avoid pain and receive pleasure. The environment of Chicago also impacts the theory by the following means: Growing up in poverty, having access to weapons and drugs, and a lack of success in other areas of life, such as school are known factors in these poorer communities which causes members to make these "rational choices" like joining a gang.
Recommendation
The community in Chicago has learnt from the current and many other incidences that have in the past caused people to lose lives among other problems arising from crime. Some residents have come up with watch groups for the members of to freely move without the fear of being victimized by gangsters. The police are also working with the community through the putting more police in the streets and the police-community cooperation in the collection of guns for money. The putting of more police in the street helps reduce the chances of gangsters attacking people at any given time on the streets. The collection of guns for money is a way of disarming the gangsters thus reducing the occurrence in the community. Corner stores and liquor stores have been breeding places for gangsters and the community and the owners of the stores have agreed on and closed the stores.  
Rational Choice Theory implies that criminals are rational in their decision-making, and despite the consequences, the benefits of committing the crime outweigh the punishment.  To address the disorder, the surroundings of the criminals must change.  Most criminals are who they are because of the environment they grew up in.  The average age of a homicide victim in 2019 in Chicago was 29.3 years old and has not been below 27 years since 1990.  These people need guidance, programs, and things of that nature to help them determine a path other than crime.
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