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[image: Criminal Profiling & Serial Killers - ppt download]The process for profiling a criminal can be defined with a technique that would be used to identify a perpetrator of many a violent crime. This will identify their behavioural characteristics and personality based upon the analysis of the crime which has been committed.
This process goes on to involve an evaluation of the criminal act, with a very comprehensive evaluation of the specifics of the scene, victim and also the preliminary reports made by the police themselves. There are to be additional steps to these evaluations too, like the post – mortem protocol made by the medical examiner as well as the profile of offender characteristics. Plus there would also be an investigative suggestion which is predicted upon the construction of the criminals profile.
Criminal profiling is rather useful when used in situations like being held hostage, sexual murders, rapists and arsonists to name a few. Criminal profiling is not very suitable for detective work, but is more of a tool that they use to try and help solve forms of violent crimes. (Douglas, J.E & Burgess, M. 1986).
Since time began, criminals have been unwelcomed within our society. For most of the time, research was only directed towards the identity of the physical characteristics of criminals. This approach had very little value of any investigation or the prevention of any crimes. As times have moved on, interest was formed about the workings of the human mind, then all attention turned to either ways of identifying the thought process of these criminals or looking towards any possibilities of the criminals’ subsequent reform.
Within the last century, law enforcements have begun to now realise that the analysis of the behaviour of any subject that is identified can give out clues as to their age, social status, education, physical appearance and so on. These factors would then help the authorities to narrow down their inquiries.
With present day usage of computers, it has now made it more possible to handle masses of data on which the analysis can be based.
Originally it was named psychological profiling, but now better known as offender profiling. The first systemised usage of this technique came about when the Federal Bureau of Investigation or FBI for short, Behavioural Sciences Unit in 1972 and also the Department of Violent Criminal Apprehension programme in 1984. (Innes, B 2003).
The Italian physician born Ezechia Marco Lombroso (Cesare Lombroso) was born on the 6th of November 1835, Verona, Austrian Empire (now in Italy) was known to be the godfather of criminology. Cesare was to state that all criminals can be identified by physical characteristics and that their behaviour was known to be hereditary. Criminal psychologists have since disagreed that Lombroso’s theory, but the fact that you can still construct a physical, plus psychological profile of a criminal has now struck today. Most law enforcements around the globe would rely upon these detailed profiles to help them with their investigations.
Criminal profiling has brought to justice the likes of devious and dangerous criminals. These would range from rapists, kidnappers, serial killers and assassins too. (Innes, B 2003).
Why I chose to do my dissertation on criminal profiling is not just down to the fascination of psychology, or criminals but the facts for me are simple. It would be great to be able to look upon someone and state that as they get older they would change and become a homicidal maniac, or a thief for example. These philosophers and so-called psychologists of the past had great ideas, but now it is time to reassess their works and try to focus upon whether it is nature or nurture or just pure driven evilness within these people. In some twisted sort of way, it could well be a cry for help.
Psychopaths are not the same as sociopaths. For example a psychopath would more than likely end up being in trouble with the law, where as a sociopath tries to blend in with society. They may share some traits like antisocial personality disorder, but this is known to be less severe within a sociopath. The question I would like to find answers to is would the brain structure of a psychopath be the same or different to the average person, if so how and why?
Is it true that all psychopaths are killers or is this just a reflection of how today’s media have portrayed them?
Do the public perceive this to be true, should we believe in everything that the media throws at us?
Should there be actual evidence which can be backed up by the media, or are we fast becoming mushrooms, kept in the dark and fed on crap.
We as a nation are fast becoming gullible and too reliant to be able to think for ourselves. We need to try and stamp this out, look at it from every angle and have the correct evidence before we can determine that someone is a psychopath or a sociopath, as having been labelled this for life could have far reaching devastation’s for this person. Great reform is needed to tackle the amount of criminals within the justice system, make sure we get to the ROOT cause of why these people are frequently offending and also to make sure that justice is served correctly and that the wrong people are not imprisoned for a crime which they did not commit.

Ian Brady and Myra Hindley. (The Moors Murders).
A serial killer is usually a loner, one person who will murder their victims over time, with gaps in-between each of their killings. The majority of these killers would kidnap and torture their victims just like a wild animal would do prior to killing their pray. It is not always evident as to what motivates a killer to commit such horrendous acts, maybe an abnormal psychological process or even anti-social behaviours could be to blame. 
Within our society killers have the fear and the fascination for murder. A prime example of this would be Ian Brady and Myra Hindley. Myra was so infatuated with Brady that she was in fear of losing him so did as he asked. Ian Brady was fascinated with murder. He started his murderous spree by killing small animals and then progressed by joining the Nazi Youth group, but wanted bigger and better. Brady was the brains behind these killings, but needed an accomplice, so decided to enlist the help of Myra. This was to be known as a Crime of Passion, and together they were to be known throughout the land as the “Moors Murderers”.  (Psychology Today,2023).
The profiles of these offenders are only as accurate as the information that would be given to the profiler, these need to be regarded as a tool to be used by the police with help to catch the criminal.
There are two approaches to this. The first one is known as the top – down approach which is used only in America, where any data gathered at the crime scene can be identified by the characteristics of an offender. The offender is then categorised as an organised or even a disorganised offender. This is known as a top – down approach as it tries to fit the crime details under any pre – existing categories. (Typologies).
This approach was first used in the early 1970s, it was pioneered in America by Burgess and Douglas who worked for the FBI’S Behavioural Sciences Unit.
These two pioneers interviewed sexually motivated killers, the likes of Ted Bundy. The questions they asked were related to things like triggers and any early warning signs. With this gathered information they were able to identify typologists. These are groups of offenders who have different attitudes and behaviours.
The British approach is different and known as the bottom – up approach. This starts with small details and then goes on to create a bigger picture, no assumptions are made about the approach used or the offender too.
If you are known to be an organised offender then your crime is always premeditated and organised, show self-control, leave hardly any clues and attempts to control their victim who is normally a targeted stranger. These are the characteristics of a murderer. If you are known as a disorganised criminal, then there would be no planning or preparation you wouldn’t hide any evidence at the scene either and you would have disorganised behaviour as well as random. There is also something known as post – offense behaviour where the offender would return to the crime scene. If you are disorganised then this could be known as a crime of passion, as there would be no evidence of any premeditation and they may leave evidence like semen or blood maybe even a murder weapon too. These criminals are more than likely to be unemployed.
The bottom up or British approach was coined by two psychologists in 1990 by David Canter and Paul Britton. This approach tends to look for any consistencies in offenders’ behaviour during their crime spree. In the 1980s John Duffy or the ‘Railway Rapist as he was known to the authorities carried out a staggering twenty – four sexually motivated attacks as well as three murders of women in North London possibly near to a railway station. From the evidence and the location Canter was able to secure an accurate profile, but this profile did not lead to John Duffy’s direct arrest. A crucial typology approach is interpersonal coherence. This is to do with the way the offender would behave while in the process of committing a crime. There was also a second theory given by Canter, this would be known as spatial consistency. This was down to an assumption that all offenders would operate in well known areas by themselves. In 1993 Canter teamed up with Larkin and sought two more categories of offenders. Number one is a marauder who would only commit crimes near to where they live as it made them feel safe and secure and the other one would be commuters who commit crimes nowhere near where they live, and it would also be done over larger areas.
All of the above approaches can be useful to aid the police to narrowing down their search of a criminal, but it would require up – to – date data on any offense which has been committed within a certain area. This would pose a problem too at times due to the under – reporting of any crimes by the public as they could well be too scared to report them.
Although the British Approach may seem to sound great, there is a lack of consistency to this. There are more individuals in the United Kingdom that now provide psychological profiles to the police and most of these individuals have very different ideas and backgrounds within psychiatry and psychology so they each will use their very own approach on how to deal with this. (Mcleod, S, PhD, 2023).
The nature v nurture debate is never ending, what are the factors that actually contribute to the formation of the human’s identity. People have been known to argue over whether it is down to our genes which determine who we are, or could it be the environment that surrounds us from the day we are born, until the day we die.
Some psychologists think it is a mixture of both nature and nurture, but there is little or no evidence to really prove this theory. 
Can nature and nurture be inseparable?
These intertwine to weave a tapestry so complex that would be every human being known to man would not understand. Nature is who we would be, but nurture is the blueprint into what actually builds a person. This depends on the blueprint itself and as to whom has built it. It can form from many different people, or can come from just the one blueprint. Our genes. There is no us without genes, just like there would be no software without a computer code to underline it. With inheritance and certain mutations, genes go on to create a unique person of just who we are.
There also must be a counter argument. Our genes work somewhat like a computer game, they are our code, but then the environment in which we are in can take us from possible person to just a person. Embryos are just a genetic code as genes do not exist otherwise in a vacuum. Without a phenotype there is to be no genotype either, or phenotypes depend solely upon our environment. Once we have developed from an embryo we are then known as a phenotype, so both our genes and the environment creates us and makes us who we are. So, in a sense genes are not important within this counter argument. [image: Skeptical of FBI Criminal Profiling's Validity? | Psychology ...]
 Criminal profiling needs scientific methods and also applied understanding of logic and the ability to know when someone is in the wrong. Also, you need to have some sort of understanding on bias. A criminal profile only gives a glimpse of the person who may or may not have committed the crime. There’s no actual evidence to support or prove the validity or even its reliability of any criminal profiling within solving these types of crime. It hasn’t been denied that this sort of profiling has been proven to be of help to the authorities albeit exceptional cases. It really needs to have more research done on it, before profiling can become a valuable forensic tool.
Criminology and psychology have strong connections within history, they both originated in the 19th century. In the 20th century, psychology began to expand and take off, the discipline for this was to come from Leipzig University around 1879.
Criminal profiling, or as it is now known to be offender profiling, is a controversial technique that has started to fast develop over the years with television shows like CSI or Touch of Frost, which are all too misleading and we tend to believe them way too much. Not everything in life is like the tv programmes we all like to watch.
Alison et al, (2007) stated that in the 1880s one Doctor Thomas Bond tried to profile the personality of Jack the Ripper. During World War 2, Walter Langer was asked by the Americans if he could profile Adolf Hitler. Profile origins can be described as in the work of James Brussel, who was to become involved in an investigation into serious criminal in 1956 known only by the name of the ‘New York Bomber’. Brussels did a study of the crime scene, and he was a trained psychoanalyst, so used his training to help to describe what he thought the bomber would be like. He went on to say that the offender was male, middle aged, heavy set, single and living with a brother or sister. The ‘New York Bomber’ turned out to be George Metesky who was of course male and lived with two siblings. A profile is all about the offender’s characteristic patterns or any uniqueness that many individuals would have differently from the rest of the population. (Hazelwood and Douglas,1980).
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Profiling comes under different names or terms which can include behavioural evidence analysis, biopsychosocial profiling, and psychological profiling to name just a few. This type of profiling would normally add depth to the investigation of the crime scene. Important information can too become apparent at the crime scene, this in turn could reveal any of the criminals information as to whether they are a psychopath or sociopath etc.
There tends to be a difference between psychopaths and sociopaths. Doctors do not actually diagnose someone with these problems, they would use the term antisocial personality disorder. A psychopath tends not to have a conscience and if they are to steal from you then they have no moral qualms about doing this, but they pretend to. They watch other people and try to act like they do and hope that they are not noticed. A sociopath tends to have a weak conscience, they know that what they are doing is wrong, but do not try to stop this behaviour. Both kinds of traits have no ability to stand in someone else’s shoes to see how this other person is feeling at the time, plus they both lack any sort of empathy too. Psychopaths have less regard for people and normally see them as objects of use towards their own beliefs and benefits. (Robinson, K, M – 2022).
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PSYCHOPATH

Lack of guilt, remorse, empathy

Prefending to feel emotions

Inability to form true
emotional attachments

Tend to be successful

Dishonesty

Meanipulative behavior, narcisism,

and superficial charm

SOCIOPATH

Lack of remorse but guilt and
eempathy may be present in
some cases

Some emotions are feltfrage]
but are shallow and fleeting

May form close attachments
fo one or few indviduals

Consistent irresponsibility and
Repeated violations of Law

Constant lying and deception

Aggressive and reckless behavior





