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Abstract 
The three eras of American policing - political, reform, and community – have emerged as the default theoretical framework within the study of criminal justice, both openly and implicitly defining the vocabulary of police studies in the United States. There has been no alternative theory proposed to critically think about the police, despite historically informed objections of the three-era model. As yet, policing has followed a trend that encourages the pursuit of independence and autonomy of police departments. The strategy has to be re-evaluated considering the changing environmental circumstances and experience. This study discusses the three types of policing era in America as well as their challenges.


American Policing Era Development
[bookmark: _GoBack]The American eras differ in their sources from which they derived their legitimacy, their definition, organizational design of policing department, and the police relationships built within the external environment. Also, they vary subject to the nature of policing effort to market and manage demand for principal activities and the tactics utilized to obtain operational success. Despite the difficulties faced with each era, a decentralized-problem solving approach involving police in partnership with the community enhances police maximum potential and creation of civil societies.
The first era was the political era. It is popularly regarded as the first era of policing in the United States and began around the 1840s to create the first bona fide police agencies in America. The era was characterized by a massive industrial revolution, the formation of large cities, and the abolition of slavery. Cities such as New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, Detroit, and Jacksonville marked the creation of policing in the political era. As industries underwent a revolution, there was increased goods and services, and as a result, there developed new job opportunities accompanied by conflicts (Eck, 2018). The mentioned growing cities had to address the problems in the form of policing.
The second era was the reform era between the years 1930 -1980. The era came as a result of laced corruption and brutality in the political era, and thus, the panacea for negativity became the reform era. Diversity policing was evident in the era. Diversity was considered better compared to the political era, but later, it fell dismally short. This led to the development of the third era-the community era between the 1980s -2000. The era was developed due to increased crime rates that were difficult to address via diversity policing. The era saw police combining with communities and citizens to deal with both decades-old issues and current issues that faced Americans (Schuck, 2017). Community difficulties necessitated a multi-pronged approach in an era in which the police collaborated with the community and progressively resolved the issues over time.
Each era was accompanied by various problems that limited its effectiveness. In the political era, many police officers and politicians were corrupt. Jobs in police departments were sold as investment opportunities. As a result of limitations of law enforcement, corruption blossomed at all levels of government. Drinking, gambling, and sex restrictions offered plenty of opportunities for the criminal element to deliver much-needed goods and services. In the reform era, the reforms never come into grips with basic police administration. The corrupt officers lacked moral character and thus failed to address some of the more serious issues, such as how the department's hierarchical structure contributed to reformers' problems. The era was also affected by excessive political influence, poor leadership, and poor quality training programs. Finally, the community era faced hostility between the neighborhood and the police that prevented productive partnership (Goldberg, K., & Christopher, 2019).
From each era, law enforcement has learned that corruption is one of the main issues that hinder any policing in a country. There will be an easy implementation of laws by comprehensively addressing corruption in police departments and among politicians. The reform era showed the essence of reforms that address every part of the country to avoid gaps in law enforcement. Besides, there is a need for moral character development among officers to ensure proper administration. The community era teaches the importance of cooperation between police officers and the people communities. Each era serves as a reminder for police departments to assess their tactics, training, and leadership publicly and reassert their dedication to saving lives.
Mistakes in the past, including mistrust, corrupt officers, poor training programs, and poor relationship with communities, can be used as stepping stones into a new era of effective law enforcement. Police need to understand what is expected from them. By being proactive and truthful in departments, corruption will be eliminated, and policing training programs will be effective. Besides, a transparent culture that emphasizes service builds and heals issues between police and the community. A real community-oriented police department can listen to angry voices rather than responding in kind and analyze and make regular adjustments for effective police administration.
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